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INTERNATIONAL SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON RADIO INTERFERENCE

SPECIFICATION FOR RADIO DISTURBANCE AND IMMUNITY
MEASURING APPARATUS AND METHODS -

Part 4-4: Uncertainties, statistics and limit modelling -
Statistics of complaints and a model for the calculation of limits
for the protection of radio services

FOREWORD

The International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) is a worldwide organization for standardization comprising
all national electrotechnical committees (IEC National Committees). The object »6f' IEC is to promote
international co-operation on all questions concerning standardization in the electriecal, and electronic fields. To
this end and in addition to other activities, IEC publishes International Standards;y Technical Specifications,
Technical Reports, Publicly Available Specifications (PAS) and Guides (hereafter referred to as “IEC
Publication(s)”). Their preparation is entrusted to technical committees; any IEC National Committee interested
in the subject dealt with may participate in this preparatory work. International, governmental and non-
governmental organizations liaising with the IEC also participate in this preparation. IEC collaborates closely
with the International Organization for Standardization (ISO) in accordance with conditions determined by
agreement between the two organizations.

The formal decisions or agreements of IEC on technical matters’express, as nearly as possible, an international
consensus of opinion on the relevant subjects since each/technical committee has representation from all
interested IEC National Committees.

IEC Publications have the form of recommendations for_ihternational use and are accepted by IEC National
Committees in that sense. While all reasonable efforts)are made to ensure that the technical content of IEC
Publications is accurate, IEC cannot be held responsible for the way in which they are used or for any
misinterpretation by any end user.

In order to promote international uniformity;NEC National Committees undertake to apply IEC Publications
transparently to the maximum extent paSsible in their national and regional publications. Any divergence
between any IEC Publication and the carresponding national or regional publication shall be clearly indicated in
the latter.

IEC provides no marking procedure to indicate its approval and cannot be rendered responsible for any
equipment declared to be in conférmity with an IEC Publication.

All users should ensure that they have the latest edition of this publication.

No liability shall attach toMEC or its directors, employees, servants or agents including individual experts and
members of its technical committees and IEC National Committees for any personal injury, property damage or
other damage of any. mature whatsoever, whether direct or indirect, or for costs (including legal fees) and
expenses arising“out of the publication, use of, or reliance upon, this IEC Publication or any other IEC
Publications.

Attention is drawn to the Normative references cited in this publication. Use of the referenced publications is
indispensable for the correct application of this publication.

Attentionvis drawn to the possibility that some of the elements of this IEC Publication may be the subject of
patent-rights. IEC shall not be held responsible for identifying any or all such patent rights.

This consolidated version of the official IEC Standard and its amendments has been
prepared for user convenience.

CISPR 16-4-4 edition 2.2 contains the second edition (2007-07) [documents CISPR/
H/147/DTR and CISPR/H/153/RVC], its amendment 1 (2017-06) [documents CIS/H/313/
DTR and CIS/H/319/RVC] and its amendment 2 (2020-04) [documents CIS/H/402/DTR and
CIS/H/407A/RVDTRY].

In this Redline version, a vertical line in the margin shows where the technical content

is

modified by amendments 1 and 2. Additions are in green text, deletions are in

strikethrough red text. A separate Final version with all changes accepted is available in
this publication.
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Standard, for example "state of the art".

This second edition of CISPR 16-4-4, which is a technical report, has been prepared by
CISPR subcommittee H: Limits for the protection of radio services.

This second edition of CISPR 16-4-4 contains two thoroughly updated Clauses 4 and 5]
compared with its first edition. It also contains, in its new Annex A, values of the classical
CISPR mains decoupling factor which were determined by measurements in real LV AC,mains
grids in the 1960s. It is deemed that these mains decoupling factors are still valid and
representative also for modern and well maintained LV AC mains grids around the worid.

The information in Clause 4 — Statistics of complaints and sources of interference — was
accomplished by the history and evolution of the CISPR statistics on complaints about radio
frequency interference (RFI) and by background information on evolution” in radio-based
communication technologies. Furthermore, the forms for collation of actual RFI cases were
detailed and structured in a way allowing for more qualified assessment and evaluation of
compiled annual data in regard to the interference situation,. as e.g. fixed or mobile
radio reception, or analogue or digital modulation of the interféred with radio service or
application concerned.

The information in Clause 5 — A model for the calculation of limits — was accomplished in
several ways. The model itself was accomplished in respect of the remote coupling situation
as well as the close coupling one. Furthef)_supplements of this model were
incorporated regarding certain aspects of the</coupling path via induction and wave
propagation (radiation) of classical telecommunjcation networks. Furthermore, the calculation
model on statistics and probability underwent’ revision and was brought in line with a
more modern mathematical approach. Eventually the present model was extended for a
possible determination of CISPR limits in‘the frequency range above 1 GHz.

This publication has been drafted iniaccordance with the ISO/IEC Directives, Part 2.

The committee has decided that'the contents of the base publication and its amendments will
remain unchanged until .the stability date indicated on the IEC web site under
"http://webstore.iec.ch" insthe data related to the specific publication. At this date, the
publication will be

e reconfirmed,
e withdrawn|
e replaced by a revised edition, or

e amended.

IMPORTANT - The 'colour inside’' logo on the cover page of this publication indicates
that it contains colours which are considered to be useful for the correct
understanding of its contents. Users should therefore print this document using a

ToTHout
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SPECIFICATION FOR RADIO DISTURBANCE AND IMMUNITY
MEASURING APPARATUS AND METHODS —

Part 4-4: Uncertainties, statistics and limit modelling -
Statistics of complaints and a model for the calculation of limits
for the protection of radio services

1 Scope

This part of CISPR 16 contains a recommendation on how to deal with statistics\of radio
interference complaints. Furthermore it describes the calculation of limits for disturbance field
strength and voltage for the measurement on a test site based on models for {he distribution
of disturbances by radiated and conducted coupling, respectively.

2 Normative references

The following referenced documents are indispensable for the application of this document.
For dated references, only the edition cited applies. For undated‘references, the latest edition
of the referenced document (including any amendments) applies.

IEC 60050-161, International Electrotechnical Vocabulary (IEV) — Part 161: Electromagnetic
compatibility (available at http://www.electropedia.org)

CISPR 11, Industrial, scientific and medical—{(ISM)—radio-frequency equipment —
Electromagnetic Radio-frequency disturbance characteristics — Limits and methods of

measurement

CISPR 16-4-3, Specification for radio. disturbance and immunity measuring apparatus and
methods — Part 4-3: Uncertainties, statistics and limit modelling — Statistical considerations in
the determination of EMC compliahce of mass-produced products

CISPR 15:2018, Limits andsmethods of measurement of radio disturbance characteristics of
electrical lighting and sitaflar equipment

3 Terms and definitions

For the purposes of this document, the terms and definitions given in IEC 60050-161 and the
followingsapply.

ISO-and IEC maintain terminological databases for use in standardization at the following
addresses:

e |EC Electropedia: available at http://www.electropedia.org/
e |SO Online browsing platform: available at http://www.iso.org/obp
3.1 Terms and definitions

3.1.1

complaint
a request for assistance made to the RFI investigation service by the user of a radio receiving
equipment who complains that reception is degraded by radio frequency interference (RFI)
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3.1.2
RFl investigation service

institution having the task of investigating reported cases of radio frequency interference and
which operates at the national basis

NOTE EXAMPLE Examples—include—a Radio service provider,—a CATV network provider,—an administration,-era
regulatory authority.

3.1.3

source

any type of electric or electronic equipment, system, or (part of) installation emanating
disturbances in the radio frequency (RF) range which can cause radio frequency interférénce
to a certain kind of radio receiving equipment

3.2 Symbols and abbreviated terms

permissible interference field strength at the point A in space where the antenna
of the victim receiver is located — without consideration of probability factors

Elimit permissible interference field strength at the point A in space where the antenna
of the victim receiver is located — with consideration of probability factors

Rp protection ratio

Cpy coupling factor describing the proportionality jof2the field strength E with the

square root of the power P injected as commén mode into the radiating structure
by the apparatus (GCPC)

Group A defined PV generator group for single-family detached houses
Group B defined PV generator group for multirstorey buildings with flat roof tops
Group C  defined PV generator group for stin tracking supports (“trees”)

Group D  defined PV generator group fér large barns in the countryside

p probability of an individualPV generator being a member of Group i
1
EPV group-independent mean value for the coupling factor
Pg disturbance power‘emitted by a GCPC with the complex source impedance Zg
P power injectéd’into the PV generator eventually radiated via that installation
Prc disturbahce power determined at the DC-AN on a standardized test site according

to CI§PR 11 with fixed impedance Z;c = 150 Q

ULimit permitted disturbance voltage limit

P probability for time coincidence (up7 in dB)

Pg probability for location coincidence (upg in dB)

Pz probability for frequency coincidence inclusive harmonics(up, in dB)

m mismatch loss in use case (between the GCPC with complex source impedance

Zg and the PV generator with complex load impedance Z, )

Mrc mismatch loss in test case (between the GCPC with complex source impedance
Zg and the DC-AN according to CISPR 11 with measurement impedance fixed to
Zc =150 Q)

AMN artificial mains network

CM common mode

DC-AN DC artificial network
DM differential mode
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GCPC grid connected power converter

S /N naoica naowar/oinnal navawAr
SIN e-power/signal-power
4 Statistics of complaints and sources of interference

4.1 Introduction and history

The previous edition of CISPR 16-4-4 contained, in its Clause 4, a complete reprint of CISPR
Recommendation 2/3 on statistics of complaints and sources of interference. However, due to
modern technological evolution in radio systems directed towards introduction of digital radio
services, and due to increasing use of mobile and portable radio appliances by the publici‘the
traditional CISPR statistics of complaints on radio frequency interference are experiencing a
decreasing significance as an indicator of the quality of standardisation work for the-protection
of radio services and applications. That is why related information in this  &dition of
CISPR 16-4-4 is reduced to the necessary minimum allowing interested parties to continue
their complaint-based collation of data on an annual basis.

In order to accommodate the evolution in modern radio technology and\mobile and portable
use of radio receiving equipment, it may be necessary to replace or-foygather the complaints-
based CISPR statistics by other more modern statistics or means..These new statistics should
be based on a systematic annual collation of data about degradation of quality of radio
services and reception due to electromagnetic disturbances .0ccurring in the environment.
These data will have to be collected and processed, however, primarily by the radio service
providers themselves.

4.2 Relationship between radio frequency interference and complaints

Whatever the radio system involved, official complaints usually represent only a small subset
of all occurring interference situations. Occasional interference generally does not lead to an
official complaint if its duration is brief or if ithappens only once in a while. It is only when the
same interference situation occurs repetitively that an official complaint is reported. This
situation also greatly depends on thé/conditions of use (fixed or mobile) of the victim radio
system.

4.2.1 Radio frequency interference to a fixed radio receiver

Before the wide development of portable radio devices, radio systems that suffered from
interference were generally used in fixed locations. This is the case, for example for a TV set
in a flat or home: if this TV set is regularly interfered with by radiation or conduction from
other equipment located inside or just outside the house, then it is probable that a complaint
will be issued. FThé same applies if a satellite antenna, a fixed radio link, or a cellular phone
base station suffers from radio frequency interference.

4.2.2 Radio frequency interference to a mobile radio receiver

The~multiplication of portable radio systems such as cellular phones and short range radio
systems has changed the conditions regarding interference situations and interference
complaints. The ability for the user to move makes it easier to resolve a particular interference
case, but makes it more difficult to recognise that an interference case has actually occurred.

4.2.3 Consequences of the move from analogue to digital radio systems

In addition to the conditions of use of the victim radio system, technological evolution in radio
services with successive phasing out of analogue and exponential growth of digital

———applications atso Tas CONMSequences o the mumber of Teported-imterference cases.

If a digital mobile phone or a wireless LAN receiver cannot receive the signal from the nearest
base station or access point because of an unwanted emission from a nearby equipment, the
user will never suspect this equipment and will not even consider the possibility of an
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interference occurring. He will assume that the coverage of the network is poor and will move
to another place to make his call or to get his connection. Furthermore, as these systems are

generally frequency agile, if one channel is interfered with, the system will choose another
channel, but if all other channels are occupied, then the phone will indicate that the network is
busy, and once again, the user will think the network capacity is not large enough to
accommodate his call, but he will never suspect an EMC problem.

Generally for analogue systems, one can hear the interference. With digital and mobile
systems, interference is much less noticeable (muting in audio reception, or frozen images on
the TV set for DVB). In addition, modern digital modulations implement complex escape
mechanisms (data error correction, frequency agile systems, etc.) so that the system can
already be permanently affected from an EMC point of view before an interference case is
actually detected.

4.3 Towards the loss of a precious indicator: interference complaints

The evolutions detailed above — generalisation of mobile use of radio receivers and the move
from analogue to digital radio services — will not reduce the number of intétference situations,
but continues to decrease the probability of getting significant numbers of interference
complaints indicating an existing EMC problem. So, along with theygrowing development of
portable digital radio devices, the usefulness of traditional interference complaints statistics to
support the CISPR work will continue to diminish in importance.

4.4 CISPR recommendations for collation of statistical data on interference complaints
and classification of interference sources

Considering

a) that RFI investigation services may whish to continue publication of statistics on
interference complaints;

b) that it would be useful to be able to cempare the figures for certain categories of sources;

c) that varied and ambiguous preseqtation of these statistics often renders this comparison
difficult,

CISPR recommends

(1) that the statistics provided to National Committees should be in such a form that the

following information’may be readily extracted:

(1.1) the number ofcgomplaints as a percentage of the total number of sound broadcast
receivers or television broadcast receivers or other radio communication receivers in
operation;in.a certain country, or region;

(1.2) the relative aggressivity of the various sources of interference in the different frequency
bands;

(1.3) Ahe/comparison of the interference caused by the same source in different frequency
bands;

(@-4) the effectiveness of limits (CISPR or national) and other counter-measures on items
(1.1), (1.2), and (1.3);

(1.5) the number of sources of the same type involved in a certain interference case.
Interference may be caused by a group of devices, for example, a number of fluorescent
lamps on one circuit. In such cases, the number to be entered into the statistics is
determined by the RFI investigation service.

NOTE To facilitate comparison of statistics, the method used to determine the number of sources should

N totad
oe—Statear

One source may cause many complaints and one complaint may be caused by more
than one source. Therefore it is clear that the number of sources and the number of
complaints against any classification code may not be related.
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For the purpose of these statistics, active generators of electrical energy and apparatus
and installations which cause interference by secondary effects (secondary modulation)

are included. See also appliances of category B in Table 1;

(1.6) causes of complaints not related to a source, as e.g. unsatisfactory radio reception due
to a lack of immunity of the radio receiving installation or a lack of coverage with wanted
radio signals, see also appliances of category K in Table 1;

(2) that statistics should cover a complete calendar year; they should whenever possible be
presented in the following form, see standard forms in Figures 1a to 1d, without
necessarily employing more detailed categories than listed in Table 1. It is however not
intended to exclude further subdivisions; these may be desirable, but they should fit info
the scheme of the standard forms set out below; the code numbers refer to the,items
listed in Table 1.

4.5 Forms for statistics of interference complaints

1 Radio services with analogue modulation

1.1 Fixed or stationary radio reception

Source of interference Number of complaints per radio service
or other cause of complaint from each source
Classification Description Total number Broadcasting @ Other
code in each b

i Jeacht services
identification

Sound ¢ | Television ©

LF/ | 1l | 1 | Iviv
MF/
HF
A 1 1
2 1

etc. as indicated in Table 1

1.1 | Fixed or stationary radio reception, analogue Totals
modulation
a LF = low radio frequency (long waves);
MF = medium radio frequency/(medium waves);

HF = high radio frequencys(short waves).

These three bands may eithier be grouped together, as shown, or dealt with separately.
I = Band Il (VHE/seund broadcasting);

| = Band | (VHF/television broadcasting);

I = Band IIMN(VHF/television broadcasting);

VIV Band IV/V (UHF/television broadcasting).

b The service and band affected should be stated.

c At 'the time of receipt of complaints of interference, i.e. before they have been investigated fully, it may not be
possible to apportion the complaints accurately to the various broadcasting services. If this is so, then the
number of complaints should be stated separately for sound broadcasting and television broadcasting.

IEC 1182/07

Figure 1a — Standard form for statistics on interference complaints recommended for
radio services with analogue modulation and fixed or stationary radio reception
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1 Radio services with analogue modulation
12 Mobiteorportablteradioreception
Source of interference Number of complaints per radio service
or other cause of complaint from each source
Classification Description Total number Broadcasting @ Other
code in each services P
identification
Sound © | Television €
LF/ | 1l | 1 | Iviv
MF/
HF
A 1 1
2 1
etc. as indicated in Table 1
1.2 | Mobile or portable radio reception, analogue Totals
modulation
a LF = low radio frequency (long waves);
MF = medium radio frequency (medium waves);
HF = high radio frequency (short waves).
These three bands may either be grouped together, as shown, or dealt with’ separately.
1 = Band Il (VHF/sound broadcasting);
| = Band | (VHF/television broadcasting);
Il = Band Ill (VHF/television broadcasting);
IV/IV = Band IV/V (UHF/television broadcasting).
b The service and band affected should be stated.
¢ At the time of receipt of complaints of interference, i.e. before they have been investigated fully, it may not be
possible to apportion the complaints accurately to the various broadcasting services. If this is so, then the
number of complaints should be stated separately for sound broadcasting and television broadcasting.

IEC 1183/07

Figure 1b — Standard form for statistics on interference complaints recommended for
radio services with analogue modulation and mobile or portable radio reception
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2 Radio services with digital modulation

2.1 Fixed or stationary radio reception

Source of interference Number of complaints per radio service
or other cause of complaint from each source
Classification Description Tot.al number Broadcasting @ Other
code in each services P

identification

Sound © Television €

LF/ | 1l | [ Iviv
MF/
HF
A 1 1
2 1

etc. as indicated in Table 1

2.1 | Fixed or stationary radio reception, digital Totals
modulation
a LF = low radio frequency (long waves);
MF = medium radio frequency (medium waves);

HF

high radio frequency (short waves).

These three bands may either be grouped together, as shown, ordéalt with separately.
1 = Band Il (VHF/sound broadcasting);

| = Band | (VHF/television broadcasting);

Il = Band Ill (VHF/television broadcasting);

VIV Band IV/V (UHF/television broadcasting).

b The service and band affected should be stated(

c At the time of receipt of complaints of interference, i.e. before they have been investigated fully, it may not be
possible to apportion the complaints accurately to the various broadcasting services. If this is so, then the
number of complaints should be stated\separately for sound broadcasting and television broadcasting.

IEC 1184/07

Figure 1c¢ — Standard form for statistics on interference complaints recommended for
radio services with”digital modulation and fixed or stationary radio reception
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2 Radio services with digital modulation
2.2 Mobile or portable radio reception
Source of interference Number of complaints per radio service
or other cause of complaint from each source
Classification Description Total number Broadcasting @ Other
code in each services D

identification

Sound © | Television €
LF/ | 1l | 1 [ Iviv
MF/
HF
A 1 1
2 1
etc. as indicated in Table 1
2.2 | Mobile or portable radio reception, digital Totals
modulation
a LF = low radio frequency (long waves);
MF = medium radio frequency (medium waves);
HF = high radio frequency (short waves).
These three bands may either be grouped together, as shown, ordéalt with separately.
1 = Band Il (VHF/sound broadcasting);
| = Band | (VHF/television broadcasting);
Il = Band Ill (VHF/television broadcasting);
IV/IV = Band IV/V (UHF/television broadcasting).
b The service and band affected should be stated(
c At the time of receipt of complaints of interference, i.e. before they have been investigated fully, it may not be

possible to apportion the complaints accurately to the various broadcasting services. If this is so, then the
number of complaints should be stated\separately for sound broadcasting and television broadcasting.

IEC 1185/07

Figure 1d — Standard form for statistics on interference complaints recommended for
radio services with’digital modulation and mobile or portable radio reception

Figure 1 = Standard forms for statistics on interference complaints

For RFI investigation services which would like to issue reports on statistics of interference
complaints\it'is recommended to use the classification of interference sources set out in
Table 1~Use of this classification will facilitate comparison of RFI situations observed in
differentCountries.
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Table 1 — Classification of sources of radio frequency interference

and other causes of complaint

Classification code

Description of the source

A Industrial, scientific, and medical (ISM) RF apparatus (CISPR 11)

A1 Industrial, scientific, and medical (ISM) RF apparatus (group 2) inclusive microwave
ovens and RF lighting appliances

A.2 Other industrial or similar apparatus (group 2) as e.g. arc welding equipment or
spark generating apparatus (EDM), etc.

A.3 Other industrial or similar apparatus (group 1) as e.g. generators, motors,
convertors, semiconductor controlled devices, etc.

Electric power supply, distribution and electric traction (CISPR 11, CISPR "18)

B.1 Power supply installations (AC or DC voltages exceeding 100 kV) as e.g: overhead
power lines, generating and switching stations, converting stations, etc:

B.2 Power supply installations (AC or DC voltages 1 kV to 100 kV) as_eg? overhead
power lines, generating and switching stations, converting stations, etc.

B.3 Low voltage (LV) power supply and distribution (AC or DC ¥bltages up to 1 kV)

B.4 Electric traction as e.g. for railways, tramways, or trolley“buses

C Low power appliances as normally used in households, offices
and small workshops (CISPR 14)

C.1 Motors in household appliances e.g. in electric-fools, vacuum cleaners, etc.

C.2 Contact devices, thermostats, etc.

C.3 Semiconductor controlled appliances {less than 1 kW load)

D Gaseous discharge and other lamips and luminaries (CISPR 15)

Fluorescent lamps and luminaries, neon advertising signs, self-ballasted lamps, etc.

Ea Radio broadcast receiving-installations (CISPR 13, CISPR 25)

E.1 Sound broadcast receivers for fixed or mobile use

E.2 Television broadecast/receivers for fixed or mobile use

E.3 Cable television installations (CATV)

Fa Radio communication systems (ITU Recommendations)

F.1 RadioBroadcast or communication transmitters for fixed or mobile use

F.2 Radio communication receivers for fixed or mobile use

G Ignition systems of internal combustion engines (CISPR 12)

Cars, motor bikes, boats, trucks, etc. if propelled by electrical means or internal
combustion engines or both, exclusive electric traction vehicles
Information and communication technology (ICT) appliances (CISPR 22)

H.1 Wire-bound telecommunication terminal equipment (TTE) and telecommunication
equipment (TE) in the infrastructure of networks as e.g. in telecommunication
centres, wire-bound LAN, etc.

H.2 Data processing equipment (DPE) such as e.g. computers and ancillary equipment

H.3 Radiation from wire-bound telecommunication networks

1 Identified sources other than those specified (IEC 61000-6-3 and IEC 61000-6-4)

K Other causes of complaint

K.1 Lack of immunity of radio receiving installations or other appliances

K.2 Lack of coverage of wanted radio service (weak or faulty wanted signals)

a

Only those complaints belong to the statistics where a radio broadcast receiving installation (E) or a component
of a radio communication system (F) was identified as causing the interference.
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5 A model for the calculation of limits

5.1 Introduction

A harmonized method of calculation is an important precondition for the efficient discussion of
CISPR limits by National Committees and the adoption of CISPR publications.

5.1.1 Generation of EM disturbances

CISPR publications are developed for protection of radio communications and often several
types of radio networks are to be protected by a single emission limit.

Most electrotechnical equipment has the potential to interfere with radio communications.
Coupling from the source of electromagnetic disturbance to the radio cemmunications
installation may be by radiation, induction, conduction, or a combination of these
mechanisms. Control of the pollution of the radio spectrum is accomplishe@>by limiting at the
source the levels of appropriate components of the electromagnetic disturbances (voltage,
current, field strength, etc.). The choice of the appropriate component)is determined by the
mechanism of coupling, the effect of the disturbance on radio communications installations
and the means of measurement available.

5.1.2 Immunity from EM disturbances

Most radio receiving equipment has the potential te_‘malfunction as the result of being
subjected to EM disturbances.

Protection of equipment is accomplished by hardening the appropriate disturbance entry route
except for the antenna input port, for in-band ‘disturbances. The choice is determined by the
mechanism of coupling, the effect of the disturbance on the electronic equipment and the
means of measurement available.

5.1.3 Planning a radio service

Before planning a radio communication service, it is necessary to decide upon the reliability of
obtaining a predetermined quality of reception. This condition can be expressed in terms of
the probability of the actgal signal-to-interference ratio R at the antenna input port of a
receiver being greater thar the minimum permissible signal-to-interference ratio R, needed to

get a predetermined_quality of reception a. That is:
PR(ur;or)2 Ry l=a

where

Pl ] is the probability function;

R(LR;oR) is the actual signal-to-interference ratio as a function of its mean value (ug) and
standard deviation (oR);

Rp is the minimum permissible signal-to-interference ratio (protection ratio);

a is a specified value representing the reliability of communications.

This probability condition is the basis for the method of determining limits.
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5.2 Probability of interference

In order to make recommendations to protect adequately the radio communications systems
of interest to the ITU, considerable attention is paid within CISPR to the probability of
interference occurring. The following is an extract from CCIR Report 829 1).

5.2.1 Derivation of probability of interference

The Radio Regulations, Volume 1, Chapter |, Definition 1.166, defines interference as “the
effect of unwanted energy due to one or a combination of emissions, radiations, or inductions
upon reception in a radio communication system, manifested by any performafee
degradation, misinterpretation, or loss of information which could be extracted in the absence
of such unwanted energy”.

5.2.1.1 Probability of instantaneous interference
Let

denote "The desired transmitter is transmitting";
denote "The wanted signal is satisfactorily received in the absence-of unwanted energy";
denote "Another equipment is producing unwanted energy";

o0 w >

denote "The wanted signal is satisfactorily received inj;the presence of the unwanted
energy".

All of these statements refer to the same small-time peried. Then, according to the definitions,
interference means "A and B and C and D*", wherexD* is the negation or opposite of D: Let
P(x) denote the "probability of x" and P(x|y) denote the "probability of x, given y". Then, the
probability of interference during the small-timeperiod is

P(l) = P(A{and B and C and D*) (1)
It can be shown that this can be expressed in terms of known or computable quantities:
P(1)={P(B|A) - P(D|A and C)] P(A and C) 2)

It may be preferable to,.consider the probability of interference only during the time that the
wanted transmitter is transmitting. This probability is:

P'(l) = P(B and C and D*| A) (3)
which can_be reduced to:
P'(l) =[P(B|A) - P(D| A and C)] P(C|A) (4)

5:2.1.2 Discussion of Equations (2) and (4)

First, consider the difference between Equations (2) and (4). The probability of interference
can be interpreted as the fraction of time that interference exists. In Equation (2), this fraction
is the number of seconds of interference during a time period divided by the number of
seconds the wanted transmitter is transmitting during the time period. This second fraction is
larger than the first unless the wanted transmitter is on all the time. P(B|A) is just the
probablllty that a wanted S|gnal WI|| be correctly recelved when there is no mterference often

and R is the signal-to-noise rat|o reqwred for satlsfactory service. In some services, thls
probability is called the reliability, and is often computed when the system is designed. It can

1) The former CCIR Reports 656, 670, and 829 are no longer available.
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be computed if system parameters (for example, transmitter and receiver location, power,
required S/N) are known using statistical data on transmission loss (for example,

Recommendation 370 2)) and statistical data on radio noise (for example, ITU-R Rec. P.372-6
and Report 670 3)).

Many systems, such as satellite or microwave relay point-to-point systems, are designed so
that P(B|A) ~ 1. In other services, such as long-distance ionospheric point-to-point services,
or mobile services near the edge of the coverage area, P(B|A) may be quite small. In this
latter case, the probability of interference will not be small regardless of the other
probabilities.

P(D |A and C) is the probability that the wanted signal will be correctly received even_when
the unwanted energy is present. It can be computed if there is sufficient informatiomabout the
location, frequency, power, etc. of the source of unwanted energy. For examplés] see the
references in Report 656 3).

Notice that it has been assumed that P(D|A and C) < P(B!A); that is, if the signal can be
received satisfactorily in the presence of unwanted energy, then it can surely be received
satisfactorily in the absence of the unwanted energy. Thus P(l) cannet.be negative.

P(A and C) is the probability that the wanted transmitter and the source of unwanted energy
are on simultaneously. In some situations, the wanted transmitter and source of unwanted
energy may be operated independently. For example, they may be on adjacent channels, or
beyond a coordination distance. In this case, P(A and<{C) = P(A)P(C), where P(A) is the
fraction of time that the wanted transmitter is emitting; and P(C) is the fraction of time that the
unwanted source is on.

In other situations, the operation may be highly.dependent. For example, the transmitters may
be co-channel stations in a disciplined mobile service. In this case P(A and C) is very small,
but perhaps not zero, because a stationi.can be located so that it causes interference even
when it cannot hear the other transmitter,

The two transmitters might both‘operate continuously. For example, one might be part of a
microwave point-to-point service; and the other a satellite sharing the same frequency band.
In this case, P(A and C) = 1,*and the probability of interference depends entirely on the factor
in square brackets in Equation (2).

Similarly, P(C | A) =.R(C) if the transmitters operate independently. P(C | A) is very small if the
two transmitters are co-channel stations in a disciplined land mobile service; and P(C!A) =1
if the unwanted-tcansmitter is on all the time.

In generaly, all the terms in Equations (2) and (4) affect the probability of interference,
although™their relative importance is different in different services.

5.3_JCircumstances of interferences

In this part, general criteria are laid down for establishing disturbance limits for the purpose of
preventing radio frequency interference (RFI) to happen. In this case, a distinction is made for
areas where close coupling exists between noise sources and victim equipment, and for areas
with remote coupling.

2) ITU-R Rec. P.370-7, VHF and UHF propagation curves for the frequency range from 30 to 1000 MHz.
Broadcasting Services was withdrawn in 2001.

3) The former CCIR Reports 656, 670, and 829 are no longer available.
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5.3.1 Close coupling and remote coupling

Although an ill-defined borderline exists between areas of close and remote coupling these
concepts are generally used in the following terms.

Close coupling refers to a short distance between noise source and receiving antenna (for
example, 3 m to 30 m) which is the case for residential sources interfering with broadcasting
and land mobile receivers in residential areas. In general, frequencies up to 300 MHz are
considered.

Remote coupling refers to longer distances, usually in the range of 30 m to 300 m, which_are
normal between professional or semi-professional sources and receivers as in the case of
individual areas. The relevant frequency spectrum is much broader: 9 kHz to 18 GHz

For the statements given above, it follows that some similarity exists between«close coupling
and near-field radiation conditions on the one hand and between remote coupling and far-field
radiating conditions on the other hand. However, these concepts do not fully’correspond since
at frequencies below 1 MHz remote coupling may occur under near-field ‘conditions whereas
for frequencies above about 30 MHz close coupling may occur undenfar-field conditions. In
the majority of practical situations, however, the good correspondence between close/remote
coupling and near/far-field conditions is useful in evaluation of coupling aspects.

It should be noted that field-strength measurements, which.are normally used for evaluating
remote coupling characteristics, are actually carried out_under near-field conditions in the
lower end of the frequency range.

Whereas close and remote coupling are generally. used to describe a direct coupling path
between noise source and receiving antenna- by means of electric, magnetic or radiation
fields, an additional coupling mode is condéction coupling. In this case, the noise signal is
conducted by the mains network from the,mains output of the source to the mains input of the
receiver, see also Figure 3, paths a1 and\a2. Inside the receiver the noise signal is coupled
from the mains port(s) to sensitive circuits of the receiver, as e.g. to its antenna port, or to its
IF amplifier circuitry. This must be taken into account when determining the receiver's
immunity requirements to injectediin-band RF disturbances at its mains port.

Some well-known differences“vexist between near-field and far-field radiation characteristics,
and therefore also for mostclose and remote coupling cases.

— Under far-field canditions with free-space propagation the relation between electric and
magnetic components of the field is fixed and well defined, the relation under near-field
conditions is‘rather undefined, if the source and coupling path characteristics are not
known.

— Under far-field conditions the attenuation formula is

X X
a= i k d_2 , or a= ﬂ k d_2 (5)
E, |dj H, | dj

NOTE The attenuation factor a describes the relation of the field strength E; (or H,) found at distance d; to the
field strength E, (or H,) found at distance d,. Factor k may e.g. be interpreted as an additional attenuation factor
introduced by a wall allocated between the measurement locations at distances dy and d..

where
a —attenuation factor;
E,, Hy = absolute value of the field strength observed at a location still in the far field, but

close to the source;
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E,, H, = absolute value of the field strength observed at a location in a more remote
distance d, than d., from the source;

k = correction factor (in the range 1 to 10) counting e.g. for the screening effectiveness
of buildings the noise source is allocated in, or for other absorbing obstacles
allocated in between the considered locations at the distances d; and ds;

d4 = small distance in the far field range, but close to the location of the source;
do = measurement distance more remote from the source;
X = propagation coefficient, which is 1 in free-space propagation and somewhat higher

(1 to 1,5) for non-free-space propagation.

Under near-field conditions the propagation coefficient x is more complex and dependent on
the magnetic or electric component with typical values between 2 and 3.

For this reason, it is much easier to develop a model for remote coupling cénditions than for
close coupling situations and for conduction coupling paths. Such a model is necessary to
derive emission limits for a general interference environment.

5.3.2 Measuring methods

The measuring method is of major importance for spegification of a radio frequency
disturbance limit. Several measuring methods are applied and a short survey is given in the
following paragraphs. In all measurements, the measuring instrument is a selective
microvoltmeter (CISPR receiver) as specified for the relevant frequency range.

5.3.2.1 Disturbance voltage/current at mains_ports

In the lower frequency range up to about%30°MHz, the mains network may conduct any
injected RF energy to nearby users connected to the mains and/or couple part of the RF
energy to nearby antennas in the electric, magnetic or radiation mode. Electric or magnetic
field coupling to nearby antennas in this“frequency range, however, is in most cases of minor
importance compared with conduction coupling through the mains network. Because of the RF
output voltage conduction mainly<goupling through the mains network, the RF output voltage
at the mains port is used as_a’measure for the interfering potential of almost any type of
source in this frequency range. This permissible RF output disturbance voltage at the mains
port of the source determines the minimum immunity requirements of the victim receiver
against injected in-band\RF disturbances at the receiver's mains port.

This disturbance vpltage at mains ports is measured by means of an artificial mains network
which isolates_the’source from the mains at RF frequency and which furnishes a standardized
RF load to the source. For measurement of conducted disturbances, the artificial mains
network generally recommended by CISPR is a 50 /50 uH V-network which introduces a
parallel-impedance of 50 Q/50 uH between each live or neutral wire of the mains port and
reference ground.

Although not recommended by CISPR yet, the asymmetric current in the mains cable,
measured by means of a current probe, might be used as a measure for the radiation
capability of the source as already specified for telecommunication lines.

Current probe measurements of the asymmetric disturbance current in the mains cable
require the mains port to be terminated with a suitable artificial mains network. This network
should simulate the typical common mode impedance and RF unbalance (e.g. given as
longitudinal conversion loss (LCL)) of the mains network and should decouple incoming

common mode disturbances from the mains network side.
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5.3.2.2 Disturbance voltage at signal ports

Impertections of the symmetry In circuits carrying wanted symmetrical signals will produce
unwanted asymmetric signals at the related ports and cables connected thereto. In
asymmetric (coaxial) ports unwanted external currents can be conducted in the outer surface
of the screen because of imperfect screening. These asymmetric signals and external screen
currents may couple energy by inductive or radiation fields to nearby or remote antennas.

The asymmetric voltages can be measured by means of an artificial loading network. In this
case the use of an asymmetric artificial network (AAN) instead of a V-network is preferred.

5.3.2.3 Disturbance power measurements with the absorbing clamp

The asymmetric RF current in a lead or on the outer surface of the screen of a screened cable
will radiate energy to nearby or remote antennas depending on frequency, \length and
configuration of the connected cable. This is particularly important at VHF and\UHF in which
frequency ranges the external lead of the appliance has a length which is inithe order of a half
wavelength or longer.

The absorbing clamp is a device which gives measuring results iny'a good correspondence
with the disturbance power that can be radiated from the external lead of the appliance.

Under this condition the disturbance power conducted through the mains lead and measured
by the absorbing clamp is a good measure for the disturbance potential. If the dimensions of
the source are not small compared with wavelength, astarger part of the disturbance's energy
will be radiated directly and the absorbing clamp measurement is less reliable.

Because broadband disturbance is, in general~of less importance at frequencies above
300 MHz the absorbing clamp is recommended’ for the measurement of small appliances in
the frequency range 30 MHz to 300 MHz.

5.3.2.4 Field-strength measurement

The field strength caused by disturbance sources is likely to be the most straightforward
criterion for the interference.‘potential of such a source, because it is more directly
comparable with the wanted™field strength at the antenna of a radio receiver particularly for
remote coupling analysis.

A source radiates RP energy from its case or cabinet if a coupling path exists between
internal noise source and external case or cabinet and if the dimensions of the case or
cabinet are of the’order of one wavelength. For practical reasons the electric component of
the field is measured in the frequency range above 30 MHz (by means of dipole antennas)
and the magnetic component of the field below 30 MHz (by means of loop antennas).

Field{strength measurements have a number of practical drawbacks. The influence of
sufrounding reflections should be eliminated which is usually met by using an open area test
site (OATS). Such a test site introduces inaccuracies by variable reflections from the operator
and from the ground (influence of moisture and season) and by interference from ambient
transmitter fields. It also increases the work time due to poor weather and other climatic
conditions. These drawbacks can be partly eliminated by use of anechoic rooms in the
frequency range above 30 MHz.

Another drawback of field-strength measurements is the complex EUT radiation pattern which
also depends on the test set-up. It therefore requires measurements in various directions and

an accurately specified test set-up.
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5.3.2.5 Radiation substitution measurements

In order to reduce the effect of surrounding retlections In tield-strength measurements, the
source under test is replaced by a radiator of specified characteristics and an adjustable
output level (usually a dipole connected to a calibrated RF generator) to produce the same
field strength under equal environmental conditions. The RFI of the appliance is expressed as
the equivalent power radiated from the substitution radiator. This method is often used at
frequencies above 1 GHz.

5.3.2.6 Disturbance power measurements with a reverberating chamber

The reverberating chamber method in essence is a radiation substitution method inside’ a
screened cage and can be used in the frequency range above 300 MHz. By using_rotating
reflection plates (mode stirrers), the standing wave patterns inside the cage are continuously
varied in such a way that the time averaged field strength is nearly independent of the
position inside the cage. Therefore, the source under test and the substitution )jsource need
not be at exactly the same position and the calibration procedure for the_radiated power is
much simpler than in the normal substitution method.

5.3.2.7 Frequency considerations with respect to measuring methods

As indicated earlier, radiation of a device and its connected cables, and particularly of the
mains cables, depend on the size of the device and of the cables compared with wavelength
(frequency). The following table gives a general survey-of the usefulness of various
measuring methods with respect to the frequency bands. (subdivided according to CISPR
Recommendations). It should be noted that the frequency ranges are only for indication and
the quoted valuation given for guidance.

Table 2 — Guidance survey of-RFI measuring methods

Frequency Mains & Asymmetrical | Absorbing Field Substitution Reverberation
MHz signal port current clamp strength radiation chamber
voltage
0,009 to 0,15 + + - 0 - -
0,15 to 30 + + - 0 - -
30 to 300 - 0 + + 0 -
300 to 1 000 - 0 0 + + 0
Above 1 000 - - - + + 0
Where

+ = to be recommended;
0 = usable;

— = not normally usable.

5.3.3 - Disturbance signal waveforms and associated spectra

An important aspect is the RF spectrum which is associated with the signal waveform. As
most radio services use relatively narrow frequency channels, the spectrum (frequency
domain) is considered of major importance compared with the waveform (time domain).
Therefore the following distinction is made.

Narrowband radio frequency interference (RFI) effects occur when the disturbance signal
occupies a bandwidth smaller than the radio channel of interest or the measuring receiver.

The disturbance specirum may consist of a single frequency produced by a sinewave
oscillator of medium or high RF power (i.e. by RF ISM equipment) or of low power (i.e. by
electronic circuits, receiver oscillators). The oscillator could be modulated by the mains
frequency. Oscillator frequencies can be generated over the entire usable frequency
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spectrum. The effect of narrowband disturbance is considered by CISPR over the frequency
range 9 kHz to 18 GHz.

— Narrowband RFI from a disturbance with a rather broadband spectrum of discrete
frequencies — Pulse waveforms derived from a digital clock oscillator contain discrete
harmonic frequencies in a wide frequency range (broadband spectrum). For fundamental
(clock) frequencies appreciably higher than the bandwidth of the radio channel, not more
than one separate spectral line can coincide with the radio channel and such a spectral
line is considered as narrowband RFI. Clock oscillators of computers are often dithered
(i.e. are using frequency modulation on the clock).

— Continuous broadband RFI — Gaussian noise generated by gas discharge devices
(lighting) produces continuously a flat spectrum during the operation of the device.
Repetitive pulses produce a wide spectrum containing various discrete spectral-lines. At
repetition rates much lower than the radio channel bandwidth many spectral lines occur
within the channel (broadband RFI), originating for example, from pulses derived from the
mains frequency (commutator motors, semiconductor-controlled voltage regulators).

The spectrum amplitude of repetitive pulses decreases above the transition frequency (the
reciprocal of the pulse width) at 20 dB or 40 dB per decade, dependent on the pulse
shape. Continuous broadband interference (as e.g. from spark ignition noise, arc welding
equipment, etc.) is considered by CISPR over the frequency range 150 kHz to 1 GHz or
higher.

Broadband RFI may also be caused by disturbances pr, /‘wanted signals from RF ISM
equipment, as e.g. microwave ovens. There are twohmain types of microwave ovens
depending on the power supply, those with a transformer and those with a switched mode
power supply.

— Discontinuous broadband RFI — Switching operations by means of a hard contact (spark)
generates short bursts of noise. Short-durafion bursts of disturbances may cause less
severe interference effects than long-duration*bursts depending, however, on the average
repetition rate of the bursts.

For this reason CISPR allows a _relaxation with respect to the limit of continuous
disturbances for short bursts withya/duration of less than 200 ms and with a repetition
rate N of less than 30 clicks per minute. This relaxation factor equals 20 log 30/N. The
frequency spectrum of suchcclicks is not essentially different from that of continuous
broadband interference.

5.3.4 Characteristics of interfered radio services

The characteristics of<radio services with respect to RFI are very important as well. In
residential areas, radio services which can suffer from RFI are e.g. radio broadcasting,
amateur radio, and-(land) mobile radio communication. AM sound broadcasting operates at
frequencies bhelow 30 MHz and FM (stereo) sound broadcasting between 64 MHz and
108 MHz. TV broadcasting uses various channels in the range between 50 MHz and 900 MHz,
the picture, signal being modulated in AM-VSB and the sound signal in either AM or FM
dependingon the TV standard in use. Broadcasting also takes place in the bands between
11 GHzand 13 GHz. Amateur radio frequency bands are widely spread over the whole RF
range.and are allocated in the short wave up to the micro wave frequency bands.

Analogue sound and TV broadcasting are going to be replaced by broadcasting with digital
modulation, like Digital Radio Mondiale (DRM) which is intended to replace the AM radio in
the medium frequency (MF) and high frequency (HF) bands, Digital Audio Broadcasting (DAB
or T-DAB) operated in the VHF and UHF bands, and Digital Video Broadcasting Terrestrial
(DVB-T) operated in the UHF bands. These digital radio services require lower RF protection
ratios (17 dB for DRM, 20 dB for DVB-T and 28 dB for DAB) than radio services with analogue
modulation (where RF protection ratios of about 27 dB for AM, about 48 dB for FM and about

58 dB for TV are required). On the other hand, the transition between the interierence level
defined by the minimum wanted field strength minus the protection ratio and the disturbance
which causes unacceptable interference is narrower than for analogue modulation.
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In residential areas with private receiving antennas propagation of disturbances by radiation
from noise sources and from mains cables is of major importance. Broadcast signals

distributed through a cable (CATV) system are less vulnerable because of the more suitable
location which can be selected for the common receiving antenna (i.e. for the head station),
but if in such cases disturbances are coupled to such an antenna interference may be
experienced by all subscribers connected to such a system.

Satellite broadcast signals in the 12 GHz range are generally not disturbed by broadband
sources because of the limited frequency spectrum of broadband sources. The risk mainly
depends upon the frequencies chosen for the first intermediate frequency band at the
receiver.

The annoyance to the broadcast signal depends on the disturbance signal wayveform.
Narrowband and broadband sources produce different types of annoyance. Subjective tests
have shown that for equivalent subjective assessment, narrowband disturbance\should be of
significantly lower amplitude than broadband disturbance (quasi-peak measured) in the
0,15 MHz to 30 MHz range. Assessment of disturbance to digital radio sefyvices is based on
the bit-error probability (BEP). Tests have shown that the weighting of impulsive disturbance
for its effect on digital radio communication services is generally difféerent from the effect on
radio communication services that use analogue modulation.

The influence of the repetition rate of rapid pulses in a broadcast channel is accounted for in
the quasi-peak detector characteristic, the effect of low rate pulses (clicks) by the 20 log 30/N
relaxation to the limit. In mobile communication (in older systems mainly narrowband FM, now
replaced by digital mobile communication systems stich as TDMA (e.g. GSM, PDC) and
CDMA (e.g. cdmaONE, WCDMA, cdma2000 ete)), traffic noise sources (i.e. ignition
interference) are the major source of RFI. In this/respect the base station antenna is in a
more favourable position with respect to RFI signals than the mobile antenna because of its
higher location. Mobile antennas on the other hand change their position continuously and are
therefore less vulnerable to stationary noise~sources. For the calculation of emission limits in
the frequency range above 1 GHz a detector with a weighting function appropriate for digitally
modulated radio services may be considered.

Broadcasting and mobile services:may be interfered by narrowband sources as well (RF ISM
equipment, data processing equipment, receiver oscillators, etc.). The wanted radiated RF
power from RF ISM equipmeént 'may be several orders higher than the level from broadband
sources although the distances between those sources (industrial areas) and the victim
receivers are normally lofiger. The disturbing energy, however, is mainly concentrated in a
very narrow frequency band. For this reason a number of frequency bands is reserved for
typical ISM applications.

In addition t6 broadcasting and mobile radio services, many different professional radio
services such as fixed, aeronautical navigation, aeronautical mobile, maritime mobile,
radiolocdtion, standard frequency and time, meteorological aids and radio astronomy services
are in‘\use. Other professional radio services (navigation, fixed services, satellite and
microwave communication) are, in general, less vulnerable to radio interference because of
the-use of higher frequencies (greater than 1 000 MHz in which broadband interference is
negligible), more favourable antenna locations, sophisticated systems (modulation, coding,
antenna directivity) and technology (screening, filtering).

5.3.5 Operational aspects

Noise sources in residential areas mainly consist of mass-produced devices for domestic and
sometimes for professional use. Such appliances are tested according to statistical

pnroceq a AL mplie N - a eqa_pe antage_o pD_pDe a ne m A

limited confidence q per cent. Small batches reduce the figures p and g and CISPR
recommends a value for both p and g of 80 per cent (80% - 80% rule). The rule is in general
adequate to protect non-vital radio services like broadcast and most land mobile
communication.
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For critical or safety related radio services, however, a much higher degree of confidence is
necessary. The actual annoyance in an interfered radio service does not only depend on the

RFI field strength, but on the wanted signal level as well. The ratio of wanted-to-unwanted
input level which procures a pre-defined and just still permissible minimum quality of
performance of the receiver is called RF protection ratio Rp. This way, the wanted signal level

needed to get at least the pre-defined minimum quality of performance depends on the natural
and man-made noise level and which, in certain environments, may be much higher than the
receiver's intrinsic noise level, particularly in the lower part of the radio frequency range.

In establishing limits for various types of noise sources it is important to strive for limits which
have an equal effect on the radio services to be protected. The users of such a service_are
not interested in the type of source which causes RFI. Therefore disturbances from all types
of sources should be suppressed as much as possible to an equal level of noise output.

5.3.6 Criteria for the determination of limits
5.3.6.1 Remote coupling

For remote coupling situations the field strength at a specified distancé from the noise source
is used as a characteristic for the interference potential of the souree. The following model
(see Figure 2) was developed to derive radiation limits for the case of in-band interference
(i.e. interference appearing in the tuned channel of the victinj\receiver) caused by RF ISM
equipment. For the relevant radio services in the allocated fréquency bands the RF protection
ratio is determined. In ITU documents, this protection_ratio is given for disturbing radio
services with the same modulation. The protection ratio for any other type of disturbance
radiation, as e.g. for typical electromagnetic disturbances from other electrical or electronic
apparatus, may be different.



https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

- 28 - CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017
+AMD2:2020 CSV © IEC 2020

6'i/ €ir ew
yd
RF ISM L | v I =Y
EQ
d
r
IEC 1186/07
ejir=ew’/ o

permissible interference field strength at the position of the antenna of the victim receiver R
wanted signal field strength to be protected at distance’r\at the position of the antenna of the victim
receiver R (derived from ITU specifications)

protection ratio, i.e. minimum signal-to-interferencé-ratio needed at the position of the antenna of the
victim receiver to guarantee a certain quality of nradio reception (derived from ITU specifications)

ej = 6; M Ip p (rd)*

regulated disturbance field strength (CISPR limit) for sources of disturbance, i.e. other electric and

electronic equipment and apparatusj\at ‘measuring distance d, i.e. at the position of the antenna of the
measuring receiver M

factor for polarization match between polarisation of e;, and polarisation of the antenna of the victim
receiver

screening factor of buildifigs or other obstacles

complex statistical probability factor, for considerations in this sub-clause defined to be 1, generally
elaborated in 5.2, and in detail in 5.4. Further on in this report, separate components of this complex
probability factor, p’may be denoted more generally as "influence factors".

wave propagation coefficient

NOTE The equations above are only valid for absolute physical quantities.

Figure 2 — Model for remote coupling situation derived
disturbance field strength e;, at receiving distance r

EXpressed in logarithmic quantities, the permissible interference field strength E;, at the
antenna input of the victim receiver is the minimum (or nominal) wanted field strength E,,
minus the protection ratio Rp:

A minimum operational distance r beiween nolSe source and receiving anienna Is speciiied
and with the use of an estimated or empirical wave propagation factor x, the acceptable
disturbance field strength E; at a specified measuring distance d is calculated:

E, = E, - Ry + x-20 Ig(r/d)
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Next some additional factors, as e.g. the screening factor of buildings or other obstacles L,
and the factor for polarization match M., should be introduced. Furthermore, a statistical

factor P on the probability of actual interference under operational conditions should be used
to adapt the calculated acceptable disturbance field strength E; to normal conditions found in

practice:
E,=E, - Rp + M + Ly + P+ x-20 Ig(r/d)

Such a probability factor P should take into account statistics of antenna directivity (in the
direction of the wanted transmitter and of the interference source), distance variations,
propagation variations, time coincidence, etc. (see also 5.4).

Adding the screening factor of buildings or other obstacles L, the factor for “polarization

match M,., and the decoupling attenuation via distance L, = x-20 Ig (r/d) into_one new term L

and setting the statistical probability factor P to 1, we eventually get:
Ei=E,-Rp*tL

where L actually represents all relaxations in the limits agreeablé by CISPR in terms of EMC
due to additional decoupling from the victim receiver for disturbances from electric and/or
electronic equipment relative to the maximum permissible,interference field strength E;. at the

antenna input of a victim receiver R, calculable from the\radio parameters specified by ITU.

Accomplishing the above calculation by considerations to probability of interference, the final
result of this procedure will be a calculated limif\Wwhich is a good basis for an operational limit
guaranteeing that the requirements of the protéction ratio Rp are met on a statistical basis

(x % of the actual cases). It should be noted that reliable statistical values for most of the
parameters mentioned above are still not{available to CISPR, and that in those cases rough
estimations can be used only.

Moreover the interfering effect ofisignals in the out-of-band domain is more complex because
of the selectivity and non-linearity characteristics of the receiver which can differ from case to
case.

5.3.6.2 Close coupling

A simple model forvclose coupling situations is given in Figure 3. The noise source is
considered as an(RF generator with an e.m.f. Ug and an internal impedance Zg for each mains
connector/earth) combination (for simplicity only one mains connector is shown). The mains
network is, connected between the noise source and the interfered receiver. The mains
network-offers a RF impedance Z, to the source and transfers the energy from the noise

source to the mains input port of the receiver.

InCaddition, part of the conducted RF energy is propagated as a magnetic and electric field.
For the close coupling situations generally, near-field conditions exist (ratio electric/magnetic
component undefined).

Two coupling paths exist between noise source and receiving antenna:

a) the path of disturbance conducted along the mains network, the mains supply circuit of the
receiver and common ground of the receiver's electronic circuitry to the grounding point of

the receivers RF input stage, and then via its antenna port input impedance to the antenna
itself (path a1), together with the coupling between the mains supply circuit and other
RF circuits inside the receiver (path a2). Paths a1 and a2 take effect only in case of mains
powered receivers;
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b) the path of disturbance conducted along and radiated by the mains network and coupled
directly to the external or built-in antenna of the receiver. Path b exists for both, AC mains
and battery powered receivers.

\'%

Path b

Zs

Us u — 7, L — >
Path a

Mains network

Noise source

e

IEC 1187/07

Figure 3 — Model for close coupling situations

In the case of external antennas, the RF power coupled through*external path b) exceeds the
power via path a1 and a2 appreciably. Moreover the internal‘Coupling via a2 is determined by
the mains immunity characteristics of the receiver, i.e. by the screening effectiveness of the
internal IF and AF circuitry of the receiver, and it has been shown that it is not difficult to
control the mains immunity factor of a receiver to anyadequate level. This is however not the
case for path a1 since the coupling always happenhs at the antenna port via the RF input
impedance of the receiver's RF input stage. Therefore the attention is mainly focused on
path b and path a1). Due to so far lacking investigation, for internal ferrite antennas no clear
distinction can be made between paths a)~and b). For build-in rod-antennas (used in the
frequency range 1,7 to 30 MHz) clear distinction can be made between path a1 and path b.
For calculation of CISPR limits in _{requency bands up to 30 MHz used for AM radio
broadcasting, it should be taken inte_account that ITU-R Rec. BS.703 specifies a receiver with
built-in antennas (ferrite or telescopic rod antennas, depending on frequency range) as the
reference receiver.

The modelling starts the.same way as in the case of remote coupling. The acceptable
disturbance field strengthcat the receiving antenna is calculated from the RF protection ratio
and field strength to.be protected in the relevant frequency bands. In the next step the
coupling factor is measured from mains input (RF-voltage) to field strength at the antenna. It
is, however, mare usual to define a transfer factor as the ratio of the RF-voltage injected into
the mains and thie antenna output voltage (for a specified antenna). This factor is known as
the mains decoupling factor. Because of the wide spread in actual situations, extensive
statistical..material is needed to found a basis for disturbance limits derived from mains
decoupling factors. CISPR Report No. 31 (“Values of mains decoupling factor in the range
0,1 MHz to 200 MHz", see Annex A) shows median values, standard deviations and minimum
values of the mains decoupling factor. The effect of coupling path a) is described in 5.5.2.1,
whereas the effect of coupling path b) for mains and telecommunication line coupling is
described in 5.5.2.2.

Another statistical aspect in the calculation of limits in this concept is the variation of the RF-
impedance at the mains input. Although individual decoupling factors are determined by the
measured voltage, independent of the actual mains impedance, the interference limit shall be
defined for a fixed S|mulated |mpedance (art|f|C|aI mains network |mpedance) in order to get

sites. In practlce the RF Ioad |mpedance of the mains network varies fromlocatlon to Iocatlon
and from time to time. This aspect should be considered in deriving a limit from mains
decoupling measuring data.
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In general, close coupling of an appliance connected to the mains can sufficiently be
evaluated by measurement of the disturbance voltage at its mains port. For a given mains

network, only one unique set of limits for conducted emissions at the mains port of connected
appliances should be used. As a consequence, the stricter limit should apply, if for the mains
port two different limits result from the limit calculation for paths a) and b), respectively.

5.3.6.3 General

The derivation of limits from a hypothetical model requires the introduction of various
experimental data in such a model. As these data, as pointed out earlier, are based an
statistical measurements under different actual circumstances, the usefulness of such data‘for
general application is often debatable.

On the other hand, the implementation of suppression measures should be considered on
physical, operational, manufacturing and not in the least on economic aspects,-Therefore the
model should be used as a worthwhile starting point but the final limit value istoften the result
of an agreement between parties involved after extensive considerations and.negotiations.

5.4 A mathematical basis for the calculation of CISPR limits

This subclause contains the basic mathematical model that can\ybe used for calculation of
CISPR limits. The start-up point is the supposition that theréyis an identifiable probability
inequality to be satisfied, and the assumption that the (parameters obey a log-normal
distribution.

5.4.1 Generation of EM disturbances (source of disturbance)

From the mathematical point of view any limit*must be calculated with the provision that
the inequality

z=xly>1 (6)
is satisfied with some probability «.

If in Equation (6) x and y arelindependent random values of quantities (e.g. of disturbance
signals, immunity, etc., which influence the radio reception quality) with log-normal
distribution, then 101g (x)>,= X (dB) and 10lg (y) = Y (dB) will have normal distribution with
parameters u, (dB), Hy (dB), o, (dB) and oy (dB). Hence X — Y = Z (dB) will have a normal

distribution with the ‘parameters

1/2
Hy = Hy = Hy and GZ=[O')2(+G§]
In this.case
P£121J:P(ZZO):P[2_'UZ z‘“z}P[Z_”Z s“—z}/:(”—zj (7)
y oz 0z oz oz oz

where F denotes the normal N(0,1) distribution function (see [1]4).

The reliability of obtaining a pre-set level a for the quality of a radio service is expressed by:

ry:P(i>1\ therefore- /U_Z:,:-1(,ﬂ:fu (7a)
\y J oz

4) Figures in square brackets refer to the Bibliography.
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where t, is the a-quantile of the centralized normal distribution (see [1], page 180).

Solving Equation (7a) relative to u, or My, We get:
Hy = py + L0, (8)
/uy = Uy~ tqo-z (9)

The CISPR limit L is determined for some quantile l‘B in distribution of probabilities of the

value x or y for which limits are established, in such a way that the following equalities,are
true:

B=P(X=Ly) i.e. Ly = tty = tg0, (10)
B=P(Y<Ly) i.e. Ly = u, + tgo, (11)

where fg is the p-quantile of the centralized normal distribution” (see [2], page 84
example 2.17).

Substituting Equation (8) into Equation (10) and Equation (9)(into Equation (11)

L, = py + t oy — tgay (12)
Ly = py =t ok tBO'y (13)

one is enabled to calculate limits for different\parameters, which ascertain the radio reception
quality.

5.4.2 Immunity from EM disturbances (victim receiver)
Inequality (6) has the form:
xly > 1

where

x is a parameter of\receptor immunity;

y is a parameter of electromagnetic environment in respect to which the immunity limit is
established.

If the values X (dB) and Y (dB) are satisfactorily approximated by normal distributions with
parameters u,, oy, py, oy then

o (14)

In this case, according to Equation (12), the equation for the calculation of receptor immunity
limits has the following form:

1/2
L, = Hy * t, [0')2( +0';] - tBO'X (15)

5.5 Application of the mathematical basis

5.5.1 Radiation coupling

NOTE This describes the effect of remote coupling as in 5.3.6.1.
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This subclause adapts the basic model for the case where it is wished to protect a radio
service when there is radiation coupling from the source of EM disturbance to the antenna of

the radio receiver. The actual signal-to-disturbance ratio R can be expressed in terms of the
wanted signal, the disturbing signal, the propagation losses and the antenna gain, as follows:

R = E\(uyiow) + Gy(tgw:oGw)

= [Ei(150) + Gi(ugisoai) — LoltLo:010) — Lol piorp) + Mi(sm;om)]  dB (16)
where
E, is the actual field strength of the wanted signal at the position of the radio recegiver's
antenna as a function of its mean value (x,,) and the standard deviation (g,,);
E; is the field strength of the disturbance signal at the measurement distancé.d on a test

site as a function of its mean value () and standard deviation (g;);

G,, is the actual value of the radio receiver’s antenna gain for the wanted signal as a
function of its mean value (xg,,) and standard deviation (og,,);

G, is the actual value of the radio receiver’s antenna gain for the-disturbance signal as a
function of its mean value (ug;) and standard deviation (og;);
L is the actual value of the factor which takes account of the attenuation of the

disturbance field strength on its propagation path,{o.the position of the radio receiver's
antenna when it is propagated through free space.without obstacles as a function of its
mean value (4 ,) and standard deviation (oj o) irrelation to the measurement distance d

on the test site:
L, = x201g(r/d),

L, is the actual value of the factof> which takes account of the attenuation of the

disturbance field strength caused by obstacles in its propagation path as a function of
its mean value (y,,) and standard deviation (oy ) relative to the value for free-space

propagation.

is the actual value of ‘the factor for polarization match between the disturbance field
strength E;, and thesreceiving antenna of the victim receiver as a function of its mean
value (y,) and standard deviation (o). The absolute value m; equals 1, when the
receiving antenna polarization matches the polarization of E;; and becomes less than 1
in all other_cases. Since M, and the related mean value y, are used in logarithmic
terms their quantities are equal to or smaller than 0 dB and thus always have a negative
sign:

If, as assumed, all variables on the right-hand side of Equation (16) obey a normal distribution
law,.then the distribution factors are related as follows:

MR =ty How — 4i— Hai t Mot Hp — Hm dB (17)

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
OR =0w +0g, +0 05 t0[,+0, +om (dB)2 (18)

With a normal distribution law the reliability of obtaining the pre-set quality of service can be
expressed by the following function of the normal probability distribution:

P(R>Ry) = F[~(R, - r) | ogl = « (19)

therefore: UR = Rp +t, 0R (20)
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where t, = F1 (a)

By combining Equations (17), (18) and (20) an expression is obtained for the permissible
mean value (y;) of the disturbance field strength at a pre-set distance from the source of
disturbance:

Hi =ty ¥ dgw — Hgi t Mot Hip — Hm — Rp

2 2 2 2 2 2 2
_ta[UW+JGW+O-i +6Gi+0'|_0+0|_b+6m]1/2 (21)

The mean value of the disturbance shall be below the limit, and may be specified as follows:
B=PE<Eimy) e ELimit = 4 * o (22)

where

E imit is the limit for the disturbance measured on a test site at a speCified distance; and

tg is the B-quantile of the centralized distribution function Which corresponds to a

probability level of compliance with the limits.

The free space attenuation factor (4 ,) can be evaluated from

Hio = Xx-20 IgAr/d) (23)

where

r is an average distance between the disturbance source and the receiving antenna;
d is the pre-set or specified measurenient distance on the test site;
x is the exponent which determines the actual free-space attenuation rate.

Combining Equations (21), (22),and (23) the limit is given by:

ELimit = W't How — Hgi T X220 1g(rld) + 1, — ptm — Ry + 130

—t, [02 + 08y + 07 +0& + 0ty + 01 + 021112 (24)
CISPR Recommendation 46/1 (see CISPR 16-4-3) specifies that 80 % of series-produced
equipment sheuld meet the disturbance limit, and that the testing should be such that there is
80 % confidence that this is so. For these conditions tg assumes a value of 0,84.
5.5.2"Wire-line coupling
55.2.1 Mains coupling using the mains decoupling factor
NOTE This describes the effect of coupling path a) as in 5.3.6.2.

The required quality of radio communications is considered to be fulfilled, if the probability,
that the actual signal-to-disturbance ratio R is greater than the minimum acceptable value Rp,

exceeds a specified value. That is

P(R>R,) > a (25)

where
R is the actual signal-to-disturbance ratio at the receiver's antenna port;


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017 -35-
+AMD2:2020 CSV © |IEC 2020

R, is the minimum acceptable value of the signal-to-disturbance ratio at the receiver's

antenna port;

p

a is a specified value representing the reliability of radio communications.

The relationship between the actual signal-to-disturbance ratio and generated electro-
magnetic disturbance is:
R=U

U U +K dB (26)

w~ Yir=Uw ™~

where
U,, is an effective value of wanted signal at the receiver's antenna port or feeding point;

U, is the permissible effective disturbance level at the receiver's antenna port’ of feeding

point;

ir

U.

i is a value of a specified component of the electromagnetic disturbance~({as e.g. voltage,

current, power, etc.) measured at the mains port of the disturbance’source in a specified
way using specified equipment (i.e. a quasi-peak detector);

K is a decoupling factor defined as a ratio of U, to an effective value of electromagnetic
disturbance signal U;, at the receiver's antenna port or feeding point.

For the situations where the disturbance is coupled predaminantly by conduction (frequencies
below 30 MHz):

K=K, + [<dB (27)
where
K., is the mains decoupling factor relating-U; measured at the source (by an artificial mains
network) to the value of disturbancegat the mains input to the receiving installation;
/ is the mains immunity factor.relating the value of disturbance at the mains input to an

equivalent disturbance whigchy" if applied at the antenna port or feeding point of the
receiving installation, would produce the same effect.

NOTE Such a receiving installation may comprise a usual broadcast radio receiver with built-in antenna, or
a professional radio recgiver connected to an external outdoor antenna as well.

It has been established experimentally that probability distributions of U,, (dB), U; (dB) and K

for arbitrarily selected disturbance sources, radio receiving installations and distances
between them-isiwell approximated by a normal distribution law.

A limit for-electromagnetic disturbances applying to the mains port of the disturbance source
is established for a definite quantile Uj(p) in the probability distribution of U,. A permissible

value L for Ui(p) is selected in such a way that at Ui(p) = L, a reliability of guaranteeing a
radio reception which has a quality R > R‘p would be equal to the specified value «:

ULimit = Lpr(U)) = uyw * 1 — Ry + tgoy; — t(x[O-LzJW +0'L21i +og]'2 (28)

u and o2 are expectations/variances of corresponding components; t, = F1(a), tg = F1(R)
are arguments of a standard normal distribution function (with zero mean and variance of

umity )y which s equattotamnd s respectivety:

For series-produced articles CISPR recommends that 8 = 0,8; then tB = 0,84. A value of a is

selected between 0,8 and 0,99, depending on the type of a radio network (radio broadcasting,
air navigation, et al). When a = 0,95, then t, = 1,64.
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It has been found experimentally that o) is the most significant factor. A change in the value

of o with-an nqui\/nlnnf r‘hnngn inthe limit for III results in no variation from the cpnr\ifind

quality and reliability of radio performance. Therefore, limits are calculated for equipment
located in similar conditions relative to radio receiving installations of a given radio network.
For instance, in order to protect a broadcast reception in dwelling houses, it is enough to
consider two groups only:

— equipment located in dwelling houses or connected to their supply mains;

— equipment located outside dwelling houses.

The second group, on the basis of economic considerations and separation distance;‘is
divided into the following subgroups: power lines; electric transport; motor vehicles; industrial
equipment located in an assigned territory; etc.

5.5.2.2 Mains and telecommunication line coupling by radiation from a network
NOTE This describes the effect of coupling path b) described in 5.3.6.2
This model assumes:

— the injection of symmetric (differential mode), asymmetric¥ (common mode) and
combinations thereof (i.e. unsymmetrical) voltages/currents’"into the network and the
conversion of symmetric and symmetric components of unsymmetrical voltages/currents
into effective asymmetric (common mode) voltages/currents due to the properties of the
complete installation (network including connected apparatus);

— the attenuation of asymmetric disturbances between source and victim receiver location
along the distribution network

— the generation of a magnetic (near-)field~by” asymmetric (common mode) disturbance
currents and the coupling of this field intg ferrite antennas of broadcast radio receivers in
the long and medium frequency ranges,

— the generation of an electric (nears)field by asymmetric (common mode) disturbance
voltages and the coupling of this_field into telescopic rod antennas of radio receivers in the
higher frequency range, and

— in the frequency range above, about 10 MHz the generation of an electromagnetic field by
the asymmetric (common<mode) disturbance power via a radiating half-wave dipole and
the coupling of this field into the antenna of radio receivers operating in this frequency
range.

Similar to 5.5.1 we define the following quantities (with log-normal distribution):

is the actual field strength of the wanted signal at the position of the radio receiver's
antenna &as a function of its mean value (u,,) and standard deviation (o,,);

iscthe actual field strength of the disturbance signal (generated by the asymmetric
disturbance current/; on a cable of the network (E; = Z, Hj,), or generated by the
asymmetric disturbance voltage U; or generated by the asymmetric disturbance
power P,) at the position of the receiving antenna as a function of its mean value () and
standard deviation (o;);

is the actual value of the factor for polarization match between the disturbance field
strength E;, and the receiving antenna of the victim receiver as a function of its mean
value (y,,) and standard deviation (o,,). The absolute value m, equals 1, when the
receiving antenna polarization matches the polarization of E;, and becomes less than 1

in all other cases. Since M;, and the related mean value 4, are used in logarithmic terms

their quantities are equal to or smaller than 0 dB and thus always have a negative sign.
C  is the value of the conversion factor C, = E;//I; or C, = E,/U; or Cp = E;/P; as a function

of its mean value (x;) and standard deviation (o). C, and C, can be estimated, in a first
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approach, by use of the law of Biot-Savart, if for that estimation the impedance Z at the
point of interest is taken into account, and Cp can be estimated by the field strength

expected from a tuned half-wave dipole substituting a certain cable length at the given
location. Since C is always smaller than 1, its logarithmic quantities become negative;

A is the value of the attenuation between /|’ (resp. U; or P;’) at the source location and /;
(or U;, or P; respectively) at the receiver location as a function of its mean value (uy,)
and standard deviation (oy;

Z is the value of the (frequency-dependant) impedance between the effective asymmetric
disturbance voltage U, and the effective asymmetric disturbance current /; at the same

(e.g. source) location as a function of its mean value (x,) and standard deviation (&,);

U’ is the value of the effective asymmetric voltage at the source location as function of its
mean value (y,) and standard deviation (o,);

P, is determined by the ratio of U;2/Z or I;2-Z at the points of interest;

Then (written as logarithmic quantities) the actual signal-to-disturbance ratio R is
R = Ey (ttwiow) = [Ei(ttir 6ir) + Mi(ttm; o] (29)
with
Eir (tig; o) = U (3 0y) = Z(1550,) = Ay 03) + Clug; o) (30)
and the permissible mean value of the disturbancefield strength will be obtained using:
Hir = ty = i = Ryt (0% + 0? + 0,212 (31)

4, can also be expressed as y; /dB(u\/m) = p,/dB(uV) — 1,/dB(Q) — u,/dB + u/dB(Q/m), and
oj, can be expressed as 6,2 = 0,2$0,2 + 0,2 + 0,2 (units of o in dB).

Therefore the permissible mean value of the asymmetrical (common mode) disturbance
voltage can be defined as

Hy = Hw — Hi — Rp tpy t g — He — ta(awz + Umz + Guz + 022 + Uaz + 002)1/2 (32)
Taking into ageount Equation (22), the limit U, becomes
ULimit =y — Hm — Rp tpyt py — H T tBO-u - tq(o'wz + O'mz + O'uz + 0'22 + O'az + 0'02)1/2 (32a)

Respectively, in the frequency range above 10 MHz, the disturbance field strength can be
estimated by

E;, = 7/d-\P; (33)
That means that

4, /dB(uV/m) = 20 Ig(7/d)/dB(Q%/m) + u,/dB(uV) — 0,51,/dB(Q%) — 1,/dB

For d = 3 m, the first term is 7,4 dB

= (ty = tm = Rp + g + 0,50, = 7,4) — ta(ow? + om? + 0,2 + 0,214 + 0,2)1/2 (34)
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Taking into account Equation (22), the limit U, becomes

ULimit = (4w = #m — Rp + g + 0,50, = 7,4) + tg0, — to(ow2 + oM + 0,2 + 0,214 + 0,2)V2 (34a)

Example for the AM frequency range:

According to ITU Recommendation BS.703, the minimum receive field strength u,, (o, set to
0) should be

— for Band 5 (LF): 66 dB(uV/m)
— for Band 6 (MF): 60 dB(unV/m)
— for Band 7 (HF): 40 dB(pnV/m) (for DSB and SSB modulation)

whereas the other mean values have been assumed as

— RF protection ratio: Rp =27 dB

— Polarization match: Uy =—6dB,and o, =4 dB

— Impedance: u, = 34 dB(Q) (i.e. Z=50 Q), andxo, = 4 dB

— Attenuation: Uy =10dB, 0, =5dB

— Conversion factor: U = — 27 dB(Q/m), if th€ receiver is assumed to operate at
a distance of 3 m from a cable of the network, with
o, = 3 dB.

— Standard deviation of the
disturbance voltage: o, = 15 dB (see Figure 4 below)

Applying Equation (32a) to the MF range; with t, = 0,84 and tg = 0,84, the permissible mean

value of the asymmetric disturbance®“voltage becomes 41,67 dB(uV) and the calculated limit
becomes 54,27 dB(uV).

Using Equation (34a) for thé.range at 30 MHz we get the permissible disturbance mean
voltage as 15,1 dB(unV) andithe calculated limit becomes 27,7 dB(unV). This value is calculated
under the assumption of.far field conditions.

Guidance for field-strength measurements:

In the long andimedium wave frequency bands, the disturbance field strength should be
measured with-a loop antenna, whereas in the short wave frequency bands, the disturbance
field strength°should be measured with a highly balanced shortened dipole antenna (it is not
possibleto use rod antennas in buildings since the counterpoise is floating).

Example of a measurement result:

It“is normally not possible to model complicated network structures, like e.g. AC mains
networks. It is therefore necessary to make a sufficient number of measurements with
subsequent statistical evaluation of the results. For that purpose it is advisable to feed a
certain (common or differential mode) power into the network and to measure the maxima of
the magnetic (or electric) field strength at defined distances from the feed point along the
network and at certain distances (e.g. 3 m, which may be difficult inside buildings) from the
network lines, at a number of points which is sufficient for the determination of valid statistical

para meters

The measurement results presented in Figure 4 have been obtained in a study executed in
Dresden commissioned by the German administration, see [3].
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All data for the conversion factor were obtained by measuring the magnetic component of the
disturbance field strength H, in a building with 4 feed points using 26 different field-strength

measurement locations. For the standard deviation s(Hy), the right hand scale of Figure 4
applies.
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Figure 4 — Example of conversion factors —
field strength'/ common-mode voltage (in dB) —
at feed point, found in practice

The conversion factor (field strength divided by common-mode voltage, in dB) helps to
determine limits for the c@mmon-mode voltage for a given scenario (with e.g. the radio service

operated at a certain distance from the network, and assuming a specified longitudinal
conversion loss (LCL)-for the network).
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Magnetic field strength generated by a symmetrical voltage of 105 dB(uV)

depending on the measurement distance
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Figure 5 — Example of conversion factors —
field strength generated by.differential-mode voltage —
at feed point;"found in practice

Other conversion factors have beenbtained feeding a certain differential-mode power into
power-line networks (see Figure 5)\The comparison of the conversion factors for differential
and for common-mode power will‘show the effective differential mode rejection of the network.

Figure 5 shows an example of results from measurements of the magnetic disturbance field
strength (H-field convertedsto E-field using the free-space wave propagation impedance Z;)

generated by a differential-mode voltage injected into a LV AC mains network between life
and neutral lines. From this measurement result, the conversion factor from differential-mode
voltage to field strength can be obtained. (The example indicates the 90% value of the field
strength, i.e. the-field strength not exceeded by 90% of the values. The results base on
48 measurement points within a distance of up to 3 m, 57 measurement points between 3 and
5 m and 8% measurement points between 5 and 30 m.)
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Figure 6 — Example of conversion factors —
field strength generated by differential-mode voltage -
outside buildings and electrical substations, found in practice

Figure 6 shows an example of results of measurements of the magnetic disturbance field
strength (H-field converted to E-field using the free-space wave propagation impedance Z;)

generated by a differential-mode voltage ,0f(108 dBuV (9 kHz) injected into a three phase LV
AC mains network between two phase lin€s. The red line indicates the 80% field strength, i.e.
at least 80% of all measurement results\are lower than the red line value, with a confidence of
80%. The results base on measurements at 160 points within a distance of 3 m from buildings
and electricity substations. Notice that this is not always identical with the distance to the
cables of the mains grid.

Figure 7 shows an example of results of measurements of the magnetic disturbance field
strength (H-field converted to E-field using the free-space wave propagation impedance Z;)

generated by a differential-mode voltage of 108 dBuV (9 kHz) injected into a LV AC mains
network between phase and neutral lines. The red line indicates the 80% field strength, i.e. at
least 80% of allmeasurement results are lower than the red line value, with a confidence of
80%. The results base on measurements on 67 points within a distance of up to 3 m from the
cables in the middle of normal rooms inside buildings.

NOTE( Figures 6 and 7 show the coupling factor k as a function of frequency. It is defined as the transfer function
between the forward power injected into the LV AC mains network and the produced field strength. Using k, the
upper limit value of the wanted signal power may be determined which may be injected into a telecommunication
network without exceeding a given disturbance limit.
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Figure 7 — Example of conversion factors —
field strength generated by differential-mode voltage -
inside buildings, found{in practice

5.6 Another suitable method for equipment_in'the frequency range 150 kHz to 1 GHz
5.6.1 Introduction

The purpose of this subclause is to réview studies made for the derivation of CISPR limits for
the protection of telecommunicatiens from interference from RF ISM equipment and to
conclude from these a recommended method which meets the objectives of CISPR and ITU.
The model deals only with radiation which occurs outside the wanted frequency bands
designated by ITU for use by“industrial, scientific, and medical (ISM) applications, i.e. outside
the ISM bands.

5.6.2 Derivation of:.limits

The full range of\parameters to be taken into account in the derivation of limits is shown in
Table 3 together with the major radio services requiring protection.

5.6.2.1Protection of communication services

The wanted field strength to be protected, the protection ratio required for the different types
of~radio services, the distance from the source at which protection is necessary, and the
attenuation law to be used in the calculation are important. These are matters in which ITU
support is essential.

5.6.2.2 Proposed model for use in calculating disturbance limits

The factors that have traditionally been included in models for predicting interference from
radio-frequency sources are listed in columns 1 to 10 of Table 3. By assigning appropriate
worst-case limits for protecting the various communication services from interference from a
certain type of equipment may be determined. However, a model which is based on worst-
case parameters is both technically and economically unrealistic since it ignores the fact that
there have been very few instances of interference attributed to the distinct type of equipment
actually considered. It is therefore critical that the experience in this subject should be taken
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into account. Thus, the benefits of worldwide experience in this subject can be included
although it is recognized that the probability can only be a qualified estimate at present,

because so many complex factors are involved as shown in 5.6.2.3. Determination of
numerical values of the probability for the various radio services is urgently required and
studies are being undertaken in several countries.

5.6.2.3 Probability factors

Probability of coincidence of adverse factors:

P =Py x Pyx Py x Py xPgsxPgxPy;xPgxPgxPqg (35)

where

P, is the probability that the major lobe of the radiation is in the direction of the victim
receiver;

P, is the probability of directional receiving aerials having maximum pick-up in the direction
of the disturbing source;

P5 is the probability that the victim receiver is stationary;

P, is the probability of equipment generating a disturbirig-signal on a critical frequency;
P is the probability that the relevant harmonic is below the limit value;

Pg is the probability that the type of disturbing. signal being generated will produce a
significant effect in the receiving system;

P, is the probability of coincident operation of the disturbing source and the receiving
system;

Pg is the probability of the disturbing)source being within the distance at which interference
is likely to occur;

Py is the probability of coincidence that the value of radiation at the edge of service area for
the protected service just‘meets the limit for the RF disturbance;

P4 is the probability that buildings provide attenuation.
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Table 3 — Tabulation of the method of determining limits for equipment in the frequency range 0,150 MHz.to 960 MHz
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5.6.3 Application of limits

The CISPR has traditionally adopted the view that there should be only one limit for each type
of appliance. In the past, this approach has had considerable merit, but was increasingly
difficult to sustain. Thus, it has been found useful to introduce several classes of limits, e.g.
for disturbances from RF ISM equipment (see CISPR 11).

5.6.4 Overview of proposals for determination of disturbance limits for a given type of
equipment

5.6.4.1 Determination of limits from practical experience

The exponents of this approach state simply that limits in use in their own country have been
proved by practical experience to give adequate protection.

This is a powerful argument which cannot be ignored. The technical evaluation of coupling
between sources of interference and communication services is very complex and virtually
impossible to define precisely in mathematical or practical terms mainly“because control of
the various parameters is impossible and the spreads on measured\values are very wide.
Experience is therefore valuable. Unfortunately, the same factors)which make experience
valuable tend to militate against the acceptance of this approach unless the experience
gained in a sufficiently large number of countries leads to similar conclusions. In this case,
however, there is not a sufficiently large number of countries supporting the unqualified
application of the actual limits but there is clearly a need to support the approach as one
factor in the consideration of limits.

5.6.4.2 User and manufacturer responsibility foryavoidance of interference

In a number of countries, user regulations are inforce.

User limits may take one of several form@utlines as follows:

a) regulations may require users_ of%an appliance to meet certain limits if interference is
caused;

b) if interference is caused,.regulation may require an user of an appliance to cease
operation until the interference is abated;

c) regulations based on_the licensing of operation of a certain type of apparatus.

These approaches .on their own satisfy neither the ITU/CISPR criteria for avoidance of
interference nor the CISPR requirements for avoidance of technical barriers to trade. User
limits would prebably, in any case, be quite unacceptable in a number of countries as they
place the user.in an unfavourable position legally, financially and technically.

User regulations in conjunction with manufacturer regulations are a different matter. In these
the user-may be required to maintain suppression to the standard of new equipment and his
financial, legal and technical obligations are therefore clear.

Examples of limits which are in use for user-only regulations are those in force in the United
Kingdom for industrial radio-frequency heaters in the frequency range 0,15 MHz to
1 000 MHz. These broadly conform with the present CISPR limits with a provision of a 10 dB
more stringent limit where interference is caused to safety of life services.

Other examples are the USA regulations which take the form described in item b) and the
regulations which take the form of item c¢). In the USA, the Ilimits for

5.6.4.3 Calculation of limits on a worst-case basis

This method of arriving at limits is intended to provide a high degree of protection for all radio
communication services. Limits are calculated using minimum values of field strength to be
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protected, high values of protection ratio, maximum coupling between disturbance sources
and radio communication receivers, and minimum values of attenuation with distance of the

disturbing signal.

At first sight, this approach might seem to be ideal as it would, if implemented, lead to an
ideal situation of very low values of man-made ambient radio-frequency noise. The cost to
society of the adoption of such limits, however, would be high and it would be impossible, with
present technology, to continue to operate many electrical devices, which would not
contribute to the welfare and health of the human race.

5.6.4.4 Determination of limits by means of statistical evaluation

This approach states that the control of radio interference has to be treated statistically
because the many factors involved are not under the control of the engineer.'and those
parameters which are capable of measurement have very wide spreads of values,

The statistical evaluation approach has to overcome these difficulties. It 'Should satisfy the
communicator that communication services will receive adequate protection under normal
circumstances of correct use, and the manufacturers and users of electrical equipment that
economic, operational and safety considerations are being correctly(taken into account.

5.6.5 Rationale for determination of CISPR limits in the.frequency
range below 30 MHz

5.6.5.1 General

With this subclause, a method for the estimation Jof disturbance limits for a given type of
equipment is described. This approach can be applied for the frequency range below 30 MHz.
For radiation coupling, dependence of the permissible disturbance field strength from the
wanted signal g, the signal-to-disturbanggratio Rp, and other influence factors can be

estimated based on Equations (21) and (22) found in 5.5.

This model should be used by Rroduct Committees to determine the disturbance limits
measured on a EUT in standardized test sites. This model is considered suitable for point
source magnetic field devices_atd not for distributed or complex systems.

Ten probability or influepge factors P, to P,y have to be considered according to 5.6.2.3.
However, for better alighment with terminology used for statistics the ten influence factors P,
to P,q are further treated in their mean values as up4 to upqq. It shall be noted that the values
for upq to upqg cdn'be used in logarithmic terms (i.e. in dB) only.

Taking int&account Equation (22) we can write

Elimit = &4 + 30 (36)

Then taking equation (21) into account, noting that tg = 0,84, and the limit becomes:

Elimit = #w = Rp + #ip1 + tpp * tpg + fipa * tps * tpe + Hp7+ tipg + Hpg * Hp1o

+ tr@Ui - tH(UD42+ UD')2 + UDQ2+ 0D/12+ ODEZ + ODR2 + UD72+ ODQ2 + UD02 + 0D102)1/2 (37)

where

Einit is the mean value of the permissible disturbance field strength at a specified
distance d from the disturbance source;
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Ly is the minimum value of the wanted field strength at the edge of the service area of
the radia service cancerned;

Rp is the minimum acceptable value of the signal-to-disturbance ratio (i.e. the protection
ratio) at the receiver's antenna port or feeding point;

Hp1 is the mean value of the main lobes of the magnetic dipole radiation in the direction
of the victim receiver;

Op1 is the standard deviation of P; Qq/

Upo is the expected mean value when the directional receiving antenna has its maximv?§
pick-up in direction of the disturbance source; ,\X

Up3 is the expected mean value when the victim receiver is stationary; Q\

Hpy is the expected mean value when there is equipment generating a di b{bmg signal
on a critical frequency;

Ups is the expected mean margin when the relevant harmonic is belovg(% limit value;

Upg is the expected mean value when the type of disturban gnal generated will
produce a significant effect in the receiving system; (1,

Up7 is the expected mean value when the operation g‘/%{e disturbance source is
coincident with the receiving system; QD’

Upg is the expected mean value when the disturba source is located in a distance to
the receiving system within which interference'lgp ikely to occur;

Hpg is the expected mean value when the valQaQaf radiation at the edge of service area
for the protected service just meets t ‘@it for the RF disturbance;

Hp10 is the expected mean value when b 'Qﬂgs provide attenuation.

Equation (37) is valid for mean valu f influence factors (given in dB) assuming a log-

normal distribution of their figures. N@ce that the latter may not be fulfilled for each factor in
each individual case. By insertinrg@propriate practical figures, Equation (37) can be used to
estimate a limit E|;,;; for the permissible disturbance field strength.

)
NOTE Within these calculatio@ 20 log has been utilized for distance elements and 10 log for the others,
assuming power and not voltag®:

5.6.5.2 Conside&é)ion and estimated values of ypy to upq

5.6.5.2.1 Ra&)fQ{i’on pattern of the disturbance source (up4)

5.6.5.2.1®’Consideration of up4

The @lzontal plane radiation pattern on a small purely magnetic antenna is described in dB

unit’by

G(¢) = Gpyax + 20 log (sin(o)) (38)
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s/
Figure 8 — horizontal plane radiation pattern on aah@ purely magnetic antenna
In the general case the victim may be in any pos%l,e&direction with equal-probability. The
mean value and standard deviation of the gain ca{? e calculated by the following averages
over half of the circle. \%

Gavg = A79(G(0))= - [Glo)d (3e)
0

20667 = avgle(o?)- (ava(G(o)?
D m (40)

. 1 2 2
A\Q =FJ.(G(¢)) d(P—Gan
S °
Numerical calctfation of Equations (39) and (40) gives the average gain Gavg = Gax — 6,0 dB
and the standard deviation og = 7,9 dB, which lead to upq = Gjax — Gayg = 6 dB and 0 = 7,9

e
O
5. 91.2 Estimation for the up4

N

QO‘) fipy = 6 dB, Opq= 8 dB

?\ 5.6.5.2.2 Antenna gain of the victim to the disturbance source (up,)
(the directional receiving antenna have its maximum pick-up in direction of
the disturbance source)

Gain in dB
0 ? 0 .
&
45° 45°
Q
o
Qq’
| )
90° S S e S S P ,\x
: ' : S dB N
r\°.
Q
e _._ )
135° R 135° Q/\
3
; >
180 W e

In the frequency range below 30 MHz, a typical receiving antenna used with broadcast
receivers is a rod antenna. Other antennas are also used. These antenna gains can vary to as
much as —10 dB to 10 dB, however it can be assumed that 67 % of all antennas show a gain

of within 3 dB of an isotropic antenna.
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5.6.5.2.2.2 Estimation for the possible range of up,

Hp2o =-3 dB, OPZ =3dB

5.6.5.2.3 Stationary receiver (up3)
5.6.5.2.3.1 Consideration of up;

Below 30 MHz, it is likely that the victim receiver will be stationary; hence the value should l@o
0 dB. ?\
X
X

5.6.5.2.3.2 Estimation for the possible range of up; Q

5.6.5.2.4 Equipment generating a disturbing signal at a critical f Yncy and
relevant harmonics (up,) QQ

5.6.5.2.4.1 Consideration of up, b‘

,Llp3=0dB, UP3=0dB

For the source of the magnetic disturbance from monitor&?nd plasma TVs, the issue will
appear for the fundamental frequency and the har s. Assuming the fundamental
emission from the disturbance source is at 250 and its harmonics will occupy
approximately in the ratio of 5:1. Based upon a variqggn of +25 kHz, giving a value of 50 kHz

(7 dB). <Q

\
For the source of the magnetic disturbance ¢\gr?1 induction cooking equipment, the issue will
appear from the fundamental frequency @nd the harmonics. Assuming the fundamental
emission from the disturbance soué is at 50 kHz and its harmonics will occupy
approximately in the ratio of 2:1. BQ upon a variation of 12,5 kHz, giving a value of
N\

25 kHz (3 dB).
N

NOTE 1 The values below were Q(z\@d from 10 log (1/5) = —=7 dB and 10 log (1/2) = -3 dB hence the mean
values 5 dB and the range of 2 dB. %\

NOTE 2 Other sources of @' ance may be from electrical car charging stations, phone charging systems and
these are estimated to give a&ﬂlar values.

We have assumeql}rfrequency dependency relevant to the limits.

A typical respgdse of a source of magnetic field disturbance is present in Figure 9.

q
QLY
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\ 3000 5000 7 OO 20 000

b‘ Frequency (kHz)
b" IEC
s/

Figure 9 — typical source of magnetic fi@& disturbance

5.6.5.2.4.2 Estimation for the possible range oféQ‘

,Llp4=5dB, R@}?Op4=2d8

5.6.5.2.5 Margin that the relevant haéonics are below the limit value (ups)
5.6.5.2.5.1 Consideration of ﬂps\}\\

This value has been covered | \&%4

5.6.5.2.5.2 Eshmatm&@@the possible range of ypg

This value has beeriédvered in up,.
Q)
N : : .
5.6.5.2.6 Efptected mean value that the type of disturbance signal generated will
@{)roduce a significant effect in the receiving system (upg)

5.6. 5@91 Consideration of ypg

Qe frequency range below 30 MHz, since the bandwidth of the unwanted signal and
Cj\@andmdth of the receiver are of similar values, upg should be set to 0 dB.

QO

?‘ For the example of plasma TVs and induction cookers in the frequency range below 30 MHz,
§ typically since the bandwidth of the disturbance source is greater than the bandwidth of the

'&?\ receiver, upg should be set to 0 dB.

this aspect is already covered by the conducted emission reqwrement deflned in the standard
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5.6.5.2.6.2 Estimation for the possible range of upg

utpg = 0 dB, Range opg = 0 dB

5.6.5.2.7 Expected mean value that the operation of the disturbance source is
coincident with the receiving system operation of the disturbance source

q
(#p7) ‘l,

5.6.5.2.7.1 Consideration of up,

In the case that a receiver is operated for 24 hours, from the typical sources in 24 hg{?@ per
day, plasma TV is 8 hours, PV Inverter 8 hours and induction cookers 2 hours operat

NOTE The estimated values given in 5.6.6.2.7.2 were derived by 10 log (time of operation (hou@'}tl’).
5.6.5.2.7.2 Estimation for the possible range of up; v
/\X

-

7 = 6,5 dB, Range op7 = 3,5 dB

5.6.5.2.8 The disturbance source is located in a distance @(’the receiving system
within which interference is likely to occur (H@

5.6.5.2.8.1 Consideration of ypg &Q‘

The limit of the disturbance is specified for the t %e with a normative fixed measurement
distance d. In practice, the actual distance r bé) n the disturbance source and the victim is
usually quite different when the victim is use intended.

The normative measurement distanc&%@s 3 m. The ratio of the two distances r and d
determines the additional attenuation

>
The estimated value ypg usualé‘?%reases the permissible limit and has to be added on the
right hand side of Equation (@

5.6.5.2.8.2 Estimatio&@r the possible range of ypg

The value of upg Q&:%chlated by:
S
@ upg = X x 20 log (r/ d) (41)

wher
r O * is the actual distance between source and victim;

ol is the measurement distance;
X is the wave propagation coefficient, typical value to be determined based upon Annex
B.

The estimated distance has to take into account the average distance for the intended use of
the radio equipment. Inserting practical distances into Equation (41) will provide the possible
range of upg.
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5.6.5.2.9 The value of radiation at the edge of service area for the protected service
(1pg)

5.6.5.2.9.1 Consideration of upg

Due to propagation complexities related to the transmission properties relating to this
frequency range (including solar storms, variation of the reflecting condition at the ionosphere
and the time of day) it is difficult to define actual coverage areas of the radio service. There
will still be areas were the service will have sufficient signals and other areas where there will

be insufficient. Hence a basic approximation could be based upon a simple circularg\&

response and the ratio between the two different coverage areas. ?~
X
X\

5.6.5.2.9.2 Estimation for the possible range of upg Q

N -
lipg = 3 dB, Range 0pg = 3 dB @Q
?\

5.6.5.2.10 The expected mean value that buildings provide attenua(?sn of the building

(#p10) (19
5.6.5.2.10.1 Consideration of upqg b"b‘
. . . . / .
In this frequency range the worst case attenuation of bundmggllvlll be 0 dB.
NOTE Depending on the situation, building attenuation can be té&en into account. Any attenuation may impact

both the reception of the radio service and the amount of interf e source observed. Hence this may need to be
taken into account with the performance of the receiving antev@.

5.6.5.2.10.2 Estimation for the possible ran@}of Hp10
o)

Hp10 =Q@, Range Op10 = 0 dB

5.6.5.3 Rationale for determina{@% of CISPR limits for photovoltaic (PV) power
generating systems o

For a model for the deriva\tézhﬂ of limits for photovoltaic (PV) power generating systems see
Annex C.

¥
5.6.5.4 Rationale fq@determination of CISPR limits for in-house extra low voltage (ELV)
lighting stallations

N
For a mode| Q* the estimation of radiation from in-house extra low voltage (ELV) lighting
installationts see Annex D.

5.6.6() Model for limits for the magnetic component of the disturbance field
strength for the protection of radio reception in the range below 30 MHz

Q}%e 6.1 G |
.0.0. enera
O

.

Q' Recently, new electric or electronic devices having unintentional emissions below 30 MHz

were introduced in the market. As the classical examples of these devices, there are plasma
TV sets, power line communications devices, wireless power transfer, induction cooking
devices, and so on. As the devices have been using increasingly, it is required to establish an
appropriate model for deriving radiation limits in order to protect existing radio services at

oci
q/Q
Q
fl;q’
Q

£ H o] QO AALL
ITTYUTTIVITS UTIUW OU NWITTZ.

This document contains statistics of complaints and mathematical models for the calculation
of electric field limits related to the protection of radio services without the consideration of
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magnetic radiation within the near field region. Hence, development of other analytical models
is required for the derivation of radiation limits on the devices having magnetic disturbances.

Y

s

)

?\

NOTE Other organisations also working within the area including CEPT and ITU-R.
5.6.6.2 Model for magnetic field limits below 30 MHz

This model is established for calculation magnetic field limits required for the protection of
radio services against interference from various types of magnetic field sources using below "],
30 MHz. This method for calculation of magnetic field limits for protection of radio servict@@
below 30 MHz is depicted in Figure 10.

?\
i S
Vv

Coplanar @Q\
-
O'E H,
Coaxial (19 ! '
——)-- Y b‘/b‘
@/
X 2
: Interference Victim
I source @ﬁument receiver
I |
| d I
H—Fﬂ I
' : |
I QQ I
' |
|l N r »
L 0\\ =
S\ IEC
%
Key &
m magnetic dipole r&@mnt
E, permissible |rttj\>erence electric field of victim receiver
H;, perm|53|8é-mterference magnetic field of victim receiver
PIS ERP effe@ radiated power of interference source at distance r from victim receiver
H,

limit %\ dnetic field limits for interference source at measuring distance d, i.e. at the position of the antenna
O f the measuring equipment

OC) Figure 10 — Model for magnetic field limit at measuring equipment

@‘he permissible interference electric or magnetic field (E; or H,) of victim receiver can be

Q‘Q derived from a method considering noise level or a method considering signal to disturbance

ratio (Rp).

The method considering noise level is as follows:

2

NLLo N e : : P Ll L L £
I

, L .
Froise tOBEV/MTof arvictimrservice is correctedfor the-bamdwidthrof thevictimrreceiver:

Enoise = Enoise,b +10 |09 (bvictim / bnoise) (42)

where
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?\

bpoise is the measuring bandwidth of noise (kHz);
by ictm s the bandwidthrof victmm(kHz); .
Enoise b I the electric field strength of noise from Recommendation ITU-R P.372 (dBpV/m). C

NOTE E icep IS defined by an ITU-R document as the background Gaussian noise level (excluding impulse and

burst noises), assuming the reception with a loss-less omni-directional antenna and an ideal receiver. In the case
that the antenna and feeder losses or receiver noise cannot be negligible, reference noise level should be defined
by the system noise level.

In case of broadband interference, the bandwidth ratio BWR (dB) should be included @
calculate the permissible interference electric field E;. (dBuV/m): ?\

Q
E; noise T BWR ’(,l/ (43)

r

=E

QO
The bandwidth ratio is defined: @
Ne
S
P
where M

b w

is measuring bandwidth of interferer (kHz). (b'

BWR =10 log (bmeasuring = byictim) (44)

measuring

When the bandwidth of the interfering signal is not wigg‘bhan the victim receiver bandwidth,
BWR = 0 dB should be assumed. Q‘
N

The method considering Rp is as follows.

In the case where the minimum receivedeieQi strength E;,, (dBuV/m) and the Rp (dB) of the
victim receiver are known, the permissi@ interference electric field is calculated:

N\
@\&IF = Emin - RP + BWR (45)

N
From the permissible interf$’e\>hce electric field, the permissible interference magnetic field H,,
(dBPA/m) can be obtairﬁ@

O
\1,\ H; = E;; — 51,5 (46)
.\0

And then, the effective radiated power ERP of interference source at distance r from victim
receiver be determined by propagation attenuation loss between interference source and
victinc) eiver. Propagation attenuation loss exponent is normally in the range of 2 to 4
(where/2 is for propagation in free space, 4 is for relatively lossy environments). In some

nuation loss exponent can reach values in the range of 4 to 6.

P%é onments, such as buildings, stadiums and other indoor environments, the propagation
S

Q‘ The magnetic dipole moment m (Am2) can be calculated from the effective radiated power of

interference source at distance r from victim receiver, P;; ggp (KW) level.

(47)

where

A is the wavelength.
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Finally, the magnetic field limits Hj;,;; (A/m) for interference source at measuring distance d,
ie at the position of the antenna of the measuring equipment can be calculated. The

radiation direction from interference source is divided into coaxial and coplanar directions.
The magnetic fields for these directions are computed by

JA +d?

Hcowcial =m- 3
2rAd

(48)
by JA -2 +d*
=m:
coplanar 2 73
ArA-d (49)
where
A, is the radian wavelength and is equal to A/2.
Then, Hiyit is chosen to the maximum value of Hq,yi5 and Hegpiananidthe view point of worst
case as follows:
Hlimit = max (Hcoaxial, Hcoplanar) (50)

5.7 Rational for determination of CISPR limits in,the frequency range above 1 GHz
NOTE References found in this subclause are listed in ther Bibliography.

5.7.1 Introduction

In 5.6, another suitable method for estimation of emission limits for a given type of equipment
is described. The same or similarnapproach can be used for the frequency range above
1 GHz. For radiation coupling, depgndence of the permissible disturbance field strength from
the wanted signal u,, the signal-to-disturbance ratio Rp, and other influence factors can be

estimated based on Equations(21) and (22) found in 5.5.
Seven probability or influence factors P, to P; have to be considered. These influence factors
take into account e.g'.the antenna gain, the attenuation of the disturbance field strength as in

Equation (21), and-other conditions. However, for better alignment with terminology used for
statistics the séven influence factors P, to P; are further treated in their mean values as up4

to up7. It shall'be noted that the values for up4 to up7 can be used in logarithmic terms (i.e. in
dB) only.
Taking'into account Equation (22) we can write

Elimit= 1 + 130

with tB = 0,84, and the limit becomes:

Elimit = tw = Rp * ttp1 + tpp * tp3 * tpa * Hps * Hpe * Up7

+ 130; — tq(Op42+ Opy? + Opg?+ Opy?+ Ops? + Opg? + 0p7?)1/2 (36)

where:
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Elimit is the mean value of the permissible disturbance field strength at a specified
distance d from the disturbance source;

Ly is the minimum value of the wanted field strength at the edge of the service area of the
radio service concerned;
Rp is the minimum acceptable value of the signal-to-disturbance ratio (i.e. the protection

ratio) at the receiver's antenna port or feeding point;

Upq is the expected mean value that the major lobe of the disturbance field strength is not
in the direction of the victim receiver;

Upo is the expected mean value that the directional receiving antenna does not have its
maximum pick-up in direction of the disturbance source;

Up3 is the expected mean value that for a mobile receiver the signal to noise ratio can be

improved by keeping a certain distance to the disturbance source and that the mobile
receiver is used well inside the respective radio service area;

Ups is the expected mean margin that the disturbance signal is below the'limit;
Hps is the expected mean value that the type of disturbance signalgenerated will produce
a significant effect in the receiving system;

tpg is the expected mean value that the disturbance sourcelis located in a distance to the
receiving system within which interference is likely to_oc¢cur;

Up7 is the expected mean value that buildings provide a certain degree of additional
attenuation.

Due to lack of sufficient statistical data, Equation«(36) is only analysed in terms of the mean
values of the influence factors while neglectingthe values for the standard deviation.

Equation (36) is valid for mean values ©f influence factors (given in dB) assuming a log-
normal distribution of their figures. Natice that the latter may not be fulfilled for each factor in
each individual case. By inserting appropriate practical figures, Equation (36) can be used to
estimate a limit E|;,;; for the permissible disturbance field strength.

For an estimation of limits ré&lated to the power of radiated disturbances, e.g. as needed for
emission measurements ifreverberation chambers, P, can be derived from E ., (see

Equation (36)) using the\following equation:
ELimit [dB(uV/m)] =104,8 dB + Plimit [dB(mW)] + GS [dB] - 20 Ig (d/dRef) [dB)] (363)

If d is the measuring distance (e.g. 3 m), and Gg is the gain of the disturbance source, which
can be replaced by up4, then

Piimit [dAB(MW)] = E| i [dB(nV/m)] — 104,8 dB — up4 [dB] + 20 Ig(d/dref) [gBY]
and with d =3 m (i.e. 20 Ig(d/dRef) = 9,5 dB) we get

Piimit [AB(MW)] = E ; it [dB(uV/m)] — 95,3 dB — pp4 [dB] (36b)
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5.7.2 Consideration and estimated values of yp; to up;

5.7.2.1 Radiation pattern of the disturbance source (up4)
5.7.2.1.1 Consideration of up,

Sources generating radiated disturbances in the frequency range above 1 GHz usually show
directional radiation pattern which have one or more main lobes and also significant notches.

The influence factor describes the margin of an averaged pattern figure of the EUT to the
disturbance level measured at maximum beam direction.

Factor up4 increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right hand-side of
Equation (36b).

5.7.2.1.2 Estimation for the possible range of up,

In [4] an antenna gain of about 6 dB is estimated for large EUTs,~in)the frequency range
above 1 GHz. This could be interpreted such that on average, the‘disturbance field strength
may be 6 dB below the maximum value measured on the test site.

In [5] it is estimated further that, for the frequency range above 1 GHz, measurement results
obtained at the test site, on average will be about 6 dBsbelow the maximum radiation of the
disturbance sources. This means that the results obtained from test site measurements are,
on average, significantly below the limit, owing to ¢he radiation pattern. Reference [4] also
gives evidence that for large increments of rotationdhe readings are on average 8,6 dB below
the maximum, while with smaller increments the readings will be on average 3 dB below the
maximum emission.

Radiation pattern of real EUTs are presented in [8]. These measurement results show that, in
the frequency range 1 GHz to 3 GHz{ thé average radiation pattern is regularly about 3 dB to
6 dB below maximum radiation found at another nearby rotation position. It can also be seen
that, at higher frequencies, the radiation pattern may branch more and more in each direction
and that single beams with small’beam widths appear.

Considering the facts in [4]; [5], and [8] it is assumed that, on average, the disturbances are
3 to 8 dB below the maximum, meaning that:

4pq ranges from 3 dB to 8 dB.

5.7.2.2 Antenna gain of the victim to the disturbance source ( yp,)
5.7.2(2,1" Consideration of yp,

Radiated disturbances and wanted RF signals will usually reach the receiver's antenna from
different directions. The gain G, of the receiving antenna is available in direction of the

wanted RF field strength. The disturbance field strength can be expected from a different
direction, with the gain G,. Therefore up, represents the mean value of the difference of both

gains. This difference gives the available gain G,, for the improvement of the actual signal to
disturbance ratio R:

Gav = Hp2 = By = 5 (37)

The estimated value up, increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right
hand side of Equation (36).
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5.7.2.2.2 Estimation for the possible range of up,

The antenna gain G,, of the radio receiver in direction of the wanted RF field strength

depends on the radio service and can assume values between 0 dB (for mobile radio
services, such as GSM, DCS, or UMTS) and 80 dB (for certain fixed radio services). In the
frequency management, a value of G; = 6 dB is used for the gain in other directions if the gain

in the main lobe of the receiver antenna is greater than 6 dB.

In respect of EMC the following range should be used:

yPZ:GW—GdB and ,Llp2:6dB
6dB<G,, <12dB Gy >12dB

5.7.2.3 Mobile receiver ( up3)
5.7.2.3.1 Consideration of up,

This factor takes into account that a mobile receiver can always be moved away from the
disturbance source and that the receiver will be provided, inside the radio service area, with a
wanted RF field strength which is stronger than the minimum wanted RF field strength at the
edge of the service area.

The estimated value ups increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right
hand side of Equation (36).

5.7.2.3.2 Estimation for the possible range of up;

From a frequency management point{of view, for mobile radio services and particularly for
base stations there is a need for more RF channels if radiated disturbances increase within
the wanted radio frequency (RE) band, in a given area and environment. This is the reason
why the frequency management can only propose a factor of 0dB, for wps. From

representatives of other branches of industry it is required that the worst case can not be
used for the estimation of/disturbance limits. From the latter perspective, it would be possible
to tolerate values for factor up; in the range of 6 dB.

Furthermore, the.mobile receiver is used rather seldom at the edge of the service area, in
particular if a'cellular radio service is considered. Therefore the wanted RF field strength used
for calculation of the permissible disturbance field strength should be, on average, higher than
the minimum wanted RF field strength required at the edge of the service area.

Cansidering the physical laws, the wanted RF field strength decreases linearly with distance
while the service area increases with the square of this distance. For consideration of the
mobility of the receiver, the wanted RF field strength at the edge of half of the service area is
used.

The service area depends on the distance by square root of the distance. The field strength
depends on the distance linearly. This means:

L 2

0,5~A:L%J -Z‘ (38)

and


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017 -61-

+AMD2:2020 CSV © IEC 2020
E,(d)= 7.—\’PW'GW (39)

l d
z)
Under this condition the wanted RF field strength E,, used for calculation can be increased by

3 dB, compared to the minimum wanted RF field strength required at the edge of the service
area. Instead of using an increased-by-3-dB wanted RF field strength for the calculation of the
respective disturbance limit one can also continue to use the minimum wanted RF field
strength required at the edge of the service area and add the 3 dB to the influence factor sp4:

The possibilities for mobile radio receivers to be used well inside a given service area.and to
extend the distance to the disturbance source by being moved away from that source should
be taken into account by setting the range for the mean value up; of the influencg ‘factor from

0 dB up to 9 dB:

4ps ranges from 0 dB to 9 dB.

5.7.2.4 Emission level of the disturbance source is below the limit ( zp,)
5.7.2.4.1 Consideration of up,

Usually, disturbances from a certain source do not just/meet the limits, but have a certain
margin to them. Factor up, counts for the estimated average of the minimum margin of the

disturbance to the limit.

The estimated value up, increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right
hand side of Equation (36).

5.7.2.4.2 Estimation for the possible range of yp,

An EUT conforms with the limit when the maximum disturbance emission is below (or equal
to) the limit. This also means.that the difference between the limit and the disturbance is
greater than (or equal to) zero:

Contribution [7] contains an estimation of the margin to the limit for 49 samples of class A and
class B IT equipment:-The average margin to the FCC limit for all 49 products is about 12 dB.

The 273 measurement values of the margin to the limit reported in [7] are distributed over a
range from -2,6 dB to +31,9 dB.

As a resdlt of this investigation it can be assumed that up, is usually in the range of:
Upy4 ranges from 0 dB to 24 dB.

5.7.2.5 Interference depending on the bandwidth of the radio service ( ups)
5.7.2.5.1 Consideration of ypy

For continuous broadband disturbances, the interference potential to a receiving system

signal bandwidth B, of the victim receiver or its respective radio service is, the higher the
interference potential would be, compared to the RF bandwidth B,,.,s of the measurement

receiver. That also means that the interference potential is lower if the RF bandwidth of the
radio service is smaller than that of the measurement receiver. Eventually, the interference
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potential of a source of broadband disturbances also depends on the ratio of the bandwidth
B,.i.. Of the broadband disturbance to the bandwidth of the wanted radio signals B, ..

actually considered.
In practice, three cases may occur that require adequate consideration.
Casea) B

< B < B

want noise meas

In this case, calculation of upg shall deliver negative dB values, since not only one receiving
channel may be interfered with, but several ones.

In view of this, the permissible broadband disturbance can be described by Equation\(40a) as
ratio of the bandwidth for the considered individual radio service to the bandwidth of the
broadband disturbance:

E, =Enm Buwant (40a)
B, .
noise
where:
E., is measured disturbance field strength;
Ep is permissible disturbance field strength for the\considered radio service;
B,oise is bandwidth of the broadband disturbance;
Byant is bandwidth of the considered radio service for the wanted signal.

For estimation of the decrease required, for the permissible disturbance field strength, the
value of upg can be calculated by Equatioh (41a):

B
tps =10-logqg {Bw—am} (41a)

noise

Caseb) B <B € B\ ant

meas noise

In this case, calculation of up5 can deliver positive dB values, since the disturbance may not
occupy the wholefeceiving channel of the victim receiver concerned.

In view of this, the permissible broadband disturbance can be described by Equation (40b) as
ratio of the bandwidth of the broadband disturbance to the bandwidth of the measuring
receiver:

Ep =Enm Bhoise. (40b)
B
meas
where:
E., is measured disturbance field strength;
Ep s permissibledisturbancefietd strenmgthrfor theconsidered Tadioservite;
Bhoise is bandwidth of the broadband disturbance;
B is bandwidth of the measurement receiver.

meas
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For estimation of a relaxation possible for the permissible disturbance field strength, the value
of ups can be calculated by Equation (41b):

sips = 10-10g1 [gnoi} (41b)

meas

Casec) B B

noise—>_Bmeas-and B, . respectively

In this case of true broadband disturbance, calculation of ups can deliver positive as well{as

negative dB values, since the assessment result only depends on the ratio of the wanted RF
signal bandwidth to the measurement bandwidth.

In view of this, the permissible broadband disturbance can be described by Equation (40c) as
ratio of the bandwidth of the considered individual radio service to the\'measurement
bandwidth:

= Epy [ Duant (40c)

Bmeas

Ep

where:

E,, is measured disturbance field strength;

Ep is permissible disturbance field strength for)the considered radio service;
Bieas is bandwidth of the measuring receiver;

Byant is bandwidth of the considered radipyservice for the wanted signal.

For estimation of an increase or decrease allowed for the permissible disturbance field
strength, the value up5 can be calculated by Equation (41c):

#ps =10-logqg {gw—am} (41c)

meas

The estimated value ©f ups for broadband services has to be added on the right hand side of
Equation (36).

5.7.2.5.2 Estimation for the possible range of yp5

The value of upg can be calculated by Equation (41) and is determined by the bandwidth of
the-caonsidered radio service.

5.7.2.6 Ratio of the distance between source and victim to the measurement
distance ( upg)

5.7.2.6.1 Consideration of upg

The limit of the disturbance emission is specified for the test site with a normative fixed
measurement distance d. In practice, the actual distance r between the disturbance source

and the victim is usually quite different when the victim is used as intended.

The normative measurement distance d is 3 m. The ratio of the two distances r and d
determines the additional attenuation.
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The estimated value upg usually increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the
right hand side of Equation (’%6)

5.7.2.6.2 Estimation for the possible range of upg

The value of upg is calculated by:

r
Hpg = X -20-logyg {3} (42)

where

r = actual distance between source and victim;

d = measurement distance;

X = wave propagation coefficient, which is 1 in free-space propagation- and somewhat

higher (1 to 1,5) for non-free-space propagation.

The estimated distance has to take into account the average distance-for the intended use of
the radio equipment. Inserting practical distances into Equation (42) will provide the possible
range of upg.

NOTE In special areas, where use of mobile radio communication €quipment is not permitted, larger distances r
can be used for calculation. The estimated limit is valid only for suchhnenvironments.

5.7.2.7 Attenuation of the building ( xp7)

5.7.2.7.1 Consideration of upy

An additional attenuation between the disturbance source and the victim reduces the level of
disturbance and depends on the position of source and victim. Two options for calculating the
permissible disturbance field strength. are considered: option a), where the disturbance source

and the victim are inside the building and option b), where one is inside the building and the
other is outside.

The estimated value ppfZincreases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right
hand side of Equation.(36).

5.7.2.7.2 Estimation for the possible range of upy

For option.a).it is assumed that an attenuation value in the range of 0 dB to 6 dB is suitable.
For option:b), an attenuation value in the range of 2 dB to 20 dB is assumed.

Depending on the location of the victim and disturbance source it is proposed that the
following be used:

up7 ranges from 0 dB to 20 dB.

5.7.3 Equivalent EMC environment below and above 1 GHz

In 5.6.4 it is also mentioned that calculation of limits based on statistics can not be the one

and nnly way of nefimqfing CISPR limits. Positive prar\final nypnrinnnn with nyic’ring limits_is
also a powerful argument. For this reason, the ratio of limits at about 1 GHz as borderline
between existing limits and new limits can be considered. However, as radio services above
1 GHz are mainly based on different technologies they can be regarded more robust
compared to the analogue techniques which were the basis for limits below 1 GHz. For the
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calculation it is assumed that radio services and applications operating at frequencies above
or below 1 GHz are to be protected in the same way.

For such a comparison the same mobile radio service in the frequency range above 1 GHz as
in the frequency range below 1 GHz may be used. For this comparison consideration of the
limits of GSM (900 MHz) and DCS (1800 MHz) may be useful, owing to the fact that both
radio services have comparable functional parameters.

Table 4 contains the relevant data of protected wanted RF field strength, the CISPR limit for
measurements with a quasi-peak (QP) detector at a measurement distance of 10 m under frée
field conditions, and the procedure for the estimation of an equivalent limit at 1 800 MHz for
the different measurement procedure under free-space wave propagation conditions,with a
different detector type and a different measurement bandwidth.

Factor x (dB) takes into account a transposition of the appropriate limit from 'CISPR 22 at
about 900 MHz from 10 m to 3 m measurement distance normally usedwfor disturbance
measurements in the frequency range above 1 GHz. This shall be added to,the CISPR limit.

Factor y (dB) takes into account the transfer from free-field wave propagation conditions (as
e.g. at OATS) to free-space wave propagation conditions as normally defined for disturbance
measurements in the frequency range above 1 GHz. This shall be“subtracted from the CISPR
limit.

Eventually, the difference d between the estimated limit\and the wanted RF field strength at
900 MHz can be used for estimation of the CISPR limit at 1 750 MHz.

Table 4 — Calculation of permissible limits“for disturbances at about 1 800 MHz
from existing CISPR limits in the frequency range of 900 MHz

GSM at about 900 MHz DCS at about 1 800 MHz
Protected wanted RF field strength 32 dB(uV/m) 42 dB(uV/m)
Transfer limit of 37 dB(uV/m) at 10 m (37+x) dB(uV/m) -
to 3 m by addition of x dB
Transfer OATS to free space conditions (37+x-y) dB(uV/m) -
by subtraction of y dB
Transfer QP to AV detéttor @ (37+x-y) dB(nV/m) + about z dB -

Transfer 120 kHz to 1 MHz measurement | (37+x-y + z) dB(uV/m) + about 9,2 dB -
bandwidth by addition of 9,2 dB

Difference d between the CISPR limit for | d = [(37+x-y + z) dB + 9,2 dB] - 32 dB -
permissible disturbance and the wanted
RF field strength at 900 MHz

Resulting limit for permissible - (42 + d) dB (pV/m)
disturbances at 1800 MHz

al_In case of CW-type disturbances the use of an average detector does not require additional corrections.
However a factor z is provided for appropriate consideration of non-continuous disturbances.

5.7.4 Overview on parameters of radio communication services operating in the
frequency range above 1 GHz and up to 16 GHz with effect to electromagnetic
compatibility

Table 5 contalns a Ilst of radio commumcatlon services operatlng in the frequency range

to EMC The data set out in Table5 can be used to calculate Ilmlts for permissible
disturbances emanating from equipment, systems or even installations, in the frequency
range above 1 GHz. For such calculations and estimations, the model set out in 5.7 should be
used.
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The readers and users of the present document are invited and encouraged to accomplish the
entries in Table 5 by their own data and to submit their findings to Subcommittee H of CISPR,

which is responsible for maintenance of this CISPR Report.
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Table 5 (continued)
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Annex A

Excerpt from CISPR Report No. 31
Values of mains decoupling factor
in the range 0,1 MHz to 200 MHz

(This Report provides a partial answer to Study Question No. 54/1 of 1964 which remains
under consideration.)

(Stresa, 1967)

Figure 1, page 50, shows median values, standard deviations and minimum Vvalues of
mains decoupling factor, defined as the ratio of voltage injected into the /mains and the
resultant voltage measured at the end of a terminated aerial feeder. The.values indicated
were obtained by various authors (see references below) under diffetent conditions of
measurement. They generally apply to an asymmetrical source connected in a random
manner between the "phase" and "null" conductor of a single phase.mains supply system *
and to well screened receivers. In the frequency range up t0)30 MHz, the data apply
mainly to receiving installations with indoor aerials (excludingxferrite aerials); above this
frequency, most of the coupling measurements were madéexat installations with outdoor
aerials.

In Figure 2, page 51, an attempt is made to synthesize_the available data, taking as far as
possible account of the differences between the various sources. It is believed that the
curves shown represent a conservative estimate_of the decoupling factor to be expected
between sources and receivers located in the'same or immediately adjoining apartments
of the same building.

Figure 3, page 51, shows typical distributions of measured values which may be used to
determine decoupling factors for a pepcentage of cases other than 50%.

References

vi)

vii)

S. Whitehead: A tentative statistical study of domestic radio interference. Journal IEE,
p. ., vol. 90 - 1943.

V. P. Pevnicki, F. E. llgekit: Charakteristiki systemi podavlenia radiopomech.
Elektricestvo 1956, . 6.

V. V. Roditi, M. S:"Garcenstein: Priomnye antenny i industrialnye radiopomechi.
Radiotechnika“1956, Nr. 9.

Reports of.the Research Institute of Telecommunications (VUS) - Prague Nr. 339/1961
and Nr.(1968/66.

Interim Report VUS 1965/1966.
Pocument C.I1.S.P.R.(U.K.)376.
Documents C.I.S.P.R./WG6(U.K./McLachlan) 6,7.

Secretarial Note. The C.I.S.P.R. Secretariat does not hold copies of the above documents. If these are required,
application should be made to the National Corresponding Member of the Working Group concerned.

*
In

the United Kingdom measurements, the asymmetrical source was connected between the earth conductor and

the line and neutral conductors connected together in the manner indicated in Figure 4A, page 52.
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APPENDIX A TO REPORT 31

In the measurement of mains decoupling factor, the following principal requirements must be
observed:

1. The internal resistance, the symmetry to ground and the polarity of connection to the
mains of the signal source used for measurement should correspond to similar parameters
of actual appliances.

2. The output voltage of the source should be measured by the methods used for checking
compliance with limits.

3. Throughout the whole measurement, actual receiving aerials as found at the measured
locations should be used.

4. The input impedance of the measuring receiver should approximate, as. closely as
possible, to the value of the input impedance of normal receivers.

5. The sites investigated should correspond qualitatively and quantitativelyste the location at
which the results will be used.

The statistical evaluation is usually carried out as if the data belonged 'to a single statistical
set of random values. Using this method, the range of distances,up/to which measurements
are carried out becomes very important because the average value and spread measured at a
given site depends not only on the properties of the electricalinstallations and on the building
attenuation, but also to a great extent on the area "around the source covered by
measurements. For example, by increasing this area, it is-possible to obtain a lower average
and higher spread of the decoupling factor. It is therefore necessary to limit the extent of data
used for statistical evaluation to decoupling factors=for which interference might still be
expected with a given terminal voltage limit, a given protection ratio, and a given minimum
usable sensitivity of receivers.

The decoupling factor a5, beyond which, interference is no longer likely to occur and which

ought consequently to be excluded from the evaluation, may be calculated from the following
equation:

L- 8max =S—P
where
amax = Mmaximum decoupling factor (in decibels)
L = terminaloltage limit (in decibels over 1 uV)
s = minimum usable sensitivity of receivers considered (in decibels over 1 uV)
p = protection ratio (in decibels).
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Figure A.2 — Median and minimum values of mains decoupling factor
for the range 0,1 MHz to 200 MHz
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Figure A.3 — Typical distributions of deviations from median value
of decoupling factor as indicated in Figure A.2
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Figure B — Measurement using actual appliance

Figure A.4 — Measurement of the mains decoupling factor
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Annex B

(infnrmaﬁ\ln)

Conversion of H-field limits below 30 MHz for measurement distances

B.1 Background

In order to determine the H-field conversion factor within the boundary of the test environment
containing the ground plane, a commercial 3D full wave simulation tool has been used and
the calculation thereof along with measurement records are provided in the folloWing
paragraphs.

Figure B.1 illustrates a designed model using a commercial tool. The dimension_df the ground
plane is 30 m x 40 m. The radius of the loop antenna, which is 0,6 m and the gentre of the
antenna is 1,3 m above the surface of the ground plane. For the measurement of field, the
probes are located at 3 m and 10 m, both at coaxial and coplanar direction (a: coaxial at 3 m,
b: coaxial at 10 m, c: coplanar at 3 m, d: coplanar at 10 m).

Loop antenna (60 cm) b&"

b‘,

40 m

Loop antenna (60 cm) a, b
d : g
S
@

Ground plane

Loop antenna (60 cm)

1,3 m
(¢}
o
N

Ground plane

IEC
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Figure B.2 depicts another designed model using a commercial tool, and the ground plane

measure coaxial and coplanar direction component from the same probe.

Loop antenna (60 cm)

a
- — —> —

!
T

0L X

Loop antenna (60 cm)

Loop antenna (60 cm) a, b, c

6 66 Or

2,6 m

Loop antenna (60 cm)
|. a
\ ,
d, e, f
L z

2,6 m

IEC

Figure B.2 - Commercial tool model for the application of image theory
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E IEC

a) Measurement at coaxial direction at 3 m b) Measurement at.coplanar direction at 3 m

IEC

Figure B.3 — Photos of OATS measurementsetup

Figure B.4 is a graphical presentation which allows ushte’ compare the results from a
simulation both at coaxial and coplanar directions wheredhe ground plane using a commercial
tool is included and where image theory has been apglied. It suggests that the simulation
result from each model almost agrees.

Figure B.5 presents comparison results betwegn,the H-field conversion factors determined by
using commercial tools and measurement data.

’g Ground plane above 1,3 m Ground plane above 1,3 m
< 10 0 T — T
= o E Coaxial_10 m
% 0 2 —10 Coplanar_10m ]
=~ Coaxial_3 m | T _20 Img_coaxial_10 m |
h=t ~10 —Coplanar_3 m U —— Img_coplanar_10 m|{
2 “\Img_coaxial_3 m -30
T —~— Img_coplanar_3 m||
-20 -40 7
4
A
-30 -50 //
32,8 Mhz| i~/ -60 [10,95 Mhz[| ¥ 77
-40 i ‘/ _70 : e
-50 P R S n A -80 e =T ‘\
A B21Mh] oo A 11,6 Mnzl ]
00 T =
— -100 i
0,1 1 10 0,1 1 10
U Frequency (MHz) ¥ Frequency (MHz)
IEC IEC

Figure B.4 — Comparative simulation result
with ground plane and with image theory
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Figure B.5 — Comparison between the simulated
conversion factors and the measurement results

B.2 H-field conversion factors obtained from simulation.'results

The conversion factors of measurement distances of 3 m and 10 m are derived from the
measurement distance of 30 m under the test environmenf\with the ground plane for H-field
measurement.

The H-field limit in dBuA/m at 3 m, Hy,,, is determiggd from H;q ., by the following equation:

H3m = Hom + C3_min (B.1)

where

H3om  is the H-field limit in dBuA/m at 30 m distance;

C3 min s a conversion factor in dB as shown in Figure B.6 and Table B.1
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A Conversion factor 30 m to 3 m (dB)
. &
o>
50 Q
%
40 “"--...______ @
\ D
30 '\'\
\,Q,Q_
20 N
O
o =
X
o S -
0,01 0,1 1 ) 10 MHz
—C3_Hy (dB) — C;_H, (dB) _bgs_min (dB)

/
Q)’b‘
Figure B.6 — Conversion fi{@'\c?’_min

Table B.1 - ConversioQ%'ctor C3 min
(02)

IEC

EN
Frequency C,_H, $\<‘)\ C;_H, C3 min
MHz dB , O dB dB
0,01 (or 0,009) 55,3 <§< 57,2 55,3
0,15 55\,{‘( - 57,3 55,5
1 ST 58,2 54,1
2 9515 53,6 51,5
nS
2,4 N 505 50,5 50,5
3 \\\Q 49,1 46,3 46,3
5 xQO 457 36,7 36,7
10 A 412 25,1 25,1
HeN 40,7 23,9 23.9
K 2 40,3 23,0 23,0
)

,-0\13 39,9 22,4 22,4
. 14 39,5 22,0 22,0
\

\% 15 39,3 21,7 21,7
) 20 38,3 21,2 21,2
30 37,5 21,1 21,1

The H-field limit in dBuA/m at 10 m, H,g,,,, is determined from Hy,,, by the following equation:
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Hiom = Hzom * C10_min

(B.2)

where
H3om

C10_min

is the H-field limit in dBuA/m at 30 m distance;

is a conversion factor in dB as shown in Figure B.7 and Table B.2.

35

30

25

20

15

10

0,1 i

= Cyo_Hx (dB) _<=/Cyo_H, (dB) = Cyo_min (dB)

Figure B.7 — Conversion factor C;y nin

10

IEC
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Table B.2 — Conversion factor Cyg ni,

The H-field limit in dBuA/m at 3 m\

&

m: can be also determined from H,q.,, by the following

Ham = Hiom * C10-3_min

equation: \0
<
\g@
)
N
where 4
Hiom
C10-3_min

is thetl}?éld limit in dBpA/m at 10 m distance;

is \s\)nversmn factor in dB as shown in Figure B.8 and Table B.3.

(B.3)

Frequency Cio_H, Cm_Hy C10_min c
MHz dB dB dB Q-
0,01 (or 0,009) 28,0 28,3 28,0 (19

0,10 28,0 28,3 28,0 (19
0,15 28,0 28,3 28,0 Q(],

0,2 27,9 28,3 27,9 N

0,3 27.9 28,4 27.9 'A\x\?“

0.4 27,8 28,5 27,8 N,

05 27,7 28,7 27.7)°

0,6 27,5 28,8 R

\V

0.7 27,3 28,9 & 27,3
08 27,2 29,0 ,\x\' 27,2
0.9 27,0 29,1 ) 27,0

y y s C\ y

1 26,7 29,1 ‘UT 26,7

) 3 N. )
1,9 24.8 249 N/ 24.8
7

2 24,6 24,,\@ 24,1

3 22,9 x@J 16,7

5 21,0 Q' Mos 10,5

\3

10 19,4 CAQ 9.9 9,9

20 19,0 -\ 10,3 10,3

30 18,9 ‘\ 10,3 10,3
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I 1 Conversion factor 10 m to 3 m (dB)

35

30

] —

. N~

15 \

10
i
) (
5 @ \
Q)
0 T - T -
0,01 0,1 1 10 MHz
— Cioto3_Hx (dB) == Cyp o 3_Hy (dB) === Cyp3_min (dB)
IEC

Figure B.8 — Conversion factor C;y.3 min
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Table B.3 — Conversion factor C1g.3 nmin

Frequency Cioto 3-Hx Cioto3-Hy C10-3_min C
MHz dB dB dB Q-
0,01 (or 0,009) 27,5 29,0 27,5 (]/Q

0,15 27,5 29,0 27,5 (19

1 27.4 29,1 27.4 Q(],

2 26,9 29,5 26,9 N

3 26,2 29,6 26,2 'A\x\?“

5 24,7 26,2 247 N,

5,8 24,2 24,1 244)°

10 21,8 15,1 R oM

\V

11 21,4 13,9 & 13,9

12 21,1 13,0 ,\x‘ 13,0

13 20,7 12,3 ) 12,3

y s C\ y
14 20,5 11,9 ‘UT 11,9
) 3 N. )
15 20,0 1.6 N 11,6
7
20 19,3 1000 10,9
30 18,6 x\@;,s 10,8

B.3

B.3.1

The recommended conversion fact

Recommended conversion factorscggi-l field limits for measurement
distances s\

o)
K

rom the simulated results for use of product committee

General

are given in the following subclau& .

B.3.2

Recommended ¢ E\rersion factor for the limit of H-field from 30 m to 3 m,
CF30m to 3m A'\Q)

xO
O

o
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-83-—

L Conversion factor 30 m to 3 m (dB)
o0
&
50 T KN
b
¥
i \ &
30 '<\x?~
\rgg
20 =
W
10 /,\x?\
QQ
0 . "’q/ ; -
0,01 0,1 b"w 10 MHz
—— Recommended (dB) — Simulatio'\@ults (dB) EC

Figure B.9 - Recommended conve /io\I factor CF35., to 3m

Table B.4 — Recommended <81Ov§rsion factor CF34, to 3m
&

N\
Frequency Q O cF30m to 3m
MHz AQ .
0,01 (or 0,009) \\\‘ ”
2 S\\)‘ -
&
2to 12 \\,Q linearly decreased 54 to 20
[y = -(43,69) x log(x)+ 67,15]
>
309D ”
&N
xO
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B.3.3 Recommended conversion factor for the limit of H-field from 30 m to 10 m,
CF‘%ﬂm to 10m

| Conversion factor 30 m to 10 m (dB) C
30

:: \ E
. \
S

10
Q
qQ
° Wt
b‘/

el .
0 T A Y T L
0,01 0,1 1 Q~ 10 MHz

— Recommended (dB) —— Sj atlon results (dB)

Q IEC

Figure B.10 - Recommended €9\r|ver5|on factor CF3p, to 10m

O

Table B.5 — RecommeQ%d conversion factor CF34., o 10m
—
Frequency \§ CF30m to 10m
MHz \(?, dB
0,01 (or 0 009’§ 27
1 5® 27
linearly decreased 27 to 10
1@0 4.5 [y = -(33,52] x log(x)+ 32,90]
\l‘ 30 10
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— 85 —

B.3.4 Recommended conversion factor for the limit of H-field from 10 m to 3 m,
CF1ﬂm to 3m
I | Conversion factor 10 m to 3 m (dB) q
30 QC)
—— g
25 \ er/
20 e
\ K
Q
)
10 /\x?
Q
; JaNd
b"b‘
0 . "Sb, | -
0,01 0,1 1 «Q~ 10 MHz
= Recommended (dB) ——Simulation results (dB)

2)

Figure B.11 — Recommended@)\wersion factor CFyom to 3m
@)

IEC

Table B.6 - Recomm@ed conversion factor CF g, o 3m
-
Frequency \§ CFiom to 3m
MHz o dB
0,01 (or 0,095 27
4,\®® 27
NN i
15 linearly decreased 27 to 10
s@o ly = -(29,62] x log(x)+ 43,83]
R (\}‘ 30 10
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Annex C
(infnrmn’ri\/n)
Model for estimation of radiation from photovoltaic (PV) Qq

power generating systems

.

Q
N
C.1 Overview .

v
O
This annex presents a model for the estimation of radiation from photovoltaic (PV) po@
generating systems in the radio frequency range. The model is based on theosefical
assumptions, measurement and simulation results as well as on a database with the istical
values of relevant parameters together with appropriate model factors. The simula results
were validated by measurement. N\ -

The model was developed for verification of the limits for the LV DC zﬁport of power
converters (GCPCs) intended for assembly into PV power generating,\ ems specified in

CISPR 11.
P

The subject of interest was the frequency range below 30 Mszémd PV generators with a
nominal power throughput in the range up to 20 kVA. Of the tvba'known modes of conducted
disturbances, radiation caused by conducted common mod%@M) disturbances was found to
be dominant. Therefore the model exclusively considersradiation caused by common mode
RF currents (i.e. antenna mode currents). &y"

The structure of this annex is divided into two magaarts.
N

Clause C.2 describes the general model a{gg ach mainly consisting of physical rationale,
formulae and procedural methods need r the characterization of the interrelation of the
relevant influence factors. Q

The approach is based on the lication of practical data for the various model input
parameters gained from measu?’s ent, simulation and statistics. Clause C.3 provides the
calculation of a resulting Iimi%S@ch serves the primary task of verification of the limits for the
LV DC power port of power verters specified in CISPR 11.

.\@
C.2 Descriptig\'méf the basic model

N~
c.21 Ovetv)ﬁ:d/

3

To provide a model suitable for an estimation of radiation from photovoltaic (PV) power
genera@ystems, various influence factors have to be considered.

O
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Figure C.1 gives a schematic overview of the determined influence parameters considered
the model and their interrelation.

n

Coupling factor CF>V

¥

PV (power generating) system Victim receiver

GCPC PV generator

- Max. permissible disturbance * PV group, of PV generator * Wanted signal field strength £,
power Py (typical structure) * Required S/N ratio R,

- Impedance of GCPC Z, . « Characteristic of radiating * Permissible .int.erference field

* P, maximum permissible structure (dimensions, etc.) strength .at vietim £,
disturbance power determined | - Max. permissible disturbance * Probability factors u,
at DC-AN acc. to CISPR 11 power injected into the - Field strength limit £, .

. UTC maximum permissible PV array PL
disturbance voltage under test « Impedance of PV generator ZPV

acc. to CISPR 11

Power mismatch condition

NOTE: For the considerations of the model victim receiver R and measuring receiver M (Figure 2) are identical.
IEC

Figure C.1 — Schematic overview ,of‘the considered model influence factors

Initially, the permissible value for the disturbance field strength limit E;.,;; was determined, at

a given point A in space where the)antenna of the victim receiver is located, with help of the
given formula for the mathematical interrelation of relevant parameters in a remote coupling
situation (see C.2.2).

In a second step a maodel for the PV power generating system was introduced to determine
the RFI potential. Subsequently, typical classes of PV power generating systems were
selected. Sets of appropriate input parameters for modelling the radiation characteristics were
determined (see(G.2.3). Those input parameters comprise all the mechanical and electrical
data of the dolgr generator used during its simulation, including electrical permittivity and
conductivity ‘of the surrounding ground.

Based on these conventions and assumptions, the coupling between the electromagnetic field
at Athe~ victim receiver location and the PV generator was characterized by a parameter
(@roduced as coupling factor Cpy). By means of the field strength limit E ;,; and this
coupling factor Cpy,, the maximum permissible disturbance power P| injected into the PV

generator was estimated. Thereby the basic model for the PV power generating system was
completed (see C.2.4).

In addition, the effects of power mismatch losses in test site conditions and at the place of
operation of PV power generating systems were used to refine the model (see C.2.5).
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C.2.2 Conditions at the location of the antenna of the victim receiver

?\

S

Considering the technical parameters for reliable transmission and reception of the radio
service or application to be protected, the permissible interference field strength E;. (without
consideration of probability factors) at the point A in space where the antenna of the victim
receiver is located can be determined by subtracting the necessary protection ratio Rp from
the minimum wanted field strength E,, needed for this radio reception (see Equation (C.1), all
quantities expressed in logarithmic units).

The permissible interference field strength is based on the measurement bandwidt kHz
for the frequency range in question used together with the limit. If the radio servicg’y aluated
uses the same bandwidths, as in the case of broadcast radio, no change is-fecessary. If
however the bandwidth of the victim radio service is lower than the measure bt bandwidth,
a correction shall be applied according to 5.6.6.2 (see Equation (C.2)). &

X

Q
Eir corr = Eir +10x |09[—bViCtim ] (19 (C.2)
bmeasurement b{b‘ N

/

When the calculation of limits for the DC power port of a powgP converter (GCPC) intended for

assembly into a PV power generating system is consi , then only the radiation coupling
path to the victim radio receiver needs to be considered. The conductive coupling via the
LV AC mains lines is considered to be highly unli ue to heavy filtering of the AC mains
power port of the GCPC. %

N\

Equation (37) of this document is the sic calculation rule to gain the permissible
disturbance field strength limit E ., foreuse’ with type tests on standardized test sites. The

comprehensive formula also includ€s)" the various probability factors up; and their
corresponding standard deviation% i, reflecting the likelihood of occurrence of a real
disturbance in the field, as wQDas the term tﬁa,- describing the predefined statistical

significance of CISPR limits@or type-approved appliances. Combining Equation (37),
Equation (C.1) and Equatic& .2) leads to Equation (C.3):

¥
, 2 2

Q)
NOTE 1 Suitaerobability factors for PV power generating systems are defined depending on the context of
application (see C73.3).

NOTE 2 is document is based on the assumption that the signal characteristics of disturbances caused by
PV sy in its worst case are continuous, leading to equivalent outputs of all CISPR detectors.

‘the field strength limit E ;.;; is found, a coupling factor Cp,, comprising the coupling
aracteristics between the electromagnetic field at the victim receiver location and the PV

power generating system can be applied to estimate the maximum permissible disturbance
power P| that can be injected into a given PV generator (see C.2.4).

c.23 Characteristics of PV generators

Cc.2.3.1 General

%
Er=Ey—Ro gg;%@

In this Subclause C.2.3 a model for the PV power generating system is introduced to
determine the permissible RFI potential. Subsequently, typical classes of PV power
generating systems are selected. Sets of appropriate input parameters for modelling of their
radiation characteristics are determined.
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C.2.3.2 Characteristic parameters of a PV generator seen as radiator of
RF disturbances

In a simplified approach, a typical PV power generator can be regarded as an ideal vertical C
rod antenna with capacitive top loading. The DC power string wires are treated as antenna, Q‘
while the PV panels or modules make up its capacitive loading. This approach is applicable

for common mode radiation only, but several investigations indicated this radiation to be §
predominant in the considered case. "1,

-

v
For the specified power range (i.e. up to 20 kVA) typical PV generator configurations can Q
found in large numbers. On a single-family detached house some PV panels are mounted
the inclined roof. For multiple-family houses very often a flat top roof can be found carryinhg
rows of PV panels on its top. A sun tracker, which is made up by a singular ste 'szg)port
carrying some PV panels that always present their broad side to the sun, and q/ y large
generators on barns in the countryside, are also fairly common. .

As consideration of every individual PV generator configuration is n@asible, group
representatives of PV generator types are introduced (see C.2.3.3). ,\X

Q

Subclause C.3.4 reveals the technical parameters that were aﬁ&ned and used in the
simulation for calculation of the RF characteristics of the respecti\ibggroup of PV generators.

s
C.2.33 Grouping of PV generators r\(b
For every individual photovoltaic power generating tem or installation, the individual
coupling property Cp\/l may assume a differe alue, but it can be expected that

PV generators with about the same geometric s\ﬁg ure and size, will show a typical property
Cp\/,. allocated somewhere in a given (predictsa\ﬂg standard deviation) range.

o)

As PV generators occur in various diff configurations in the field, it was decided to define
group representatives of PV generat pes and to create a model for each group leading to

different coupling factors Cpy, \,- (see C.3.4), describing the interrelation between the
victim receiver and the respecti@ ssumed group or category of PV generators.
S

The defined PV generator@ps are:

Group A — Single-fa%a\ﬂy detached houses;
Group B — Multj-storey buildings with flat roof tops;

Group C —@Qﬁ;’tracking supports (“trees”);

Group D-—Targe barns in the countryside.

Assum@ e properties of all photovoltaic power generators in the world are known and that
ever)(_'mdividual one of those can be put into one of the predefined groups which is

r @éented by its model or type (and thus has vi, as a describing constant) it can be
Q&éfined that

Q _ Nbof PV generators in group /
% Li Nb of PV generators in the world

while the respective coupling factor Cp\/, describes the typical RF characteristics of this group

(see Figure C.2).
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»

?\

Probability of exist¢nce p

cPV Group A cPV Group B cPV Group C cPV Group D (19

Coupling factor of group representative C,, ,

IEC @Q\’
Figure C.2 — Schematic representation of probability of existenc &V generator
groups in the field é\
Q

Statistical data on the population density of the PV generatc&. n the field is given in
C.3.4.3.2. b‘/
s/
NO _
From this data, a group-independent mean value for th upling factor va and its variance

Opy

Figure C.3). \%

which is valid and typical for any PV gener@r configuration, can be deduced (see

Probability of existence p
(7
VS
On s
L

@
xO \
o

< \’\ cPV Group A CPV Group B CPV Group C CPV Group D
. Coupling factor of group representative C, ,
.

O@ IEC

O ‘Figure C.3 — Schematic representation of mean value CPV and variance o,

»
=

o
Q‘Q The global (or mean) value Epv can be calculated by Equation (C.5):

EPv= Z vaxp/. (C.5)

all groups

This simplified value C_'PV for the global coupling factor is needed to select the type-

independent limit Utc | imit for the LV DC power port of power converters (GCPCs) specified in
CISPR 11 (see Clause C.3 of this document).
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C.2.34 Electrical input parameters of the PV generator

One Intermediate step of the approach Is the determination of the maximum permissible
disturbance power P that may be injected into the PV generator. In power matching

conditions, this P is identical with the permissible disturbance power Pg provided by the
GCPC.

For thorough estimation of the RFI potential, the typical power mismatch loss between the
GCPC and the DC power interface of the respective PV generator has to be taken in
account which requires knowledge of the complex impedances of GCPCs and PV genera@
(see C.2.5).

C.24 Coupling between the electromagnetic field at the victim receiver Ioca@n and
PV power generating system :

C.241 General @Q

When assessing the disturbance potential of any given apparatus with )Xattached structure,
the relationship between the disturbance field strength E,;,,;; at a gl@ oint A in space and

the RF power P fed into the radiating structure by the given apparﬂy has to be determined.

The relevant technical parameter or characteristic of a given g‘ jenerator is its frequency
dependent coupling factor Cpy,. /
NO

For this task, the disturbance source, i.e. the grid com)%Q?d power converter (GCPC) can be
modelled as a common mode power generator that ts a certain power P into a radiating
structure through its DC power port. The AC p port connects directly or via the PE
conductor in the AC mains cable local ground a counterpoise of the radiating structure. A
block scheme covering this situation is shown nFigure C.4.

Radiating structure

<<
O PointA
\\Q

(PV generator) T

z, |

1 I

1 I

| 1

1 I

1 I

] I

1 I

1 I

1 I

1 1

I Distance r !

1 1

IEC
\Q) Figure C.4 — General model for coupling of CM disturbances of a GCPC
% to an attached photovoltaic power generating system (PV generator)

In a first approach the observation point A in space is assumed to be located at a fixed
distance r from the PV generator. The electrical (disturbance) field strength E of the
electromagnetic field emanating from the radiating structure is proportional to the square root
of the real power P fed into the PV generator, due to the linearity of Maxwell's equations.

o

-

For a single point in space, a fixed function Cpy, = Cpy/(f) (coupling factor) describes the

proportionality of the field strength E with the square root of the power P injected into the
radiating structure by the apparatus (GCPC), as given in Equation (C.6).
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E=C, xP (C.6)

For EMC considerations the situation at a fixed distance (e.g. the CISPR protection distance
of 10 m or 30 m) is needed. For real objects many points in space with the property of having
a given distance to the EUT exist, for example in different azimuth directions and at different
heights. This applies to simulation and measurement equally. Therefore the field strength
used in Equation (C.6) shall undergo some kind of maximization procedure before being used
for the calculation of the coupling factor. Henceforward this parameter Cp,, covers the worst
case radiation properties/characteristics of the model for the fixed installation and is explici
valid for one given fixed distance r and one specific group (A, B, C or D) of PV generator W
means of Equation (C.7) the maximum permissible disturbance power that may be iPr}g ted
into the PV generator P_can be calculated to: (19

N\ -
E 2 @Q
P — Limit ?\ (C?)
PV ,\X
Q
Basically, it does not matter whether a victim receiver's antenna pic}kb%p either the electric or
the magnetic portion of the radiated disturbance and which of the/bvo coupling mechanisms is

predominant for the respective distance. They differ, because jbc most frequencies the victim
receiver is in the near field zone of the radiating structure. N

Q~

Using the coupling factor for the electric field strengfh and the magnetic field strength to
calculate the resulting field strengths appearing at point in question, it can be seen, that
the two coupling factors can be compared to eac her in the same unit (Equation (C.8)). The
disturbance field strengths, which are compar each other and to the field strength of the
radio service, are in the far field of the transm\i

O
N
EZCPQ%"/E N E Cpv elec
H@x\/mag'\/E
7

By multiplying the coupli&s\factor for the magnetic field q:’Vmag with the free space

— =T (C.8)
H CPVmag

impedance ZO, the res@% can be compared in the same units. Note that the coupling factor
for the magnetic f{ilié‘sowill also be given in the unit @/m (see Equation (C.9)).
O
K Ja { 1 }
G — =G — |- Z (C.9)
OO® PV elec{ m PVmag m«/ﬁ

\I%Q Generally electric and magnetic fields are not interrelated by the free space impedance Z, in the near field.

%By convention, the coupling factor for the required protection distance is defined as the mean

Q~ value of all field strengths determined for a number of points in the xy-plane at the required

?‘ distance. When only four spatial directions are assessed, the final values of the coupling
factor can be calculated by

=mean( .

C)c:
(19
Q
q;(.l’

PVetec PV etec O (.F'v' TleT 90 (.F'v' Tlec 180 '(.P'v' Ttec 270

CPV mag ~ mean( CPV mag O°'CPV mag 90°'CPV mag 180°'CPV mag 270°)

In a last step the predominant coupling (electric or magnetic) is found by maximization.
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Cpy =max( Cpy elecs Cpv mag X <0) (C.11)

C.24.2 Determination of coupling factor by simulation Cpy ¢,

One approach to determine the coupling factor is to carry out simulations with a Maxwell
equation solver (i.e. NEC2, FEKO, Concept).

Taking a defined representative geometrical configuration for each PV generator group asQ
basis, a relationship between the injected disturbance power and the resulting radiat
disturbance field strength in a point A in space at a defined distance from the PV gener

can be found. '<\

Q
The main input for the simulation is the geometry of the photovoltaic gerkeé or. This
mechanical structure needs to be programmed into the simulating engine. @ xample is
shown in Figure C.5.
<X

/\
/ NN
z b‘,b‘ :

Qv
& =

:\ - IEC
O

Figure C.5 — Geometric represthaQion of a PV generator with 18 modules

O

In the defined structure, common %) e power is injected at the feed point (indicated by a
purple circle in the middle of the\\be d line) and the field strength is calculated in a cuboid
around the structure. The distange from the structure at which the coupling factor Cpy, shall be

calculated determines the siz@of the cuboid in x and y directions. The protection distance in
CISPR standards is often&m, 10 m or 30 m. For a large structure like a photovoltaic array,
calculations for the proj{‘ggfion distance of 3 m are not used for the example presented in this
document. The sized the cuboid in vertical z direction shall be twice the height of the
structure itself. \b\

wO

N
The output of)\ﬁe simulation is the field strength on the surface of the pre-programmed
cuboid. oosing a point on the xy-plane at a distance corresponding to the required
protecti stance defines a vertical line (see Figure C.6).

P
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Dimensions in metres
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b‘/

Figure C.6 — Field strength determination by maximizatip\ﬁjheight scan) along a red line

The maximum of all field strengths in the cross-secﬂ(&n between this line and the cuboid
represents the final field strength for the distance Qeally this procedure would be repeated
for each angular direction, however it suffices @)nsider only the four different orthogonal
directions in space. The coupling factor Cpy, Si@ hen derived according to Equations (C.10)

and (C.11). O‘\

C.243 Determination of coupli@‘ctor by measurement Cpy neas

The coupling factor introduced @uation (C.6) can also be determined by measurement.
However, as the coupling facto%i defined in transmission mode, it is difficult to measure the
field strength distribution arw a typical setup for a PV generator, since the setup is too
large for accurate measurement in most available shielded rooms. On the other hand it is not
possible to actually tran@l a potential test signal on any frequency at the installation site of
a PV generator, because of national restrictions. However, under specific operating conditions
(e.g. limitation of tn@smission to suitable single test frequencies) a measurement on real
installations is fedsible.

N
For these measurements, the DC wires of the PV generator shall be disconnected from the
GCPC, ted and connected to a typical antenna tuner. The tuner should be grounded the

same \@/ an installed GCPC would be grounded. The tuner shall be able to tune the feed
point(rﬁpedance of this “antenna” to the 50 Q output of the transmitter at all test frequencies,
S ®fhat only very little RF reflection occurs. The actual forward and reflected power shall be
éasured and monitored during the procedure with a power meter.

Q The field strength shall then be measured at a pre-defined fixed distance from the outer

boundary of the PV installation (e.g. at 10 m or 30 m). The measurement should be made in
the four dominant perpendicular directions at heights starting from 1 m above ground level up
to twice the installation height. If this cannot be achieved, the measurement can be simplified
to fewer directions and lower and fewer heights.

A comprehensive result table of this suite of measurements shall provide the following
information:

1) frequencies used for testing;
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2) location (distance r from the boundary of the PV generator, orientation in 90° angles and
height above ground);

Q~

3) forward and reflected power to determine the radiated power P, (power mismatch
considered);

4) total electric and magnetic field-strength (derived from the x, y, and z components);
5) ambient noise level of electric and magnetic field strength;
6) determined maximum value of the field strength reading obtained in each height;

7) determined mean of the measured field strength values E ., and H .5, between f
example the four perpendicular directions used for the measurements; X

8) evaluation result: maximum of measured coupling factors Cpy gjec meas @nd Cpy n@'\meas.

The respective coupling factors can be calculated from the test results by meansrsj‘ikquations

(C.10) and (C.11). @

C.2.4.4 Validation of simulation results with measurements ,\X?\

Comparison of measurement and simulation results will always s % iscrepancies. On the
one hand reasonable simulation does not seek to reproduce’ ré€ality completely (input
parameters will be simplified or in some cases will not be sufficieatly known), but focusses on
the assumed main influence factors. On the other hand, megﬁ??ments are also influenced by
unwanted factors (uncertainty characteristics of the test eq ent, environmental influences
in situ, limited height scan capabilities, access proble different azimuth directions, etc.),
especially in the case of the complex test setup referred*to in this annex.

To check and increase the accuracy of thxhgnulation, measurements on several PV
generator structures shall be performed to veri@ e simulation results (see C.3.4).

C.2.5 Considerations of power misr@tch losses

C.2.51  General \\Q
Subclause C.2.5 contains mathe‘ﬁv\?tical considerations regarding the usual power mismatch
conditions between the PV\Qgherator and the GCPC at the installation site of the PV

generator. $

)
In addition, the power mgtching conditions between the GCPC and the DC-AN in the test case
according to CISPR\Q can be considered. This allows conclusions to be drawn from ordinary
GCPC type test about the maximum disturbance power Pg of the GCPC deliverable in a

given installe@ generator.

-

Due to representation of test site conditions (Equation (C.15)) in the measurement
unce y and the lack of the representation of the relationship between the maximum
permissible power in the test case and in the installation case (Equation (C.16)) in any other
i@tigations (e.g. radiation from AC mains grid networks), this option can be added if this

nario type is required. But then the related factors, for example measurement uncertainty

s
chbr AC mains, grid investigations and limits may have to be adjusted in a similar way.

C.2.5.2 Power mismatch conditions at the installation site of the PV power
generating system

In practice there is a certain loss of power compared to power matching conditions between

P
o

source and Innrl, when the source of RE r'liehlrhnnr‘ne7 in this case the P\/ power converter

(GCPC), is connected to an RF load, in this case the installed PV generator.

This quantity is denoted as the mismatch loss m and can be considered as a real
attenuation. For a GCPC with the complex source impedance Zg emitting a disturbance power
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Pg into the PV generator with the complex load impedance Z;, the complex reflection

coefficient | and-the finallosscan-be calculated bu Egquation{(C 42)
<t Ay 7

ro4L=4s
Z +Zg
m, =1-|rf (C.12)

M, =1O-Iog(1—|F|2j

The actual power P injected into the PV generator, which is mainly radiate((tgi that
installation, is therefore reduced to (see Equation (C.13)): ,\
XX

/\

If P_is known, then the maximum permissible disturbance power B&?at can be injected by
the GCPC can be calculated with Equation (C.13). b‘

b‘/
Subclause C.3.6 gives some statistical data of impedances,@v generators (Z;) and GCPCs
(Zg) to enable the determination of mj. &Q.

A=m-F (C.13)

C.2.5.3 Power mismatch conditions at the teQ%te

In general, Pg will not be known, but can (e)\derived from a measurement of P;; on a

standardized test site according to CISP6\11. The measurement impedance is fixed to
Ztc = 150 Q, due to the technical paran{eters of the DC-AN, while the power converter still

has the complex source impedance Q\/Ieasuring P;c in the test case (i.e. the disturbance
power determined at the DC-AN) thé.uhknown Pg can be calculated by

QO
<
@
with m being descr8’e\i by
b

<

S -
O r - 150Q-Zg

- TC150Q+Zg (C.15)
> :

O My :1_‘FTC

%&.5.4 Conclusion to test conditions

Q‘Q The relationship between the maximum permissible power in the test case P;c and in the
?* installation case P is given by the ratio of the two mismatch losses (Equation (C.16)):

PT_Czﬂ (C.16)

A g

The maximum permissible disturbance power Pg of the power converter (GCPC) is always

higher than or equal to the measurement result in the test case, as both mismatch factors
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work one against the other. If the PV generator actually has an input impedance of 150 Q,
then my~ and m, are equal and cancel out.

S

If Prc is known, the respective limit for the permitted disturbance voltage at the DC power
port of the GCPC can be calculated using the following relation (Equation (C.17)):

Utimit| V] = J1500x P, (W]
ULimit[VJJ (C'1Q§Q

Urc Limit [dB (“V)] =20x |0910[ Y, X?\
N
P

C.3 Calculation based on practical values for the verification of théﬁrmts
specified in CISPR 11 @

Ny

C.31 General /\

Clause C.3 presents a calculation based on practical values ﬂ%\ed by measurement,
simulation and statistical data for the introduced parameters of the.nfodel, to fulfil the primary
task of the verification of the limits for the LV DC power port ofm()wer converters intended for
assembly into PV power generating systems specified in CI?\@ 11.

The following list gives an overview of the parameter Qe‘ded for the verification for a given
radio service or application. The following subclaus@wnl describe in detail the assumptions
made to gain concrete values for the calculation. Q

e wanted signal field strength E,; s\()\
e required S/N respectively protection raéicQ?P;
e probability for time coincidence P,QQ

e probability for location coincid@ Pg;
e probability for frequency o&'&idence inclusive harmonics Pg;

e global coupling facto‘rﬁv ;
\

o test site correctig\@’nTC;
e mismatch Iosg}‘t installed PV generator m .
N

Some quantities,C&)r example to = 0,84 and B = 0,84 used in this Clause C.3 to calculate validation values in
accordance With'Clause C.2, are defined in the main clauses of this document. Furthermore i, which describes the
predefin tistical significance of CISPR limits for type-approved appliances, was set to zero, as the application
of the @ -rule was discontinued.

{5_«9 Determination of the maximum permissible interference field strength E; at the
location of the antenna of the victim receiver

The maximum permissible interference field strength E;, for the disturbance is determined by

subtracting the protection ratio from the wanted signal field strength of the radio application.
Usually these parameters are given in ITU-R publications, but for simplicity CISPR has
collected and published the results in the "Radio Services Database" on the IEC website
under the EMC technology sector.

N
QLY

Here the radio application to be protected is chosen to calculate the permissible disturbance
field strength E;. by using Equation (C.1).
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EXAMPLE A wanted signal field strength E = 44 dB(uV/m) and a necessary signal-to-noise or protection ratio
Rp = 27 dB is taken, for good radio reception from a radio broadcast AM transmitter operating in the 31 m RF band.

?\

This has to be evaluated for every entry in the radio services database resulting in a function
for E;. dependent on the frequency.

C.3.3 Probability factors (-1/

C.3.31 General Qq/
The disturbance will not actually occur in all cases, due to the fact that victim and sou§

need to coincide in time, location and frequency. These three probability factors are a ed
to play the major role in a disturbance scenario with a PV power generating installati®

When logarithmic probability factors are calculated, the linear probability shall "sonverted to

a logarithm in base 10 and multiplied with a factor of 10, which originates fro e signal-to-
disturbance ratio defined as ratio of received signal power to the received disturbance power.
Solely for distance ratios a factor of 20 shall be used. ,\x

Q

C.3.3.2 Probability factor for time coincidence yp; and O'P7b{19

The disturbance can only occur at times, when the PV {%&frer generating system is in
operation. The average day time is 12 h, but the productl of energy is a bit less, due to
mounting of the solar modules on an incIined plane. As average of time 10 h are chosen,
as the majority of installations are of this kind (Equatiorﬂ( .18)).

Q
/1P7=—10X|Og®gj=3,8d8 (C.18)
S

However, there are some other inst%%én types also present, such as sun trackers or flat
mounted modules. Therefore the i eration” interval can vary in a wide range between 4 h
and 20 h per day following ans\§umed uniform distribution that can be calculated by

Equation (C.19):
\\'QQ)

A‘\Q 10><Iog10[20j 10><Iog( )
24
=2dB

\{.\O Op7 = ]
\CJ

C.3.3.3 Pgbablllty factor for location coincidence ypg and 6pg

(C.19)

Conclu@?ﬁ on a representative probability factor for location coincidence were drawn based
on d rom Germany using information from the statistical data used for the determination of

th@0upllng factor.

%I'he value of 1,038 million photovoltaic installations registered combined with the amount of

Q9 40,96 million households (data status 2015) leads to a photovoltaic installation density of

about 2,5 %. Taking into account future growth, a value of 1,6 million PV systems is taken as
basis for the calculation leading to a density of 4 %. It is assumed that every house has four
neighbours (front, rear, left and right) within the protection distance. However the total number
of installations can vary (e.g. depending on other factors such as national funding), so
photovoltaic installation densities in the field between 2 % and 8 % are assumed. Moreover, it

is assumed that there is radio broadcast reception in every household.

These assumptions lead to Equation (C.20):
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Hpgpy =—-10xlogyq (4x0,04) =8 dB (C.20)

10xlo 4x0,02)-10xlo 4x0,08
Opgpy = — o )2 o )=3dB (C.21)

However, there is only one amateur station in every thousand households in a world average.
Therefore an additional location coincidence shall be applied in the case of the amateur radi

service.
Wa

tpg amar = —10xl0g; ¢ 0,001) =30 dB (19'\( 22)
S
10xlogy4 0,0005)-10xlog;, (0,005
o __10xlogd ) 910(0.99) ¢ 45 @ (C.23)
P8 AmaR 2 ,\X
Q
C.3.3.4 Probability factor for frequency coincidence up, and(@sy

-

The frequency probability can be estimated by considerin Mical disturbance spectra of
GCPCs. ,\(go

Assuming that about 3 MHz out of the 30 MHz are’&:upied by emission, this leads to

Equation (C.24):
X
i

,up4=—12><8910 33—0}=10d5 (C.24)

As the characteristic spectra of GC{Q‘S vary across a broad range, a rather high uncertainty
needs to be assigned, which lea an assumption according to Equation (C.25):

<
X
C.3.3.5 Maximwermissible field strength E| ;;; considering probability factors

For every cal {{I\z#ed E;. according to C.3.2 the probability factors are applied using
Equation (C.’&énd result in a frequency dependent E ;s

EXAMPL&n the case of the shortwave radio broadcast service in the 31-m-band introduced in C.3.2, with the
wanted field strength of 44 dB(nV/m) and its protection ratio of 27 dB, taking into account the probability factors

?épvelr distributions (C.3.3.2 to C.3.3.4) a maximum permissible field strength of 33,6 dB(pV/m) can be
ated.

- [ 2 2 2
Q@ Elimt = Ew = Ro + tpy + oy + flpg + 1, -\ Op, + 057 + Opg

Q?* ~(44-27+10+3,8+8-0,84-67 +2 + 37 dB (uV /m) = 33,6 dB (uV /m)

EXAMPLE 2 In the case of the amateur radio service in the 20-m-band, with a sensitivity of -11 dB(uV/m) and its
protection ratio of 10 dB, taking into account the probability factors and their distributions (C.3.3.2 to C.3.3.4) a

d
v
Qv

: : [T T Rt il PVt VAR T L ; e L
TTIAATITTIUTIT JETTITISSTUTE TITTU SUenyul Ul 29,9 UD(QV/TIT) TdlT UE LAILUTdlTu.
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E

b, .
LimitzEw_RP_1o'|og10r, et _1+HP4+‘H‘P7+AP8+ta'\/0-§4+o-F2’7+o-§8

measurement /

:(_11_10_1040910 (%}+10+3,8+38—0,84~ 5% 1 2% +62j dB (V/m) = 29,4 dB (V/m)

C.3.4 Global coupling factor Epv

C.3.41 Determination of coupling factors vaisim by simulation @Q

C.3.41.1 General
X\

Subclause C.3.4.1 gives the simulation results for the predefined groups of ‘typical PV
generators in the power range up to 20 kVA at a distance of 10 m from the %f‘ar’ boundary

exclusively. @
?\

The following simulations (except for Group C) have been perfon‘di with the NEC2
calculating engine with a Sommerfeld ground model (conductivity o :@nS/m and permittivity
g, = 13). Due to this, direct connection to ground is not feasib&()énd a certain capacitive

coupling has been introduced using radial wires. b(
s
N
C.3.41.2 Simulation results for the coupling fact PV sopnsm Group A
(Single-family detached houses) Q‘
For this simulation the average array height of hotovoltaic generator was assumed to be
6 m and with a tilt angle of 37°. In the model, connection of the DC wires goes directly to

the frame of the modules. Alternatively the Whole PV panel structure can be simulated as a
complete wire mesh forming a tilted rec%n lar plane with dimensions of 6 m x 4.5 m. The
position of the PV power converter@ PC) was assumed to be near the ground. See

Figure C.7 and Figure C 8. \\Q
QO
\\'QQ)
&
K\
xO
oF
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v\

Q
Figure C.7 — Geometrical representation of Group A ,P’&generators
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C.3.4.13

For this simulation the total resulting power of the photovoltaic system was assumed to be
around 19 kVA, while the panels are practically installed on a flat top house of height 12 m.
The house was simulated with four lightning protection wires down and connected to the

Simulation results for the coupling factor C,

F@ure C 8 — Combined coupling factor CP

(Multi-storey house)

f (MHz)
IEC

for Group A PV generators (r =10m)

\ Group A sim

— Group B

v GroupBsim

ground at each corner. The position of the photovoltaic inverter is on the flat roof and driven
against a conduction frame grounded by the lightning protection wires. See Figure C.9 and
Figure C.10.
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Figure C.9 — Geometrical representation of Grou;bé PV generators
NO
* Q&
‘OQ — Electric field (E)
N
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(ﬁure C.10 — Combined coupling factor CF> for Group B PV generators (r =10 m)

v GroupBsim

C.3.41.4 Simulation results for the coupling factor CP — Group C

\ Group C sim

(Sun tracker)

For this simulation the real installation of 7 x 4 modules and about 6 kVA was considered,

while the maximum height above ground is 6,4 m and the width 7 m. The elevation angle of
the PV panel plane is 30° and the centre of the plane is at a height of 5,75 m. The feed point
is allocated at the bottom of the vertical DC power cable wiring. In this simulation, different
Sommerfeld ground model parameters from those stated in C.3.4.1.1 were used. The values
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were derived in real measurements leading to average values of conductivity 0 = 20 mS/m

- 103 -

and permittivity ¢, = 27. See Figure C.11 and Figure C.12.

Face media

= Perfect electric conductor

= [ron
= S|

IEC

Figure C.11 — Geometrical representa&Qrof Group C PV generators
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Figure C.12 — Combined coupling factor CP

v Group Csim

for Group C PV generators (r =10 m)
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~104 -

C.3.4.1.5 Simulation results for the coupling factor Cp — Group D

\ GroupDsim

(Large barns)

C
For this simulation the total resulting power was around 12 kVA; the maximum height is not Cf
larger than 6 m. See Figure C.13 and Figure C.14. q/Q
5
z 0(1/
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R ey
VA
”'l‘“%mﬂﬁﬂ““'"‘ QNQ/
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— I— 4x?~
- b(b; IEC
Figure C.13 — Geometrical representation of G&Jp D PV generators
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%\CJ IEC
Q~Q Figure C.14 — Combined coupling factor Cp\/ GroupDsim for Group D
%Q?\ PV generators (r = 10 m)
;& C.3.4.1.6 Coupling factor CPV/sim at low frequencies

For all four models (Group A to D) the simulation results for the determination of a coupling
factor Cj;,, between inserted power and resulting field strength at 10 m distance showed a

roughly constant variation with frequency in the range from 4 MHz to 30 MHz. However, also
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in all simulations a distinct increase up to very large values in the low frequency range
(< 4 MHz) was observed.

Detailed investigations have shown this effect to be the result of specific software assigned
feed point properties assuming ideal, non-realistic electronic components gaining increasing
significance in the low frequency range for small objects compared to the wavelength when
power matched. A correction routine considering losses in the power matching network
assumed by the simulating engine was introduced that provides an effective solution for a
refined calculation in the critical frequency range from 150 kHz to 5 MHz.

C.3.4.1.7 Overview of CPV- ~ for the different groups of PV generators /\
N

With the artificial effect of a high increase of the coupling factor at low frequerfdigs being
compensated by the introduced correction routine (C.3.4.1.6), the coupling fadtor for each
group can be represented by one non-frequency dependent average value (S@ ble C.1).

Ny

Table C.1 - Coupling factors C,, Q/\

>
PV M-
generator CPV; " b&’
group ° Q)’
Group A 0,50,(Q~
N
Group B (@5
Group C Q ?9
o
Group D O 0,35
e
C.3.4.2 Determination of coupllQ ctors va by measurement
>
C.3.421  General ‘\

three real installations co be carried out. In the subsequent evaluation process the objects

esent one of the Groups A, C and D.

Although for the reasons d ggbed in C.2.4.3 this task is rather complex, measurements on
were assigned to each@gz§

xO
C.3.4.2.2 Deguptlon of the measurement setup

Figure C.15 sGQws a schematic representation of the measurement setup.

8
@&%
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Signal generator PV generator

e
R ﬁ lll'll
c CEED

Directional Antenna tuner /)
coupler

d Antenna
ji

Ny

HF power analyser
X\

Test receiver .(19
: )
©
AX
\ IEC
QQ

Figure C.15 — Measurement setup b‘q/
7/

A radio frequency signal was produced by a computerb@)?frolled signal generator and
amplified to about 40 W. The signal then passed through a bidirectional coupler to monitor the
forward and reflected power to ensure that most of power is actually radiated. The
antenna tuner helped to match the photovoltaic generator to an impedance of 50 Q. When the
antenna was properly tuned the reflected power w dB less than the forward power. The
fed power is the difference of the forward and reffetted power. Then the electric and magnetic
field strengths in 10 m distance from the p@ oltaic generator were measured in three
orientations (see Figure C.16). &

O
N
R
A
[ /\
N
\**\ T
XS]
> H-field vertical 90° H-field horizontal 0°
xO

Flalla

Q H-field vertical 0° E-field vertical c

% Figure C.16 — Antenna orientations

The combination of these three measurements by geometric addition delivered the final total
field strength, which was then divided by the square root of the fed power. For practical
reasons, data was recorded in the defined antenna positions at three different heights
(h=3,3m,h=5mand h=9,8 m).

.

(1/.
O ©

&
Q
N

Subclauses C.3.4.2.3 to C.3.4.2.5 give the measurement results for the three different sites
including the combination procedure described in C.2.4.2. For the calculation of the final
coupling factor, the data was averaged over frequency, using the data between 10 MHz and
30 MHz, where the typical non frequency dependent behaviour of the coupling factor is
recognized.
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C.3.4.2.3 Measurement results for the coupling factor CP

— Group A

\ Group Ameas

(Single-family detached houses)

See Figure C.17.

KN

g A
s M
o
g — Hfieldh=33m 9
Oﬁ 09 —— Hfieldh=5m || @Q
- H-field h = 9,8 m
S 08 ) ||
g — Hfieldh=3,3m /\x?~
2 07 —— Hfieldh=5m *Q'\
S oe —— Hfieldh=98m []
5 B
3 -~ Combined C -~
04 ; /\V‘
02 S
, / \ L~
\\/ - .
0.1 -
N
0 ‘ Va] >
0 10 &\<~20 30

@)

NOTE Due to a measurement error the data point E-fiel(ﬁ\c 9,8 m at 7,1 MHz is missing.

Figure C.17 — Coupling factc&@

PV Group Ameas

C.3.4.24 Measurement res It§for the coupling factor CP

(Sun tracker)
\QQ)

b\
See Figure C.18. D

¥

& o,

for Group A PV generators

- Group C

\ Group Cmeas
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b;.

/

Figure C.18 — Coupling factor C,

v GroupCmeas

<L

C.3.4.2.5 Measurement results for the couplin% tor CF,VG om, — Group D
roup D meas

(Large barn) %)
N
See Figure C.19. 6\0
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Figure C.19 — Coupling factor CF,VG for Group D PV generators
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C.3.4.2.6 Overview of va. for the different groups of PV generators

Table C.2 — Coupling factors va. and calibration factors

PV
generator CPVimeas CalPVimeas ’(,L
group Q"],
Group A 0,32 0,65 @
X
Group B - - '<\
Group C 0,29 0,36 Q
Group D 0,17 0,49 N\ -

The calibration factor for each individual group was calculated by divigion' of the measured
and simulated coupling factor. As overall calibration factor the average of those individual
calibration factors was taken resulting in a value of 0,5. This fact as used to correct for
losses of a solar generator in a real environment with respect tob(% simulation results. See
Table C.2. W

\J

C.3.4.2.7 Consolidated coupling factors (va, ) &Q‘

Coupling factors were determined by simulati(QQ(‘CPV[sim) and measurement (C,, ).

I meas

Table C.3 summarizes the results. C)\

X

Table C.3 - Ove((igv coupling factors CPv,.

R
PV N c c
generator %sim PVimeas PVI'
group
2O
A
Group A ,>$ 0,50 0,32 0,25
Groupg\‘o 0,35 - 0,18
Gm@c 0,79 0,29 0,36
\.\é%up D 0,35 0,17 0,18

.

Gener?&ﬁ has to be stated that, in context with the rather complex basic model,

measg'3 ent as well as simulation is subject to various influence factors that cannot be

coyered completely. However, the findings of both evaluations being in the same order of
@itude indicates good correlation of the methods in this present case. The method of

%k raging was chosen to represent, as near as possible, the smallest deviation between both

Q ~ measurement and simulation — while keeping the worst case approach. Additionally, a
calibration of the simulated figures was done by multiplying the overall calibration factor with

Q?‘ the individual simulation results to achieve a combination of both methods.

D

Q?\ C.3.4.3 Determination of the global coupling factor EPV
)

C.3.4.3.1 General

As the limits for the LV DC power port of power converters have not been determined taking
into account different groups of PV systems, for the verification of the limits a group-
independent mean value for the coupling factor and its variance is required.
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In Subclause C.3.4.3, statistical data on the population density of PV generators in the field is
used to draw conclusions on such a global coupling factor.

C.3.4.3.2 Determination of the distribution factors P from statistical data of PV Qc_
o>
Q

In C.2.3.3 characteristic groups of PV generators were defined. ('1/

generators in the field

To be able to fill the model with suitable values of P i.e. describing the probability of Q

individual PV generator of being in group i, statistical data on the distribution of PV gene;@?o“r
types (group and ideally type of GCPC) in the field is needed. N

Q

Representative data on these parameters on a worldwide basis is difficult to obtai&:,

However data on the installed nominal power of PV systems in various @tries is rather
easy to acquire, as the operator of a PV generator site is obligated to registér to be entitled to
claim for remuneration for feeding into the public network. Q

Q

Figure C.20 shows the ratio of registered PV power generating syﬁp‘]ﬁs in Germany.
/

NOTE 1 Data from the German Federal Network Agency (2009 to F ary 2015 (1 038 697 entries)). The
database does only include grid-connected installations. The database dbes not consider changes (deactivation of
sites, subsequent corrections, etc.).

9 A <2_
: 45 O~
: 2
-% 39 % f'\ Data based on
5 40 \ n =1 038 697 registered |
‘g Os\ PV systems in Germany
= Z, (status 02.2015) | |
- 35
Qt
2 30
3 N
5 4>
o 25
T 1 % 22 %
4 \'Q
20 RN\
15 %Q\g 16 %
15 O
X
10 ‘.\\’.\E 9%
.QC)
> —
0 r ‘ T T ‘ >
C) <5 5<P<10 10<P=<20 20<P=<40 40<P=<500 > 500
O : Installed nominal power P (kWp)

\% IEC

% Figure C.20 — Ratio of registered PV power generating systems in Germany

Figure C.21 shows the ratio of registered PV power generating systems in Sweden.

NOTE 2 Data from the Swedish Energy Agency (2009 to 2016 (3 813 entries)). The database does only include
grid-connected installations. The database does not consider changes (deactivation of sites, subsequent
corrections, etc.).
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Figure C.21 — Ratio of registered PV power g{@:ating systems in Sweden

The PV systems with a nominal installed power of QB 20 kWp representing the major part of
all systems with a ratio of 76 % (Germany) and (Sweden), can be supposed to be mainly
applications assignable to Group A and Group@

X

To obtain suitable values of p;, the follo@g estimation was performed on how the predefined

groups are presumably represented?Qm installed nominal power ranges and subsequent
weighting with respect to the particg@ power range (see Table C.4).

R

\\\'Q@able C.4 — Estimation of p,

NOTE 3 All values are given as dimensionless quantities; respective entirety of all parts

is represented by

value T.

These values will be used in the following for the determination of the global coupling factor
Cpy (see C.3.4.3.3).
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C.3.4.3.3 Estimation for a global coupling factor EPV

&

Application of Equation (C.4) using the coupling factors spelled out in C.3.4.2.7 and the
distribution factors p, determined in C.3.4.3.2 will result in an estimation for a global coupling

factor Cp, (Equation (C.26)).

(1/.
Cov= D, cPVI,XpI,=o,22% (C.2§§Q

all groups x?‘
X
C.3.5 Determination of the maximum permissible disturbance power P (19

-

injected into the PV generator N

According to Equation (C.7) the maximum permissible disturbance power F@an be derived
by combining the function E;.,;; with the global coupling factor EPV for e;ﬁbh frequency.

Q

EXAMPLE For the example of the shortwave radio broadcast service in the 31-};1})0and introduced in C.3.2, the
permissible power can be calculated. Using 33,6 dBuV/m as permissible bﬂd strength, which converts to
47,9 pV/m the following is obtained: s

o

2
£2 (47,9“VJ &Q‘
PL = _'-'zm't = m 5 =—4Q.2dBm=0,047 uwW (C.27)
Cpv 0 22@ %Q
’ m \
o
C.3.6 Consideration of mismatch ditions for the verification of the limits

The available data base for relg th factors of the mismatch conditions (myz and m_

introduced in C.2.5) being ratl@ weak, the following options for consideration in the
verification process were noted'@

a) ignore assumptions f@s\r'ealistic mismatch conditions and calculate the worst case
(i.e. maximum powe&@natching in the test case and at the site of the installed PV
generator); 3

b) determine typi aF mismatch losses by (impedance) measurements on PV generator
installationK GCPCs;

c) use simyg-ﬂon tools such as the Monte Carlo method and operate with reasonable
vari%q ranges for the complex load and source impedances of the PV generators and
GC .

Dl@g the measurements of the coupling factor C,, (C.3.4.2), the complex output

edance of the GCPC (Zg) and of the PV generator (Z ) were measured. On the three

different sites (real objects) the impedance values were taken at 100 different frequency
points altogether covering the interval from 150 kHz to 30 MHz. The sites represent the
Groups A, C and D and were used to calculate the mismatch losses over frequency using the
equations given in C.2.5.2 and C.2.5.3. As expected, the mismatch loss factors vary
depending on the individual frequency. However, as this consideration is based on a
statistical process, averaging of those loss factors over frequency is feasible.

&
Q
N

For the simulation some assumptions have to be made prior to calculation. In the test case
the load impedance Z;c is fixed at 150 Q, while the source impedance Zg is unknown.

Theoretically any source impedance would be possible, but realistically part of the complex
plane is likely to cover typical cases. From the measurement results it can be concluded, that
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no source impedance has been outside the interval for the real part between 1 Q and 1 000 Q
and for the imaginary part =1 000 j Q and 1 000 j Q. Therefore this interval was chosen for the

statistical determination of m .

A

T Distribution of impedances Histogram for mismatch loss

Counts

600 , ,

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

0 : L
0 10 20 30
Loss (dB)

IEC

Flgure\ﬂ‘ggZ — Simulation results my¢ (test case)

The left diagram in Figui .22 shows the randomly distributed load impedances (red) in part
of the complex planes~while the load impedance in the test case is fixed (blue dot at 150 Q).
The right diagram in"qure C.22 shows the number of impedance pairs resulting in a dB-bin.
W . |

Also for the LG} case an assumption is needed for the load impedance Z, presented by the
PV gene@rr Guidance was given by the measurement results, which exclusively show
values 4 interval of 5 Q to 500 Q for the real part and -1 000j Q and 1 000 j Q for the
imagi part.

KN
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Figure C.23 - Si@ﬁlation results m (use case)

The left diagram in Figure C.23 s the randomly distributed source (blue) and load (red)

impedances in part of the compl lane. The right diagram in Figure C.23 shows the number

of impedance pairs resulting 'Ub®dB-bin. Most random pairs result in a rather low loss value.
\.

Table C.5 gives an overy;j N%on the results determined from measurement and simulation and
the combined average x@}ues of both approaches.

xO
le C.5 — Mismatch loss values m; and m. determined
by measurement and simulation

)

f.@ Msc m

C)\} Group A 0,74 0,45

: Group C 0,58 0,58

O)O Measurement

N\ Group D 0,20 0,06
Average of all groups 0,51 0,36

Simulation Monte Carlo 0,40 0,43
Average 0,455 0,395

Combined

Average [dB] 3,42 4,03

The calculation results in the combined average mismatch factor of mc = 0,40 for the test
case and of m_= 0,43 for the use case. Both values are very close together and of the same
order of magnitude as the averaged measurement result.


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017 - 115 -
+AMD2:2020 CSV © IEC 2020

For the task of limit verification the combined average values of simulation and measurement
are used (my~ = 3,42 dB and m;, = 4,03 dB). However, it can be stated, that the approach of

ignoring the mismatch situation would not be connected with great impact on the result as the
determined corrections in this evaluation are rather small (below 1 dB).

C.3.7  Calculation of Urc |imit for radio services and applications in the frequency
range from 150 kHz to 30 MHz (1S

In a last step, from the calculated maximum permissible power in the test case Pqg |jy;t th Qq/
disturbance voltage limit for type tests on GCPCs at test sites Urc |t Was derived us&

Equation (C.17). X
X\

Table C.6 gives an overview of the most important parameters (determined accorﬂ‘% to the
procedure described in C.3.1 to C.3.6) for well-established radio services in ‘frequency
range from 150 kHz to 30 MHz. @
For each radio service a representative Utc jimit (fradio service) Value waﬂ?fa culated based on
its specific model input parameters (see Figure C.24). "LQ

W
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Figure C.24 — Overview of the calculated Uyc Limit Valu R)‘r radio services between
150 kHz and 30 MHz at a distana&ﬁd =10m

The analysis of the green dots in Figure C.24, ea representlng a radio service from the

radio service database, implies to average theg over frequency in order to obtain a
horizontal limit line as existing in CISPR 11 itting the values of the first three radio
services as the limit s sloplng th|s frequency range a value of

UTC Limit (fradio Sewices) =67,9dBpV is obtalg r the average detector.

Although the application of the mtr%&ed model was based on various input parameters and
contains many statistical proce it leads to a calculated limit value comparable to the
established limit in CISPR 11. Q)

80 \ ? @Qq/
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Annex D

(infnrmn’ri\/n)

Model for the estimation of radiation from in-house
extra low voltage (ELV) lighting installations

D.1 Overview

W
D.1.1 Content and scope ?\

X
This annex presents the method used to verify the limits set for extra-low voltage (EL\ﬁ)\%mps
at their terminal connector which were introduced in CISPR 15:2013/AMD1:201 @4] and
included in the subsequent edition of CISPR 15 published in 2018. This anne)\’p esents a
model for estimation of the radiated disturbance from (ELV) lighting insta ns that are
typically applied in residential environments. The modelling is limited to th dio frequency
range from 9 kHz to 30 MHz.

,\X
The model is based on theoretical assumptions. Numerical simulap@QS used for exercizing

the models. .

vl
The model is limited to disturbances arising from a single unif of an ELV lamp. Aggregation
effects of multiple ELV lamps in an installation are n dressed. This annex does not

consider the effects of disturbances from ELV power,ﬁ ces that are used to supply ELV

lamps
K

D.1.2 Application configurations of ELV | s

ELV lamps are usually small-sized lamps (I\@m type) that are connected via a two-wire ELV
cable to a power source. The power soufce is usually an electronic or magnetic transformer
that is fed via the low-voltage A @ ins network. Typical applications are shown in

Figure D.1.
N

Normally, one or more of thesQZJ‘EiV lamps are applied in a luminaire in which each lamp is
connected via a two-wire cab@to the power source. The two individual leads of the ELV cable
run closely together insj the luminaire (Figure D.1a)). Sometimes, ELV lamps are
connected in an arbitra istributed way to a flexible rail installation below a ceiling or on a
wall as shown in Figuré™D.1b). The two wires or metal bars of the rail system provide the ELV
connection from eadhl,éamp to the power source.

S

P

5 Withdrawn.
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a) ELV lamps applied in a luminaire

QQ/\
)
-
) ¢
e

IEC
b) ELV lamps applied in a flexaéail installation
Figure D.1 - Applicat@ of ELV lamps
N\
IA{S&S
O
tungsten halogen lamps which were fed via an AC
hown in Figure D.2. In the past there was no risk for

D.1.3 Potential interference from ELV

Previous types of ELV lamps were pasﬁé
magnetic transformer. A typical circui

radio disturbance from these pass&e alogen ELV lamps and the 50 Hz or 60 Hz magnetic
transformers. In the past decad ~ihe magnetic transformers have been replaced by small-
sized electronic transformers, thermore, ELV halogen lamps have been replaced by active
LED-lamps. As a result, ctronic (LED) ELV-lamps could potentially cause radio
disturbances via the EL iring it is connected to. Therefore, since the publication of
CISPR 15:2013/AMD1: [14], specific limits have been introduced for the ELV terminals of
ELV lamps.

xO

&
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ELV lamp (including the

Mains potential disturbance source)
cable + metallic holder
\/\ Civer /
2-wire
ELV cable ®
Disturbance
2 voltage source
Dad + impedance
Driver A
output Vad
impedance p ELV cable
" I
A
lad ~

Optional PE or FE
connection

RGP
IEC

Figure D.2 — Typical components and wiring for an EL\V.lamp connected to a power
source and the associated lumped-circuit model of the ELV part

D.1.4 Interference scenarios and associated CISPR 15 limits for ELV equipment

Figure D.3 shows the potential interference sgénarios of an ELV lamp connected via an
auxiliary power source to the AC mains networK.

It is assumed that the lamp contains a differential-mode disturbance source with an unknown
impedance.

ELV lamps are usually small and\have symmetrical connections with an ELV network. It is
assumed that the capacitance @f the ELV lamp to the remote ground is so small, that no
common mode disturbance cudfrent can be introduced via capacitive coupling of the ELV lamp.

The differential-mode disturbance current flows into a symmetric two-wire system, the two
individual wires of which run parallel and have equal lengths. So, for a pure symmetrical
installation, the disturbance current in each wire of the ELV cable has a phase difference of
180°. In normal.{uminaire applications (as depicted in Figure D.1a)) the length of the ELV
wires is limited and the distance between the wires is very small.

In somey~more rare applications (example as depicted in Figure D.1b)), ELV lamps are
connegcted using a flexible rail wiring system, of which the two individual wires can have a
longer-length, and which may be separated by a couple of centimeters. If such a rail system
RS’ close to a conductive structure in a ceiling or wall, an unbalance may be introduced
giving rise to a common-mode current.

In such practical installations, branching of the ELV wiring and application of multiple ELV
lamps distributed across the wiring installation is often applied. But this will not be considered
in the modelling in this annex.

Figure D.3 shows the potential interference scenarios from both the ELV part and the mains

part (= low voltage — LV part) of an ELV system.
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CISPR 15:2018 provides two methods for measuring disturbances from ELV lamps. Where the
ELV lamps are applied with a specific power source (restricted ELV lamps), then the

disturbance level of this specific combination shall be measured at the mains side of this
specific power source using an artificial mains network (AMN) and the normal mains
disturbance voltage limits of Table 1 of CISPR 15:2018.

If there is no restriction for the application of power sources (non-restricted ELV lamps), then
the limits for conducted disturbance voltages of Table 4 of CISPR 15:2018 apply using an
AMN at the ELV interface (see Table D.1). These limits are 26 dB above the Table 1 limits of
CISPR 15:2018 that apply for the mains voltage (LV) disturbances. The value of 26 dB 4

based on the typical value of the ELV power source insertion loss of the differential m@e

(DM) current. '<\

Hence, the following potential interference scenarios can be recognized from Figlir\eﬂ?.&

a) conducted coupling from mains disturbance currents (LV-side) to ne@)uring mains
connected radio receivers;

b) radiated coupling from mains disturbance currents (LV-side) g\ﬁeighbouring radio
receivers; Q

c) radiated coupling from the common mode (CM) disturbance (&génts in the ELV cable to
neighbouring radio receivers;

d) radiated coupling from the DM disturbance currents in tI}@'LV cable to neighbouring radio
receivers;

Coupling scenarios a) and b) are covered by the n@ﬁl mains disturbance voltage limits of
Table 1 of CISPR 15:2018.

Coupling scenarios c) and d) are covered b ﬁé limits for conducted disturbance voltages of
Table 4 of CISPR 15:2018 (using an AMN atihe ELV interface). In addition, coupling scenario
d) is also covered by the magnetic field its of Table 8 or Table 9 of CISPR 15:2018, which
conditionally apply (see 5.3.4.1 of CI 5:2018).

\
D.1.5 Modelling of two interi@nce scenarios

Radiated coupling from the D@‘%isturbance currents, i.e. scenario d) of D.1.4, in the two-wire
ELV cable to the electrom etic environment is possible, as the current is not flowing exactly
at the same location, @at a separation distance 4 from the wires. The largest separation
distance will also ge e’éate the highest level of the disturbance field. The model of this DM
interference scenariésis described in more detail in Clause D.2.
.\Q

A second cou@g effect can occur if the symmetry of the wire system is compromised, i.e. by
a coupling, to, remote ground, which may be larger for one of the wires and smaller for the
irex\This would result in some conversion of DM to CM current and the ELV wiring then
common mode radiator. This is coupling scenario c) of D.1.4 and is described in
tail in Clause D.3.

(ﬁ modelling of the two scenarios, the separation d will be limited to 10 cm, as practical

Q installations are unlikely to show larger distances (see also D.4.3).

C)é
o>
Q
Vv
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Figure D.3 — Coupling scenarios
D.2 Direct coupling of the differential mode current

Two wires with a separation distance d carry an equal current flowipg.n opposite direction as
shown in Figure D.4.

Wire system

Point P
.

/

' &

P

Distance d

g
o

A

Protection distance r

L

A

Figure D.4 — Two wire scenario

In point P, which-is" separated from the wire system by the protection distance r, both wires
produce a magnetic field, which is described by the Biot-Savart-Law given in Equation (D.1).

(D.1)

K-oth wires are at the exact same distance from point P, the two magnetic field components
will cancel each other out, as the current is flowing in opposite direction delivering a minus
sign in the superposition of the two field components at point P. As one wire is a bit closer to
point P and the other a bit further away, the cancellation is not perfect. Equation (D.2) shows
the resulting field strength under the assumption that the distance between the wires is much
smaller than the protection distance.

H=H,+H,= ! il (D.2)

d
,‘_7

EE
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Defining the coupling factor for current to magnetic field (for the described effect due to the
wire system) Cy< , leads to Equation (D.3) and inserting the protection distance of r = 10 m

and the wire separation distance d = 0,1 m (see D.1.5) results in a fairly small value.

. 1. 0im
72t T 2x(10mf

=1,59><10-4% (D.3)

Taking the voltage limit of 82 dBuV (150 kHz < f <5 MHz) and 86 dBuV (5 MHz <f<30 M@Q

specified in Table 4 of CISPR 15:2018 and considering a differential mode impedan
Zpy = 100 Q, this results in maximum magnetic field strength values accorg(kg to

Equation (D.4). (_19

O

100 —

Vi imit 150 kiz <f< 5 Mz = 82 dBLV =0,0126 V—2£ 1561074 A @
e

A (D.4)

Horax 150 kHz <f< 5 MH2 :CWS’l></:1,59><1O_4%><1,26><1O_4A:2,OO>< E=—34dB%

m

100 Q _4
Viimits MHz < £ < 30 Mz =86 dBLV = 0,02 V——=-2x107A

4 1 4 g A MA
HmaxSMHz<fs30MHz:CWS,IX/:1'59X1O EXZ'OX'IO A:3,&4%0 E:—godBF
’
NO
NOTE 1 The differential mode (DM) impedance of Z,,, = 100 Q aﬁg for the modelling is the impedance of the

AMN to which the ELV lamp is connected during a conducted emis measurement. The actual DM impedance of
a power source (driver) to which the ELV lamp is connected wgdjffer from this value and is generally unknown.
Furthermore, the overall DM impedance is the sum of the DMQ dance of the AMN (100 Q) and the impedance in
series of the disturbance source inside the ELV lamp. The Iﬁitj is generally unknown, but 0 Q certainly represents

the worst case. C)\

As Table 9 of CISPR 15:2018 also ¢ réns magnetic field strength limits for lighting
equipment, a comparison can be ma to show, that field strength estimated with Biot-
Savart-law that is applied to differential/mode current is not relevant. Figure D.5 shows the
magnetic field limits in 3 m distar@ as required in Table 9 of CISPR 15:2018. Those are
converted to 10 m distance usin&\the conversion factors laid out in Table B.5. Note that the
conversion factors are derived@y assuming a small magnetic dipole source on a perfectly
conductive ground. The valu@ can now be compared to the value given in Equation (D.4).
The Biot-Savart values ar@elow the converted limit for all frequencies in question.
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Figure D.5 — Field strength derived by Biot-Savart-law, ébplled to a differential mode
current in comparison with tt?; values in
CISPR 15:2018, Table 9 (3 m) cefq rted to 10 m

This field strength is rather low, but can be domb'gwt in some cases. This can be considered
by ensuring that none of the coupling factors in this document falls below the coupling
factor Cyg of this Biot-Savart derivation. convenience the coupling factor defined in

Equation (D.3) is converted to electric fie {c(l GAits and power feed (see Equation (D.5)).
3770 Ja

ZoxH Q
0% ~159x% 10411 ~0006¥2 (D5

Zy
Ciye =—— = X —
WS \/* (—/ZXR WS, | \/E 100Q m

A smaller coupling fac‘t@esults in a higher limit value allowance for a given maximum
disturbance field streng To account adequately for the effect of wire separation the
calculated value of.@uatlon (D.5) shall be used instead of the coupling factor if any of the
coupling factors d@; ed for con3|derat|on of other effects (i.e. capacitive coupling to remote
ground, see Ccla}s@e D.3) is below the calculated value of Equation (D.5).

NOTE 2 T coupling factors used in Clause D.2 refer to the input power inserted in differential mode with
respect @ differential mode impedance presented by an AMN. The voltage limit calculated is therefore a
differe @node voltage and needs to be corrected by subtracting 6 dB, as usually only one unsymmetrical voltage
ata tlré)ls measured with the AMN.

‘&, Capacitive coupling to remote ground

The effect of capacitive interaction with remote ground is predominant over branching or
differences in wire lengths. Only the predominant effect for unbalance, leading to radiation of
the ELV lighting installation needs to be considered. To describe the effect, a coupling factor
of the electrical field Copp gp to a given inserted power and a second coupling factor for the

magnetic field Copap yp is defined as given in Equation (D.6).

c xNP AH=C !

E X X
CAP,EP CAP.HP 1207

(D.6)
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They differ, because for most frequencies the victim receiver is in the near field zone of the
radiating lighting installation.

For the calculation of the respective coupling factors, simulations with a Maxwell equation
solver (i.e. NEC2, FEKO, Concept) can be carried out, using a representative lighting
installation. Here besides the lighting installation itself, the capacitive load is simulated as
well. As one possible worst case a conductive metal element, which itself is grounded, is in
close proximity to one of the wires. This is used to represent the practical case of the wire
lying in a metallic wire tray.

Figure D.6 shows the worst case scenario the radiation model is based on.

IEC
Figure D.6 — Principal model used for the simulations

It is represented dy a vertical two wire line with a length of 10 m which starts 1 m above the
ground. The twovparallel wires have a distance of d = 10 cm to each other and are fed with a
differential mode current at the bottom of the wire system in a constant power condition by
impedanee\'match. The upper end is terminated with a resistor which equals the value of the
line impedance of the wire (572 Q).

NOTIE 1 For illustration purposes, only the two wire line is shortened to a 3 m length to fit well in this picture and
the/ conductive vertical plane, which is connected to the ground, is much closer to the two wire system in the
simulation than depicted in Figure D.6.

To introduce unbalance, a conductive vertical plane of 30 cm width is placed perpendicularly
to the two wire lines at a distance of 5 cm from the facing wire. Since the distance of that
plane to the other wire is now 15 cm, the capacity to ground is much higher from the closer
wire than from the remote wire, thus unbalancing the system. Furthermore this conductive
plane is connected to the ideally conducting ground plane, which on the whole represents a

warat-oo madal far th aecaacraant £ 4+ i fonta,
WUOUTST UaSTTTMMOUCT TUT 0TC aSSTSSToTTIC U o oUT Ty ractor—

Figure D.7 shows the field strength distribution on a plane at a distance of 10 m from the
installation.
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a) Capacitive load distance to wires 1 m

IEC

b) Capacitive load distance to wires 5 cm

Figure D.7 —FElectric field distribution (at 10 MHz) on a vertical plane
atddistance of 10 m from the vertical two wire system

When the capagttive load is placed at a distance of one meter from the two wire system
almost no field”is detectable (Figure D.7a)). Placing the capacitive load only 5 cm away from
the wiredeads to a quite different result (Figure D.7b)). It can be clearly seen that the
introducCtion of an unbalance to the system dominates the radiation characteristics.

This/again confirms the statement that an unbalance of the system to remote ground has a
farge impact while direct radiation caused by the differential mode current in the
corresponding wires can be neglected in these considerations.

The simulation is repeated for different sizes of the capacitive load. In the first simulation the
capacitive plate is only 3 m high. As this length influences the frequency dependence of the
coupling factor due to resonance effects, it is repeated with a length of 6 m and 9 m.

on the length of the capacitive plate, the maxima are located at different frequencies but of
the same magnitude. A general trend can be observed, as low frequencies are radiated
slightly less effectively, while for the upper frequencies the wire system becomes a more
effective radiator.
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The dotted lines show the magnetic field case, v@ge for comparability, the result was multiplied by 120 x m Q.

Figure D.8 - Coup\@g factor result for 3 different scenarios

To find a closed formula for @Qouplmg factor, all calculated factors were averaged (red line
in Figure D.8) and a regression line was calculated, which is described by
Equation (D.7).

Q\\C‘}‘ Cont N 22

NOTE Zﬁall frequencies considered the coupling interaction is stronger than the effect of the wire system
descri@ Clause D.2, therefore only C.,, is considered in the calculation for limit validation.

6%;) Consideration of probability factors

=0,00238x f MHz)+0,01617 (D.7)

o
{@

Q.Q D.4.1 General
?\

The disturbance will not actually occur in all cases, due to the fact that victim and source
need to coincide in time, location and frequency. These three probability factors are assumed
to play the major role in a disturbance scenario from ELV lighting installations.

0,22 - | = Regression q/
W

QAE A Coupling factor for 10 m distance
— 03 A4
S —_——— E3m )
8 0284/ ——— E6m C
o E9m -
£ 0264|---~- H3m QO
3 -~ - == Hém (-1/
O 0,24 H9m Q

= Average q,

When logarithmic probability factors are calculated, the linear probability shall be converted to
a logarithm in base 10 and multiplied with a factor of 10, which originates from the signal-to-
disturbance ratio defined as ratio of received signal power to the received disturbance power.
Solely for distance ratios a factor of 20 shall be used.
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NOTE Building attenuation was not considered as for the frequency range up to 30 MHz no reliable data is
avallable Due to the reIatlver Iarge wavelength the penetratlon depth is Iarge compared to the thlckness of the

D.4.2 Probability factor for time coincidence up; and op; C)C_
The disturbance can only occur at times, when the lighting installation is in operation. It can rl/Q

be assumed that most lamps are only used when there is no daylight available, resulting in an Q
overall usage of 12 h per day. This leads to the probability of 50 % and the resulting factor as q/q/

shown in Equation (D.8). @Q

However, different night time lengths occur in the course of the year. Ther a need for
light varying between 4 h to 20 h per day following a uniform d|str|but|o ssumed. The
respective standard deviation can be calculated as shown in Equation (D, 9,}

Opy = — —2'dB (D.9)

2x3 y
NO
D.4.3 Probability factor for location coincidence’ﬁps and opg

It is assumed, that every second household u QLV lighting somewhere on the premises.
However, the coupling model using wire line fez,é:ranon distances of 10 cm represents the
worst case. Such systems are more sparse @ populated in residential areas and it was
suggested to assume only one out of eig allations would be of such type. This could vary
insofar as every second household or oq%every twentieth household has such an installation,
which leads to the values given in Eq{l? n (D.10).

\‘f
sz =—10xlog,{ 0,5x0,125)=12 dB
\\g@ 14
o
C\}‘\ Opg = — 5 =5dB (D.10)

It was assumed that there is only one amateur station in every thousand households in a
world a e. Therefore an additional location coincidence was applied in the case of the
amate).éadio service.

%\OJ Hpg amar = —1010g;4(0,001) =30 dB
Q~Q 10x10g10 (0,0005) ~10xlogy (0,005) (D.11)
P8 AmaR =~ =
i 2
&@ D.4.4 Probability factor for frequency coincidence up, and op,

present. Therefore the frequency commdence is assumed to be unlty whlch represents the
worst case.
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_0dB
Hoa (D.12)

&
Q
N
To fulfil the primary task of verification of the limits for ELV lamps as specified since the (1/
publication of CISPR 15:2013/AMD1:2015 [14], this clause presents a calculation based on aoqz
simulation of the coupling factor with a worst case model. The following list gives an overw%
of the parameters needed for the verification for a given radio service or apphcatl%c.

Subsequently, the assumptions made to gain concrete values for the calculation
described in detail.

D.5 Calculation of the limit

e wanted signal field strength E,; r\q’Q
e required S/N resp. protection ratio Rp; @Q
e probability for time coincidence Py; ,\X?\

Q

e probability for location coincidence Pg; (_19

e probability for frequency coincidence inclusive harmonics Py ;

e global coupling factor C,. '\(b’

The maximum permissible interference field strength Qar the disturbance is determined by

subtracting the protection ratio from the wanted sig field strength of the radio application.
Usually these parameters are given in ITU-R ications, but for simplicity CISPR has
collected and published the results in the "R Services Database" on the IEC website
under the EMC technology sector. There theﬁfﬁho application to be protected is chosen and
the permissible disturbance field strength E, calculated. This has to be evaluated for every

entry in the radio services database res&ng in a function for E;, dependent on the frequency.

If the bandwidth of the radio ser @s equal to the measurement bandwidth nothing needs to
be done with respect to correctlo maximum tolerable noise. In the case of lower bandwidth
of the radio service, as in gs\ ase of the amateur radio services, the bandwidth shall be
corrected according to Sub se 5.6.6.2 using Equation (D.13).

¥
8 bvictim
\l~\ Eircon = Eip +10xlog| —1<tm— (D.13)
.\\() measurement
NOTE The document is based on the assumption that the signal characteristics of disturbances caused by ELV
systems in worst case are continuous, leading to equivalent outputs of all CISPR detectors.

The &)missible interference field strength E| ;i with the consideration of probability factors

i(so@éulated by Equation (D.14).

2
Q 2 2 2

?9" Eimit = Eir,com + Hpa + Hp7 + Hpg — 1y X|Opy +0p7 +0pg (D.14)

According to the relationships between the quantities given in Equation (D.6), the maximum
perm|SS|bIe d|sturbance power P_ can be derived by combining the funct|on EL|m|t

caused by the wire system can be neglected as shown in CIause D.3) for each frequency
resulting in Equation (D.15).
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2
p - ELin:it (D.15)
@]

The disturbance voltage limit for type tests on ELV lamps at test sites Uy, can be derived
using Equation (D.16).

ULimit[v} = 1/1 00Q2x A, [w}
Ulimit| WV ]
[\

(D.76)
UL imit| dBRV ] = 20 xlog;

Table D.1 gives an overview of the most important parameters for well-established radio
services in the frequency range from 150 kHz to 30 MHz.

Table D.1 — Calculation of U| ;,;; for radio services between 150’kHz and 30 MHz

f E, Rp | Service E;; Hp7 Hpg Hpy Elimit Ceap P ULimit
Time |Location | Frequengy

[MHz] | [dBuV/m] | [dB] [dBpV/m] | [dB] | [dB] (48] [dBuV/m] | [@/m] | [dBm] | [dBuV]
0,20 72 30 LF 42 3 12 0 52,5 0,017 -1,9 108,1
0,28 71 30 LF 41 3 12 0 51,5 0,017 -3,0 107,0
0,48 -1 10 AmaR -11 3 42 0 33,1 0,017 -21,7 88,3
1,00 60 30 MF 30 3 12 0 40,5 0,019 -14,9 95,1
1,91 -3 10 AmaR -13 3 42 0 31,1 0,021 -25,3 84,7
3,75 -6 10 AmaR -16 3 42 0 28,1 0,025 -29,9 80,1
3,95 47 27 HF 20 3 12 0 30,5 0,026 -27,7 82,3
5,95 45 27 HF 18 3 12 0 28,5 0,030 -31,2 78,8
6,10 45 27 HF 18 3 12 0 28,5 0,031 -31,3 78,7
7,15 -8 10 AmaR -18 3 42 0 26,1 0,033 -34,4 75,6
7,25 45 27 HF 18 3 12 0 28,5 0,033 -32,0 78,0
7,33 45 27 AF 18 3 12 0 28,5 0,034 -32,1 77,9
9,45 44 27 HF 17 3 12 0 27,5 0,039 -34,3 75,7
9,70 44 27 HF 17 3 12 0 27,5 0,039 -34.,4 75,6
10,13 -10 10 AmaR -20 3 42 0 24 1 0,040 -38,0 72,0
11,63 43 27 HF 16 3 12 0 26,5 0,044 -36,4 73,6
11,80 43 27 HF 16 3 12 0 26,5 0,044 -36,4 73,6
12,05 43 27 HF 16 3 12 0 26,5 0,045 -36,6 73,4
13,60 43 27 HF 16 3 12 0 26,5 0,049 -37,2 72,8
3570 43 27 HF 16 3 12 0 26,5 0,049 -37,3 72,7
13,87 43 27 HF 16 3 12 0 26,5 0,049 -37,4 72,6
14,18 -11 10 AmaR -21 3 42 0 23,1 0,050 -40,9 69,1
15,35 42 27 HF 15 3 12 0 25,5 0,053 -39,0 71,0
15,70 42 27 HF 15 3 12 0 25,5 0,054 -39,1 70,9
17,50 42 27 HF 15 3 12 0 25,5 0,058 -39,8 70,2
17,80 42 27 HF 15 3 12 0 25,5 0,059 -39,9 70,1
18,10 -12 10 AmaR -22 3 42 0 22,1 0,059 -43,4 66,6
18,95 41 27 HF 14 3 12 0 24,5 0,061 -41,3 68,7
21,23 -13 10 AmaR -23 3 42 0 21,1 0,067 -45.,4 64,6
21,65 41 27 HF 14 3 12 0 24,5 0,068 -42.1 67,9
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Figure D.9 — Overview of th
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150 kHz and 30 MHz
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From the analysis of the green ?J‘ts in Figure D.9 (each representing a radio service from the

radio service database) a fr
choice. The line was deriv

5

linear regression with the limit values against the logarithm of

cy dependent limit line as drawn in green would be a logical

frequency leading to a Ijr&f 107,7 dBuV at 150 kHz decreasing with logarithm of frequency
to 63,8 dBuV at 30 MHz\"

The presented,

validated by
|nformat|on .

Fro

s

@

are not fully protected, while on the other hand, the existing limit line in the lower
f ency range seems to be too strict.

xO
el was developed based mainly on worst case assumptions and not
periments. Moreover, probability factors were estimated from limited

calculation, it can be stated that many radio services in the frequency range above

f E, Rp | Service E;; Hp7 Hpg Hpy E\imit Ceap P ULimit
TTme |[LCocation | Frequency
[MHZz] | [dBpV/m] | [dB] [dBuV/m] | [dB] [dB] [dB] [dBuV/m] | [Q/m] | [dBm] | [dBuV] c
24,94 -14 10 AmaR -24 3 42 0 20,1 0,076 | -47,5 62,5 C).'
26,00 40 27 HF 13 3 12 0 23,5 0,078 | -44,4 65,6 ('19
28,80 -16 10 AmaR -26 3 42 0 18,1 0,085 | -50,5 59,5
s N\
% 110 P— /\x
> 100 q/
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o
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INTERNATIONAL ELECTROTECHNICAL COMMISSION

INTERNATIONAL SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON RADIO INTERFERENCE

SPECIFICATION FOR RADIO DISTURBANCE AND IMMUNITY
MEASURING APPARATUS AND METHODS -

Part 4-4: Uncertainties, statistics and limit modelling -
Statistics of complaints and a model for the calculation of limits
for the protection of radio services

FOREWORD

1) The International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) is a worldwide organization for standardization comprising
all national electrotechnical committees (IEC National Committees). The object »6f' IEC is to promote
international co-operation on all questions concerning standardization in the electriecal, and electronic fields. To
this end and in addition to other activities, IEC publishes International Standards;y Technical Specifications,
Technical Reports, Publicly Available Specifications (PAS) and Guides (hereafter referred to as “IEC
Publication(s)”). Their preparation is entrusted to technical committees; any IEC National Committee interested
in the subject dealt with may participate in this preparatory work. International, governmental and non-
governmental organizations liaising with the IEC also participate in this preparation. IEC collaborates closely
with the International Organization for Standardization (ISO) in accordance with conditions determined by
agreement between the two organizations.

2) The formal decisions or agreements of IEC on technical matters“express, as nearly as possible, an international
consensus of opinion on the relevant subjects since each/technical committee has representation from all
interested IEC National Committees.

3) IEC Publications have the form of recommendations for_international use and are accepted by IEC National
Committees in that sense. While all reasonable efforts)are made to ensure that the technical content of IEC
Publications is accurate, IEC cannot be held responsible for the way in which they are used or for any
misinterpretation by any end user.

4) In order to promote international uniformity;NEC National Committees undertake to apply IEC Publications
transparently to the maximum extent paSsible in their national and regional publications. Any divergence
between any IEC Publication and the carresponding national or regional publication shall be clearly indicated in
the latter.

5) IEC provides no marking procedure to indicate its approval and cannot be rendered responsible for any
equipment declared to be in conférmity with an IEC Publication.

6) All users should ensure that they have the latest edition of this publication.

7) No liability shall attach toMEC or its directors, employees, servants or agents including individual experts and
members of its technical committees and IEC National Committees for any personal injury, property damage or
other damage of any. mature whatsoever, whether direct or indirect, or for costs (including legal fees) and
expenses arising“out of the publication, use of, or reliance upon, this IEC Publication or any other IEC
Publications.

8) Attention is drawn to the Normative references cited in this publication. Use of the referenced publications is
indispensable for the correct application of this publication.

9) Attentionvis drawn to the possibility that some of the elements of this IEC Publication may be the subject of
patent-rights. IEC shall not be held responsible for identifying any or all such patent rights.

This consolidated version of the official IEC Standard and its amendments has been
prepared for user convenience.

CISPR 16-4-4 edition 2.2 contains the second edition (2007-07) [documents CISPR/
H/147/DTR and CISPR/H/153/RVC], its amendment 1 (2017-06) [documents CIS/H/313/
DTR and CIS/H/319/RVC] and its amendment 2 (2020-04) [documents CIS/H/402/DTR and

ClS/IH/IA07ZAIRV/DTR1
T™OT

GTOTTT XISV OIS

This Final version does not show where the technical content is modified by
amendments 1 and 2. A separate Redline version with all changes highlighted is
available in this publication.
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The main task of IEC technical committees is to prepare International Standards. However, a
technical committee may propose the publication of a technical report when it has

collected data of a different kind from that which is normally published as an International
Standard, for example "state of the art".

This second edition of CISPR 16-4-4, which is a technical report, has been prepared by
CISPR subcommittee H: Limits for the protection of radio services.

This second edition of CISPR 16-4-4 contains two thoroughly updated Clauses 4 and 5;
compared with its first edition. It also contains, in its new Annex A, values of the classical
CISPR mains decoupling factor which were determined by measurements in real LV AC mains
grids in the 1960s. It is deemed that these mains decoupling factors are still valid and
representative also for modern and well maintained LV AC mains grids around the world.

The information in Clause 4 — Statistics of complaints and sources of interference — was
accomplished by the history and evolution of the CISPR statistics on complaints about radio
frequency interference (RFI) and by background information on evolution>in radio-based
communication technologies. Furthermore, the forms for collation of aetual RFI cases were
detailed and structured in a way allowing for more qualified assessment and evaluation of
compiled annual data in regard to the interference situation, as ©.g’ fixed or mobile radio
reception, or analogue or digital modulation of the interfered” with radio service or
application concerned.

The information in Clause 5 — A model for the calculation“of limits — was accomplished in
several ways. The model itself was accomplished /in~respect of the remote coupling
situation as well as the close coupling one. Further supplements of this model were
incorporated regarding certain aspects of the/coupling path via induction and wave
propagation (radiation) of classical telecommunication networks. Furthermore, the calculation
model on statistics and probability underwent,revision and was brought in line with a
more modern mathematical approach. Eveéntually the present model was extended for a
possible determination of CISPR limits in,the-frequency range above 1 GHz.

This publication has been drafted in.accordance with the ISO/IEC Directives, Part 2.

The committee has decided thabthe contents of the base publication and its amendments will
remain unchanged until the" stability date indicated on the IEC web site under
"http://webstore.iec.ch" in_the data related to the specific publication. At this date, the
publication will be

e reconfirmed,

e withdrawn|

e replaced by a revised edition, or
e amended.

IMPORTANT - The 'colour inside’' logo on the cover page of this publication indicates
that it contains colours which are considered to be useful for the correct
understanding of its contents. Users should therefore print this document using a
colour printer.
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SPECIFICATION FOR RADIO DISTURBANCE AND IMMUNITY
MEASURING APPARATUS AND METHODS —

Part 4-4: Uncertainties, statistics and limit modelling -
Statistics of complaints and a model for the calculation of limits
for the protection of radio services

1 Scope

This part of CISPR 16 contains a recommendation on how to deal with statistics\of radio
interference complaints. Furthermore it describes the calculation of limits for disturbance field
strength and voltage for the measurement on a test site based on models for {he distribution
of disturbances by radiated and conducted coupling, respectively.

2 Normative references

The following referenced documents are indispensable for the application of this document.
For dated references, only the edition cited applies. For undated‘references, the latest edition
of the referenced document (including any amendments) applies.

IEC 60050-161, International Electrotechnical Vocabulary (IEV) — Part 161: Electromagnetic
compatibility (available at http://www.electropedia.org)

CISPR 11, Industrial, scientific and medical yequipment — Radio-frequency disturbance
characteristics — Limits and methods of measurement

CISPR 16-4-3, Specification for radio\\disturbance and immunity measuring apparatus and
methods — Part 4-3: Uncertainties, statistics and limit modelling — Statistical considerations in
the determination of EMC compliance of mass-produced products

CISPR 15:2018, Limits and methods of measurement of radio disturbance characteristics of
electrical lighting and similar equipment

3 Terms and definitions

For the purpoSes’ of this document, the terms and definitions given in IEC 60050-161 and the
following apply.

ISO and~IEC maintain terminological databases for use in standardization at the following
addresses:

o~ |EC Electropedia: available at http://www.electropedia.org/
e |ISO Online browsing platform: available at http://www.iso.org/obp
3.1 Terms and definitions

3.1.1
complaint

request for assistance made to the RFI investigation service by the user of a radio receiving
equipment who complains that reception is degraded by radio frequency interference (RFI)


http://www.iso.org/obp
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3.1.2
RFl investigation service

institution having the task of investigating reported cases of radio frequency interference and
which operates at the national basis

EXAMPLE Radio service provider, CATV network provider, administration, regulatory authority.

3.1.3

source

any type of electric or electronic equipment, system, or (part of) installation emanating
disturbances in the radio frequency (RF) range which can cause radio frequency interference
to a certain kind of radio receiving equipment

3.2 Symbols and abbreviated terms

Ei permissible interference field strength at the point A in space where/the antenna
of the victim receiver is located — without consideration of probability factors

Elimit permissible interference field strength at the point A in space where the antenna
of the victim receiver is located — with consideration of prébability factors

Rp protection ratio

Cpy coupling factor describing the proportionality of .the field strength E with the

square root of the power P injected as common“mode into the radiating structure
by the apparatus (GCPC)

Group A defined PV generator group for single-family detached houses
Group B defined PV generator group for multi-storey buildings with flat roof tops
Group C  defined PV generator group for sun_tracking supports (“trees”)
Group D  defined PV generator group for large barns in the countryside

P, probability of an individual PV generator being a member of Group i

EPV group-independent mean value for the coupling factor

Pg disturbance poweriemitted by a GCPC with the complex source impedance Zg

P power injectedinto the PV generator eventually radiated via that installation

Prc disturbange power determined at the DC-AN on a standardized test site according
to CISPR"11 with fixed impedance Z;¢ = 150 Q

ULimit permitted disturbance voltage limit

Py probability for time coincidence (up; in dB)

Pg probability for location coincidence (upg in dB)

Py probability for frequency coincidence inclusive harmonics(up, in dB)

mp mismatch loss in use case (between the GCPC with complex source impedance
Zg and the PV generator with complex load impedance Z, )

mrc mismatch loss in test case (between the GCPC with complex source impedance
Zg and the DC-AN according to CISPR 11 with measurement impedance fixed to

AN artifieiat-mainsretweork

CM common mode
DC-AN DC artificial network
DM differential mode
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GCPC grid connected power converter

S /N noise
o7 TN HOTSE

4 Statistics of complaints and sources of interference

4.1 Introduction and history

The previous edition of CISPR 16-4-4 contained, in its Clause 4, a complete reprint of CISPR
Recommendation 2/3 on statistics of complaints and sources of interference. However, due to
modern technological evolution in radio systems directed towards introduction of digital radio
services, and due to increasing use of mobile and portable radio appliances by the publici‘the
traditional CISPR statistics of complaints on radio frequency interference are experiencing a
decreasing significance as an indicator of the quality of standardisation work for the-protection
of radio services and applications. That is why related information in this  &dition of
CISPR 16-4-4 is reduced to the necessary minimum allowing interested parties to continue
their complaint-based collation of data on an annual basis.

In order to accommodate the evolution in modern radio technology and\mobile and portable
use of radio receiving equipment, it may be necessary to replace or-foygather the complaints-
based CISPR statistics by other more modern statistics or means..These new statistics should
be based on a systematic annual collation of data about degradation of quality of radio
services and reception due to electromagnetic disturbances .0ccurring in the environment.
These data will have to be collected and processed, however, primarily by the radio service
providers themselves.

4.2 Relationship between radio frequency interference and complaints

Whatever the radio system involved, official complaints usually represent only a small subset
of all occurring interference situations. Occasional interference generally does not lead to an
official complaint if its duration is brief or if ithappens only once in a while. It is only when the
same interference situation occurs repetitively that an official complaint is reported. This
situation also greatly depends on thé/conditions of use (fixed or mobile) of the victim radio
system.

4.2.1 Radio frequency interference to a fixed radio receiver

Before the wide development of portable radio devices, radio systems that suffered from
interference were generally used in fixed locations. This is the case, for example for a TV set
in a flat or home: if this TV set is regularly interfered with by radiation or conduction from
other equipment located inside or just outside the house, then it is probable that a complaint
will be issued. FThé same applies if a satellite antenna, a fixed radio link, or a cellular phone
base station suffers from radio frequency interference.

4.2.2 Radio frequency interference to a mobile radio receiver

The~multiplication of portable radio systems such as cellular phones and short range radio
systems has changed the conditions regarding interference situations and interference
complaints. The ability for the user to move makes it easier to resolve a particular interference
case, but makes it more difficult to recognise that an interference case has actually occurred.

4.2.3 Consequences of the move from analogue to digital radio systems

In addition to the conditions of use of the victim radio system, technological evolution in radio
services with successive phasing out of analogue and exponential growth of digital

———applications atso Tas CONMSequences o the mumber of Teported-imterference cases.

If a digital mobile phone or a wireless LAN receiver cannot receive the signal from the nearest
base station or access point because of an unwanted emission from a nearby equipment, the
user will never suspect this equipment and will not even consider the possibility of an
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interference occurring. He will assume that the coverage of the network is poor and will move
to another place to make his call or to get his connection. Furthermore, as these systems are

generally frequency agile, if one channel is interfered with, the system will choose another
channel, but if all other channels are occupied, then the phone will indicate that the network is
busy, and once again, the user will think the network capacity is not large enough to
accommodate his call, but he will never suspect an EMC problem.

Generally for analogue systems, one can hear the interference. With digital and mobile
systems, interference is much less noticeable (muting in audio reception, or frozen images on
the TV set for DVB). In addition, modern digital modulations implement complex escape
mechanisms (data error correction, frequency agile systems, etc.) so that the system can
already be permanently affected from an EMC point of view before an interference case is
actually detected.

4.3 Towards the loss of a precious indicator: interference complaints

The evolutions detailed above — generalisation of mobile use of radio receivers and the move
from analogue to digital radio services — will not reduce the number of intétference situations,
but continues to decrease the probability of getting significant numbers of interference
complaints indicating an existing EMC problem. So, along with theygrowing development of
portable digital radio devices, the usefulness of traditional interference complaints statistics to
support the CISPR work will continue to diminish in importance.

4.4 CISPR recommendations for collation of statistical data on interference complaints
and classification of interference sources

Considering

a) that RFI investigation services may whish to continue publication of statistics on
interference complaints;

b) that it would be useful to be able to cempare the figures for certain categories of sources;

c) that varied and ambiguous preseqtation of these statistics often renders this comparison
difficult,

CISPR recommends

(1) that the statistics provided to National Committees should be in such a form that the

following information’may be readily extracted:

(1.1) the number ofcgomplaints as a percentage of the total number of sound broadcast
receivers or television broadcast receivers or other radio communication receivers in
operation;in.a certain country, or region;

(1.2) the relative aggressivity of the various sources of interference in the different frequency
bands;

(1.3) Ahe/comparison of the interference caused by the same source in different frequency
bands;

(@-4) the effectiveness of limits (CISPR or national) and other counter-measures on items
(1.1), (1.2), and (1.3);

(1.5) the number of sources of the same type involved in a certain interference case.
Interference may be caused by a group of devices, for example, a number of fluorescent
lamps on one circuit. In such cases, the number to be entered into the statistics is
determined by the RFI investigation service.

NOTE To facilitate comparison of statistics, the method used to determine the number of sources should

N totad
oe—Statear

One source may cause many complaints and one complaint may be caused by more
than one source. Therefore it is clear that the number of sources and the number of
complaints against any classification code may not be related.


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017 -13 -
+AMD2:2020 CSV © |IEC 2020

For the purpose of these statistics, active generators of electrical energy and apparatus
and installations which cause interference by secondary effects (secondary modulation)

are included. See also appliances of category B in Table 1;

(1.6) causes of complaints not related to a source, as e.g. unsatisfactory radio reception due
to a lack of immunity of the radio receiving installation or a lack of coverage with wanted
radio signals, see also appliances of category K in Table 1;

(2) that statistics should cover a complete calendar year; they should whenever possible be
presented in the following form, see standard forms in Figures 1a to 1d, without
necessarily employing more detailed categories than listed in Table 1. It is however not
intended to exclude further subdivisions; these may be desirable, but they should fit info
the scheme of the standard forms set out below; the code numbers refer to the,items
listed in Table 1.

4.5 Forms for statistics of interference complaints

1 Radio services with analogue modulation

1.1 Fixed or stationary radio reception

Source of interference Number of complaints per radio service
or other cause of complaint from each source
Classification Description Total number Broadcasting @ Other
code in each b

i Jeacht services
identification

Sound ¢ | Television ©

LF/ | 1l | 1 | Iviv
MF/
HF
A 1 1
2 1

etc. as indicated in Table 1

1.1 | Fixed or stationary radio reception, analogue Totals
modulation
a LF = low radio frequency (long waves);
MF = medium radio frequency/(medium waves);

HF = high radio frequencys(short waves).

These three bands may eithier be grouped together, as shown, or dealt with separately.
I = Band Il (VHE/seund broadcasting);

| = Band | (VHF/television broadcasting);

I = Band IIMN(VHF/television broadcasting);

VIV Band IV/V (UHF/television broadcasting).

b The service and band affected should be stated.

c At 'the time of receipt of complaints of interference, i.e. before they have been investigated fully, it may not be
possible to apportion the complaints accurately to the various broadcasting services. If this is so, then the
number of complaints should be stated separately for sound broadcasting and television broadcasting.

IEC 1182/07

Figure 1a — Standard form for statistics on interference complaints recommended for
radio services with analogue modulation and fixed or stationary radio reception
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1 Radio services with analogue modulation
12 Mobiteorportablteradioreception
Source of interference Number of complaints per radio service
or other cause of complaint from each source
Classification Description Total number Broadcasting @ Other
code in each services P
identification
Sound © | Television €
LF/ | 1l | 1 | Iviv
MF/
HF
A 1 1
2 1
etc. as indicated in Table 1
1.2 | Mobile or portable radio reception, analogue Totals
modulation
a LF = low radio frequency (long waves);
MF = medium radio frequency (medium waves);
HF = high radio frequency (short waves).
These three bands may either be grouped together, as shown, or dealt with’ separately.
1 = Band Il (VHF/sound broadcasting);
| = Band | (VHF/television broadcasting);
Il = Band Ill (VHF/television broadcasting);
IV/IV = Band IV/V (UHF/television broadcasting).
b The service and band affected should be stated.
¢ At the time of receipt of complaints of interference, i.e. before they have been investigated fully, it may not be
possible to apportion the complaints accurately to the various broadcasting services. If this is so, then the
number of complaints should be stated separately for sound broadcasting and television broadcasting.

IEC 1183/07

Figure 1b — Standard form for statistics on interference complaints recommended for
radio services with analogue modulation and mobile or portable radio reception
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2 Radio services with digital modulation

2.1 Fixed or stationary radio reception

Source of interference Number of complaints per radio service
or other cause of complaint from each source
Classification Description Tot.al number Broadcasting @ Other
code in each services P

identification

Sound © Television €

LF/ | 1l | [ Iviv
MF/
HF
A 1 1
2 1

etc. as indicated in Table 1

2.1 | Fixed or stationary radio reception, digital Totals
modulation
a LF = low radio frequency (long waves);
MF = medium radio frequency (medium waves);

HF

high radio frequency (short waves).

These three bands may either be grouped together, as shown, ordéalt with separately.
1 = Band Il (VHF/sound broadcasting);

| = Band | (VHF/television broadcasting);

Il = Band Ill (VHF/television broadcasting);

VIV Band IV/V (UHF/television broadcasting).

b The service and band affected should be stated(

c At the time of receipt of complaints of interference, i.e. before they have been investigated fully, it may not be
possible to apportion the complaints accurately to the various broadcasting services. If this is so, then the
number of complaints should be stated\separately for sound broadcasting and television broadcasting.

IEC 1184/07

Figure 1c¢ — Standard form for statistics on interference complaints recommended for
radio services with”digital modulation and fixed or stationary radio reception
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2 Radio services with digital modulation
2.2 Mobile or portable radio reception
Source of interference Number of complaints per radio service
or other cause of complaint from each source
Classification Description Total number Broadcasting @ Other
code in each services D

identification

Sound © | Television €
LF/ | 1l | 1 [ Iviv
MF/
HF
A 1 1
2 1
etc. as indicated in Table 1
2.2 | Mobile or portable radio reception, digital Totals
modulation
a LF = low radio frequency (long waves);
MF = medium radio frequency (medium waves);
HF = high radio frequency (short waves).
These three bands may either be grouped together, as shown, ordéalt with separately.
1 = Band Il (VHF/sound broadcasting);
| = Band | (VHF/television broadcasting);
Il = Band Ill (VHF/television broadcasting);
IV/IV = Band IV/V (UHF/television broadcasting).
b The service and band affected should be stated(
c At the time of receipt of complaints of interference, i.e. before they have been investigated fully, it may not be

possible to apportion the complaints accurately to the various broadcasting services. If this is so, then the
number of complaints should be stated\separately for sound broadcasting and television broadcasting.

IEC 1185/07

Figure 1d — Standard form for statistics on interference complaints recommended for
radio services with’digital modulation and mobile or portable radio reception

Figure 1 = Standard forms for statistics on interference complaints

For RFI investigation services which would like to issue reports on statistics of interference
complaints\it'is recommended to use the classification of interference sources set out in
Table 1~Use of this classification will facilitate comparison of RFI situations observed in
differentCountries.
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Table 1 — Classification of sources of radio frequency interference

and other causes of complaint

Classification code

Description of the source

A Industrial, scientific, and medical (ISM) RF apparatus (CISPR 11)

A1 Industrial, scientific, and medical (ISM) RF apparatus (group 2) inclusive microwave
ovens and RF lighting appliances

A.2 Other industrial or similar apparatus (group 2) as e.g. arc welding equipment or
spark generating apparatus (EDM), etc.

A.3 Other industrial or similar apparatus (group 1) as e.g. generators, motors,
convertors, semiconductor controlled devices, etc.

Electric power supply, distribution and electric traction (CISPR 11, CISPR "18)

B.1 Power supply installations (AC or DC voltages exceeding 100 kV) as e.g: overhead
power lines, generating and switching stations, converting stations, etc:

B.2 Power supply installations (AC or DC voltages 1 kV to 100 kV) as_eg? overhead
power lines, generating and switching stations, converting stations, etc.

B.3 Low voltage (LV) power supply and distribution (AC or DC ¥bltages up to 1 kV)

B.4 Electric traction as e.g. for railways, tramways, or trolley“buses

C Low power appliances as normally used in households, offices
and small workshops (CISPR 14)

C.1 Motors in household appliances e.g. in electric-fools, vacuum cleaners, etc.

C.2 Contact devices, thermostats, etc.

C.3 Semiconductor controlled appliances {less than 1 kW load)

D Gaseous discharge and other lamips and luminaries (CISPR 15)

Fluorescent lamps and luminaries, neon advertising signs, self-ballasted lamps, etc.

Ea Radio broadcast receiving-installations (CISPR 13, CISPR 25)

E.1 Sound broadcast receivers for fixed or mobile use

E.2 Television broadecast/receivers for fixed or mobile use

E.3 Cable television installations (CATV)

Fa Radio communication systems (ITU Recommendations)

F.1 RadioBroadcast or communication transmitters for fixed or mobile use

F.2 Radio communication receivers for fixed or mobile use

G Ignition systems of internal combustion engines (CISPR 12)

Cars, motor bikes, boats, trucks, etc. if propelled by electrical means or internal
combustion engines or both, exclusive electric traction vehicles
Information and communication technology (ICT) appliances (CISPR 22)

H.1 Wire-bound telecommunication terminal equipment (TTE) and telecommunication
equipment (TE) in the infrastructure of networks as e.g. in telecommunication
centres, wire-bound LAN, etc.

H.2 Data processing equipment (DPE) such as e.g. computers and ancillary equipment

H.3 Radiation from wire-bound telecommunication networks

1 Identified sources other than those specified (IEC 61000-6-3 and IEC 61000-6-4)

K Other causes of complaint

K.1 Lack of immunity of radio receiving installations or other appliances

K.2 Lack of coverage of wanted radio service (weak or faulty wanted signals)

a

Only those complaints belong to the statistics where a radio broadcast receiving installation (E) or a component
of a radio communication system (F) was identified as causing the interference.
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5 A model for the calculation of limits

5.1 Introduction

A harmonized method of calculation is an important precondition for the efficient discussion of
CISPR limits by National Committees and the adoption of CISPR publications.

5.1.1 Generation of EM disturbances

CISPR publications are developed for protection of radio communications and often several
types of radio networks are to be protected by a single emission limit.

Most electrotechnical equipment has the potential to interfere with radio communications.
Coupling from the source of electromagnetic disturbance to the radio cemmunications
installation may be by radiation, induction, conduction, or a combination of these
mechanisms. Control of the pollution of the radio spectrum is accomplishe@>by limiting at the
source the levels of appropriate components of the electromagnetic disturbances (voltage,
current, field strength, etc.). The choice of the appropriate component)is determined by the
mechanism of coupling, the effect of the disturbance on radio communications installations
and the means of measurement available.

5.1.2 Immunity from EM disturbances

Most radio receiving equipment has the potential te_‘malfunction as the result of being
subjected to EM disturbances.

Protection of equipment is accomplished by hardening the appropriate disturbance entry route
except for the antenna input port, for in-band ‘disturbances. The choice is determined by the
mechanism of coupling, the effect of the disturbance on the electronic equipment and the
means of measurement available.

5.1.3 Planning a radio service

Before planning a radio communication service, it is necessary to decide upon the reliability of
obtaining a predetermined quality of reception. This condition can be expressed in terms of
the probability of the actgal signal-to-interference ratio R at the antenna input port of a
receiver being greater thar the minimum permissible signal-to-interference ratio R, needed to

get a predetermined_quality of reception a. That is:
PR(ur;or)2 Ry l=a

where

Pl ] is the probability function;

R(LR;oR) is the actual signal-to-interference ratio as a function of its mean value (ug) and
standard deviation (oR);

Rp is the minimum permissible signal-to-interference ratio (protection ratio);

a is a specified value representing the reliability of communications.

This probability condition is the basis for the method of determining limits.
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5.2 Probability of interference

In order to make recommendations to protect adequately the radio communications systems
of interest to the ITU, considerable attention is paid within CISPR to the probability of
interference occurring. The following is an extract from CCIR Report 829 1).

5.2.1 Derivation of probability of interference

The Radio Regulations, Volume 1, Chapter |, Definition 1.166, defines interference as “the
effect of unwanted energy due to one or a combination of emissions, radiations, or inductions
upon reception in a radio communication system, manifested by any performafee
degradation, misinterpretation, or loss of information which could be extracted in the absence
of such unwanted energy”.

5.2.1.1 Probability of instantaneous interference
Let

denote "The desired transmitter is transmitting";
denote "The wanted signal is satisfactorily received in the absence-of unwanted energy";
denote "Another equipment is producing unwanted energy";

o0 w >

denote "The wanted signal is satisfactorily received inj;the presence of the unwanted
energy".

All of these statements refer to the same small-time peried. Then, according to the definitions,
interference means "A and B and C and D*", wherexD* is the negation or opposite of D: Let
P(x) denote the "probability of x" and P(x|y) denote the "probability of x, given y". Then, the
probability of interference during the small-timeperiod is

P(l) = P(A{and B and C and D*) (1)
It can be shown that this can be expressed in terms of known or computable quantities:
P(1)={P(B|A) - P(D|A and C)] P(A and C) 2)

It may be preferable to,.consider the probability of interference only during the time that the
wanted transmitter is transmitting. This probability is:

P'(l) = P(B and C and D*| A) (3)
which can_be reduced to:
P'(l) =[P(B|A) - P(D| A and C)] P(C|A) (4)

5:2.1.2 Discussion of Equations (2) and (4)

First, consider the difference between Equations (2) and (4). The probability of interference
can be interpreted as the fraction of time that interference exists. In Equation (2), this fraction
is the number of seconds of interference during a time period divided by the number of
seconds the wanted transmitter is transmitting during the time period. This second fraction is
larger than the first unless the wanted transmitter is on all the time. P(B|A) is just the
probablllty that a wanted S|gnal WI|| be correctly recelved when there is no mterference often

and R is the signal-to-noise rat|o reqwred for satlsfactory service. In some services, thls
probability is called the reliability, and is often computed when the system is designed. It can

1) The former CCIR Reports 656, 670, and 829 are no longer available.


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

-20 - CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017
+AMD2:2020 CSV © IEC 2020

be computed if system parameters (for example, transmitter and receiver location, power,
required S/N) are known using statistical data on transmission loss (for example,

Recommendation 370 2)) and statistical data on radio noise (for example, ITU-R Rec. P.372-6
and Report 670 3)).

Many systems, such as satellite or microwave relay point-to-point systems, are designed so
that P(B|A) ~ 1. In other services, such as long-distance ionospheric point-to-point services,
or mobile services near the edge of the coverage area, P(B|A) may be quite small. In this
latter case, the probability of interference will not be small regardless of the other
probabilities.

P(D |A and C) is the probability that the wanted signal will be correctly received even_when
the unwanted energy is present. It can be computed if there is sufficient informatiomabout the
location, frequency, power, etc. of the source of unwanted energy. For examplés] see the
references in Report 656 3).

Notice that it has been assumed that P(D|A and C) < P(B!A); that is, if the signal can be
received satisfactorily in the presence of unwanted energy, then it can surely be received
satisfactorily in the absence of the unwanted energy. Thus P(l) cannet.be negative.

P(A and C) is the probability that the wanted transmitter and the source of unwanted energy
are on simultaneously. In some situations, the wanted transmitter and source of unwanted
energy may be operated independently. For example, they may be on adjacent channels, or
beyond a coordination distance. In this case, P(A and<{C) = P(A)P(C), where P(A) is the
fraction of time that the wanted transmitter is emitting; and P(C) is the fraction of time that the
unwanted source is on.

In other situations, the operation may be highly.dependent. For example, the transmitters may
be co-channel stations in a disciplined mobile service. In this case P(A and C) is very small,
but perhaps not zero, because a stationi.can be located so that it causes interference even
when it cannot hear the other transmitter,

The two transmitters might both‘operate continuously. For example, one might be part of a
microwave point-to-point service; and the other a satellite sharing the same frequency band.
In this case, P(A and C) = 1,*and the probability of interference depends entirely on the factor
in square brackets in Equation (2).

Similarly, P(C | A) =.R(C) if the transmitters operate independently. P(C | A) is very small if the
two transmitters are co-channel stations in a disciplined land mobile service; and P(C!A) =1
if the unwanted-tcansmitter is on all the time.

In generaly, all the terms in Equations (2) and (4) affect the probability of interference,
although™their relative importance is different in different services.

5.3_JCircumstances of interferences

In this part, general criteria are laid down for establishing disturbance limits for the purpose of
preventing radio frequency interference (RFI) to happen. In this case, a distinction is made for
areas where close coupling exists between noise sources and victim equipment, and for areas
with remote coupling.

2) ITU-R Rec. P.370-7, VHF and UHF propagation curves for the frequency range from 30 to 1000 MHz.
Broadcasting Services was withdrawn in 2001.

3) The former CCIR Reports 656, 670, and 829 are no longer available.
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5.3.1 Close coupling and remote coupling

Although an ill-defined borderline exists between areas of close and remote coupling these
concepts are generally used in the following terms.

Close coupling refers to a short distance between noise source and receiving antenna (for
example, 3 m to 30 m) which is the case for residential sources interfering with broadcasting
and land mobile receivers in residential areas. In general, frequencies up to 300 MHz are
considered.

Remote coupling refers to longer distances, usually in the range of 30 m to 300 m, which_are
normal between professional or semi-professional sources and receivers as in the case of
individual areas. The relevant frequency spectrum is much broader: 9 kHz to 18 GHz

For the statements given above, it follows that some similarity exists between«close coupling
and near-field radiation conditions on the one hand and between remote coupling and far-field
radiating conditions on the other hand. However, these concepts do not fully’correspond since
at frequencies below 1 MHz remote coupling may occur under near-field ‘conditions whereas
for frequencies above about 30 MHz close coupling may occur undenfar-field conditions. In
the majority of practical situations, however, the good correspondence between close/remote
coupling and near/far-field conditions is useful in evaluation of coupling aspects.

It should be noted that field-strength measurements, which.are normally used for evaluating
remote coupling characteristics, are actually carried out_under near-field conditions in the
lower end of the frequency range.

Whereas close and remote coupling are generally. used to describe a direct coupling path
between noise source and receiving antenna- by means of electric, magnetic or radiation
fields, an additional coupling mode is condéction coupling. In this case, the noise signal is
conducted by the mains network from the,mains output of the source to the mains input of the
receiver, see also Figure 3, paths a1 and\a2. Inside the receiver the noise signal is coupled
from the mains port(s) to sensitive circuits of the receiver, as e.g. to its antenna port, or to its
IF amplifier circuitry. This must be taken into account when determining the receiver's
immunity requirements to injectediin-band RF disturbances at its mains port.

Some well-known differences“vexist between near-field and far-field radiation characteristics,
and therefore also for mostclose and remote coupling cases.

— Under far-field canditions with free-space propagation the relation between electric and
magnetic components of the field is fixed and well defined, the relation under near-field
conditions is‘rather undefined, if the source and coupling path characteristics are not
known.

— Under far-field conditions the attenuation formula is

X X
a= i k d_2 , or a= ﬂ k d_2 (5)
E, |dj H, | dj

NOTE The attenuation factor a describes the relation of the field strength E; (or H,) found at distance d; to the
field strength E, (or H,) found at distance d,. Factor k may e.g. be interpreted as an additional attenuation factor
introduced by a wall allocated between the measurement locations at distances dy and d..

where
a —attenuation factor;
E,, Hy = absolute value of the field strength observed at a location still in the far field, but

close to the source;
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E,, H, = absolute value of the field strength observed at a location in a more remote
distance d, than d., from the source;

k = correction factor (in the range 1 to 10) counting e.g. for the screening effectiveness
of buildings the noise source is allocated in, or for other absorbing obstacles
allocated in between the considered locations at the distances d; and ds;

d4 = small distance in the far field range, but close to the location of the source;
do = measurement distance more remote from the source;
X = propagation coefficient, which is 1 in free-space propagation and somewhat higher

(1 to 1,5) for non-free-space propagation.

Under near-field conditions the propagation coefficient x is more complex and dependent on
the magnetic or electric component with typical values between 2 and 3.

For this reason, it is much easier to develop a model for remote coupling cénditions than for
close coupling situations and for conduction coupling paths. Such a model is necessary to
derive emission limits for a general interference environment.

5.3.2 Measuring methods

The measuring method is of major importance for spegification of a radio frequency
disturbance limit. Several measuring methods are applied and a short survey is given in the
following paragraphs. In all measurements, the measuring instrument is a selective
microvoltmeter (CISPR receiver) as specified for the relevant frequency range.

5.3.2.1 Disturbance voltage/current at mains_ports

In the lower frequency range up to about%30°MHz, the mains network may conduct any
injected RF energy to nearby users connected to the mains and/or couple part of the RF
energy to nearby antennas in the electric, magnetic or radiation mode. Electric or magnetic
field coupling to nearby antennas in this“frequency range, however, is in most cases of minor
importance compared with conduction coupling through the mains network. Because of the RF
output voltage conduction mainly<goupling through the mains network, the RF output voltage
at the mains port is used as_a’measure for the interfering potential of almost any type of
source in this frequency range. This permissible RF output disturbance voltage at the mains
port of the source determines the minimum immunity requirements of the victim receiver
against injected in-band\RF disturbances at the receiver's mains port.

This disturbance vpltage at mains ports is measured by means of an artificial mains network
which isolates_the’source from the mains at RF frequency and which furnishes a standardized
RF load to the source. For measurement of conducted disturbances, the artificial mains
network generally recommended by CISPR is a 50 /50 uH V-network which introduces a
parallel-impedance of 50 Q/50 uH between each live or neutral wire of the mains port and
reference ground.

Although not recommended by CISPR yet, the asymmetric current in the mains cable,
measured by means of a current probe, might be used as a measure for the radiation
capability of the source as already specified for telecommunication lines.

Current probe measurements of the asymmetric disturbance current in the mains cable
require the mains port to be terminated with a suitable artificial mains network. This network
should simulate the typical common mode impedance and RF unbalance (e.g. given as
longitudinal conversion loss (LCL)) of the mains network and should decouple incoming

common mode disturbances from the mains network side.
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5.3.2.2 Disturbance voltage at signal ports

Impertections of the symmetry In circuits carrying wanted symmetrical signals will produce
unwanted asymmetric signals at the related ports and cables connected thereto. In
asymmetric (coaxial) ports unwanted external currents can be conducted in the outer surface
of the screen because of imperfect screening. These asymmetric signals and external screen
currents may couple energy by inductive or radiation fields to nearby or remote antennas.

The asymmetric voltages can be measured by means of an artificial loading network. In this
case the use of an asymmetric artificial network (AAN) instead of a V-network is preferred.

5.3.2.3 Disturbance power measurements with the absorbing clamp

The asymmetric RF current in a lead or on the outer surface of the screen of a screened cable
will radiate energy to nearby or remote antennas depending on frequency, \length and
configuration of the connected cable. This is particularly important at VHF and\UHF in which
frequency ranges the external lead of the appliance has a length which is inithe order of a half
wavelength or longer.

The absorbing clamp is a device which gives measuring results iny'a good correspondence
with the disturbance power that can be radiated from the external lead of the appliance.

Under this condition the disturbance power conducted through the mains lead and measured
by the absorbing clamp is a good measure for the disturbance potential. If the dimensions of
the source are not small compared with wavelength, astarger part of the disturbance's energy
will be radiated directly and the absorbing clamp measurement is less reliable.

Because broadband disturbance is, in general~of less importance at frequencies above
300 MHz the absorbing clamp is recommended’ for the measurement of small appliances in
the frequency range 30 MHz to 300 MHz.

5.3.2.4 Field-strength measurement

The field strength caused by disturbance sources is likely to be the most straightforward
criterion for the interference.‘potential of such a source, because it is more directly
comparable with the wanted™field strength at the antenna of a radio receiver particularly for
remote coupling analysis.

A source radiates RP energy from its case or cabinet if a coupling path exists between
internal noise source and external case or cabinet and if the dimensions of the case or
cabinet are of the’order of one wavelength. For practical reasons the electric component of
the field is measured in the frequency range above 30 MHz (by means of dipole antennas)
and the magnetic component of the field below 30 MHz (by means of loop antennas).

Field{strength measurements have a number of practical drawbacks. The influence of
sufrounding reflections should be eliminated which is usually met by using an open area test
site (OATS). Such a test site introduces inaccuracies by variable reflections from the operator
and from the ground (influence of moisture and season) and by interference from ambient
transmitter fields. It also increases the work time due to poor weather and other climatic
conditions. These drawbacks can be partly eliminated by use of anechoic rooms in the
frequency range above 30 MHz.

Another drawback of field-strength measurements is the complex EUT radiation pattern which
also depends on the test set-up. It therefore requires measurements in various directions and

an accurately specified test set-up.
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5.3.2.5 Radiation substitution measurements

In order to reduce the effect of surrounding retlections In tield-strength measurements, the
source under test is replaced by a radiator of specified characteristics and an adjustable
output level (usually a dipole connected to a calibrated RF generator) to produce the same
field strength under equal environmental conditions. The RFI of the appliance is expressed as
the equivalent power radiated from the substitution radiator. This method is often used at
frequencies above 1 GHz.

5.3.2.6 Disturbance power measurements with a reverberating chamber

The reverberating chamber method in essence is a radiation substitution method inside’ a
screened cage and can be used in the frequency range above 300 MHz. By using_rotating
reflection plates (mode stirrers), the standing wave patterns inside the cage are continuously
varied in such a way that the time averaged field strength is nearly independent of the
position inside the cage. Therefore, the source under test and the substitution )jsource need
not be at exactly the same position and the calibration procedure for the_radiated power is
much simpler than in the normal substitution method.

5.3.2.7 Frequency considerations with respect to measuring methods

As indicated earlier, radiation of a device and its connected cables, and particularly of the
mains cables, depend on the size of the device and of the cables compared with wavelength
(frequency). The following table gives a general survey-of the usefulness of various
measuring methods with respect to the frequency bands. (subdivided according to CISPR
Recommendations). It should be noted that the frequency ranges are only for indication and
the quoted valuation given for guidance.

Table 2 — Guidance survey of-RFI measuring methods

Frequency Mains & Asymmetrical | Absorbing Field Substitution Reverberation
MHz signal port current clamp strength radiation chamber
voltage
0,009 to 0,15 + + - 0 - -
0,15 to 30 + + - 0 - -
30 to 300 - 0 + + 0 -
300 to 1 000 - 0 0 + + 0
Above 1 000 - - - + + 0
Where

+ = to be recommended;
0 = usable;

— = not normally usable.

5.3.3 - Disturbance signal waveforms and associated spectra

An important aspect is the RF spectrum which is associated with the signal waveform. As
most radio services use relatively narrow frequency channels, the spectrum (frequency
domain) is considered of major importance compared with the waveform (time domain).
Therefore the following distinction is made.

Narrowband radio frequency interference (RFI) effects occur when the disturbance signal
occupies a bandwidth smaller than the radio channel of interest or the measuring receiver.

The disturbance specirum may consist of a single frequency produced by a sinewave
oscillator of medium or high RF power (i.e. by RF ISM equipment) or of low power (i.e. by
electronic circuits, receiver oscillators). The oscillator could be modulated by the mains
frequency. Oscillator frequencies can be generated over the entire usable frequency
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spectrum. The effect of narrowband disturbance is considered by CISPR over the frequency
range 9 kHz to 18 GHz.

— Narrowband RFI from a disturbance with a rather broadband spectrum of discrete
frequencies — Pulse waveforms derived from a digital clock oscillator contain discrete
harmonic frequencies in a wide frequency range (broadband spectrum). For fundamental
(clock) frequencies appreciably higher than the bandwidth of the radio channel, not more
than one separate spectral line can coincide with the radio channel and such a spectral
line is considered as narrowband RFI. Clock oscillators of computers are often dithered
(i.e. are using frequency modulation on the clock).

— Continuous broadband RFI — Gaussian noise generated by gas discharge devices
(lighting) produces continuously a flat spectrum during the operation of the device.
Repetitive pulses produce a wide spectrum containing various discrete spectral-lines. At
repetition rates much lower than the radio channel bandwidth many spectral lines occur
within the channel (broadband RFI), originating for example, from pulses derived from the
mains frequency (commutator motors, semiconductor-controlled voltage regulators).

The spectrum amplitude of repetitive pulses decreases above the transition frequency (the
reciprocal of the pulse width) at 20 dB or 40 dB per decade, dependent on the pulse
shape. Continuous broadband interference (as e.g. from spark ignition noise, arc welding
equipment, etc.) is considered by CISPR over the frequency range 150 kHz to 1 GHz or
higher.

Broadband RFI may also be caused by disturbances pr, /‘wanted signals from RF ISM
equipment, as e.g. microwave ovens. There are twohmain types of microwave ovens
depending on the power supply, those with a transformer and those with a switched mode
power supply.

— Discontinuous broadband RFI — Switching operations by means of a hard contact (spark)
generates short bursts of noise. Short-durafion bursts of disturbances may cause less
severe interference effects than long-duration*bursts depending, however, on the average
repetition rate of the bursts.

For this reason CISPR allows a _relaxation with respect to the limit of continuous
disturbances for short bursts withya/duration of less than 200 ms and with a repetition
rate N of less than 30 clicks per minute. This relaxation factor equals 20 log 30/N. The
frequency spectrum of suchcclicks is not essentially different from that of continuous
broadband interference.

5.3.4 Characteristics of interfered radio services

The characteristics of<radio services with respect to RFI are very important as well. In
residential areas, radio services which can suffer from RFI are e.g. radio broadcasting,
amateur radio, and-(land) mobile radio communication. AM sound broadcasting operates at
frequencies bhelow 30 MHz and FM (stereo) sound broadcasting between 64 MHz and
108 MHz. TV broadcasting uses various channels in the range between 50 MHz and 900 MHz,
the picture, signal being modulated in AM-VSB and the sound signal in either AM or FM
dependingon the TV standard in use. Broadcasting also takes place in the bands between
11 GHzand 13 GHz. Amateur radio frequency bands are widely spread over the whole RF
range.and are allocated in the short wave up to the micro wave frequency bands.

Analogue sound and TV broadcasting are going to be replaced by broadcasting with digital
modulation, like Digital Radio Mondiale (DRM) which is intended to replace the AM radio in
the medium frequency (MF) and high frequency (HF) bands, Digital Audio Broadcasting (DAB
or T-DAB) operated in the VHF and UHF bands, and Digital Video Broadcasting Terrestrial
(DVB-T) operated in the UHF bands. These digital radio services require lower RF protection
ratios (17 dB for DRM, 20 dB for DVB-T and 28 dB for DAB) than radio services with analogue
modulation (where RF protection ratios of about 27 dB for AM, about 48 dB for FM and about

58 dB for TV are required). On the other hand, the transition between the interierence level
defined by the minimum wanted field strength minus the protection ratio and the disturbance
which causes unacceptable interference is narrower than for analogue modulation.
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In residential areas with private receiving antennas propagation of disturbances by radiation
from noise sources and from mains cables is of major importance. Broadcast signals

distributed through a cable (CATV) system are less vulnerable because of the more suitable
location which can be selected for the common receiving antenna (i.e. for the head station),
but if in such cases disturbances are coupled to such an antenna interference may be
experienced by all subscribers connected to such a system.

Satellite broadcast signals in the 12 GHz range are generally not disturbed by broadband
sources because of the limited frequency spectrum of broadband sources. The risk mainly
depends upon the frequencies chosen for the first intermediate frequency band at the
receiver.

The annoyance to the broadcast signal depends on the disturbance signal wayveform.
Narrowband and broadband sources produce different types of annoyance. Subjective tests
have shown that for equivalent subjective assessment, narrowband disturbance\should be of
significantly lower amplitude than broadband disturbance (quasi-peak measured) in the
0,15 MHz to 30 MHz range. Assessment of disturbance to digital radio sefyvices is based on
the bit-error probability (BEP). Tests have shown that the weighting of impulsive disturbance
for its effect on digital radio communication services is generally difféerent from the effect on
radio communication services that use analogue modulation.

The influence of the repetition rate of rapid pulses in a broadcast channel is accounted for in
the quasi-peak detector characteristic, the effect of low rate pulses (clicks) by the 20 log 30/N
relaxation to the limit. In mobile communication (in older systems mainly narrowband FM, now
replaced by digital mobile communication systems stich as TDMA (e.g. GSM, PDC) and
CDMA (e.g. cdmaONE, WCDMA, cdma2000 ete)), traffic noise sources (i.e. ignition
interference) are the major source of RFI. In this/respect the base station antenna is in a
more favourable position with respect to RFI signals than the mobile antenna because of its
higher location. Mobile antennas on the other hand change their position continuously and are
therefore less vulnerable to stationary noise~sources. For the calculation of emission limits in
the frequency range above 1 GHz a detector with a weighting function appropriate for digitally
modulated radio services may be considered.

Broadcasting and mobile services:may be interfered by narrowband sources as well (RF ISM
equipment, data processing equipment, receiver oscillators, etc.). The wanted radiated RF
power from RF ISM equipmeént 'may be several orders higher than the level from broadband
sources although the distances between those sources (industrial areas) and the victim
receivers are normally lofiger. The disturbing energy, however, is mainly concentrated in a
very narrow frequency band. For this reason a number of frequency bands is reserved for
typical ISM applications.

In addition t6 broadcasting and mobile radio services, many different professional radio
services such as fixed, aeronautical navigation, aeronautical mobile, maritime mobile,
radiolocdtion, standard frequency and time, meteorological aids and radio astronomy services
are in‘\use. Other professional radio services (navigation, fixed services, satellite and
microwave communication) are, in general, less vulnerable to radio interference because of
the-use of higher frequencies (greater than 1 000 MHz in which broadband interference is
negligible), more favourable antenna locations, sophisticated systems (modulation, coding,
antenna directivity) and technology (screening, filtering).

5.3.5 Operational aspects

Noise sources in residential areas mainly consist of mass-produced devices for domestic and
sometimes for professional use. Such appliances are tested according to statistical

pnroceq a AL mplie N - a eqa_pe antage_o pD_pDe a ne m A

limited confidence q per cent. Small batches reduce the figures p and g and CISPR
recommends a value for both p and g of 80 per cent (80% - 80% rule). The rule is in general
adequate to protect non-vital radio services like broadcast and most land mobile
communication.
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For critical or safety related radio services, however, a much higher degree of confidence is
necessary. The actual annoyance in an interfered radio service does not only depend on the

RFI field strength, but on the wanted signal level as well. The ratio of wanted-to-unwanted
input level which procures a pre-defined and just still permissible minimum quality of
performance of the receiver is called RF protection ratio Rp. This way, the wanted signal level

needed to get at least the pre-defined minimum quality of performance depends on the natural
and man-made noise level and which, in certain environments, may be much higher than the
receiver's intrinsic noise level, particularly in the lower part of the radio frequency range.

In establishing limits for various types of noise sources it is important to strive for limits which
have an equal effect on the radio services to be protected. The users of such a service_are
not interested in the type of source which causes RFI. Therefore disturbances from all types
of sources should be suppressed as much as possible to an equal level of noise output.

5.3.6 Criteria for the determination of limits
5.3.6.1 Remote coupling

For remote coupling situations the field strength at a specified distancé from the noise source
is used as a characteristic for the interference potential of the souree. The following model
(see Figure 2) was developed to derive radiation limits for the case of in-band interference
(i.e. interference appearing in the tuned channel of the victinj\receiver) caused by RF ISM
equipment. For the relevant radio services in the allocated fréquency bands the RF protection
ratio is determined. In ITU documents, this protection_ratio is given for disturbing radio
services with the same modulation. The protection ratio for any other type of disturbance
radiation, as e.g. for typical electromagnetic disturbances from other electrical or electronic
apparatus, may be different.
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permissible interference field strength at the position of the antenna of the victim receiver R
wanted signal field strength to be protected at distance’r\at the position of the antenna of the victim
receiver R (derived from ITU specifications)

protection ratio, i.e. minimum signal-to-interferencé-ratio needed at the position of the antenna of the
victim receiver to guarantee a certain quality of nradio reception (derived from ITU specifications)

ej = 6; M Ip p (rd)*

regulated disturbance field strength (CISPR limit) for sources of disturbance, i.e. other electric and

electronic equipment and apparatusj\at ‘measuring distance d, i.e. at the position of the antenna of the
measuring receiver M

factor for polarization match between polarisation of e;, and polarisation of the antenna of the victim
receiver

screening factor of buildifigs or other obstacles

complex statistical probability factor, for considerations in this sub-clause defined to be 1, generally
elaborated in 5.2, and in detail in 5.4. Further on in this report, separate components of this complex
probability factor, p’may be denoted more generally as "influence factors".

wave propagation coefficient

NOTE The equations above are only valid for absolute physical quantities.

Figure 2 — Model for remote coupling situation derived
disturbance field strength e;, at receiving distance r

EXpressed in logarithmic quantities, the permissible interference field strength E;, at the
antenna input of the victim receiver is the minimum (or nominal) wanted field strength E,,
minus the protection ratio Rp:

A minimum operational distance r beiween nolSe source and receiving anienna Is speciiied
and with the use of an estimated or empirical wave propagation factor x, the acceptable
disturbance field strength E; at a specified measuring distance d is calculated:

E, = E, - Ry + x-20 Ig(r/d)
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Next some additional factors, as e.g. the screening factor of buildings or other obstacles L,
and the factor for polarization match M., should be introduced. Furthermore, a statistical

factor P on the probability of actual interference under operational conditions should be used
to adapt the calculated acceptable disturbance field strength E; to normal conditions found in

practice:
E,=E, - Rp + M + Ly + P+ x-20 Ig(r/d)

Such a probability factor P should take into account statistics of antenna directivity (in the
direction of the wanted transmitter and of the interference source), distance variations,
propagation variations, time coincidence, etc. (see also 5.4).

Adding the screening factor of buildings or other obstacles L, the factor for “polarization

match M,., and the decoupling attenuation via distance L, = x-20 Ig (r/d) into_one new term L

and setting the statistical probability factor P to 1, we eventually get:
Ei=E,-Rp*tL

where L actually represents all relaxations in the limits agreeablé by CISPR in terms of EMC
due to additional decoupling from the victim receiver for disturbances from electric and/or
electronic equipment relative to the maximum permissible,interference field strength E;. at the

antenna input of a victim receiver R, calculable from the\radio parameters specified by ITU.

Accomplishing the above calculation by considerations to probability of interference, the final
result of this procedure will be a calculated limif\Wwhich is a good basis for an operational limit
guaranteeing that the requirements of the protéction ratio Rp are met on a statistical basis

(x % of the actual cases). It should be noted that reliable statistical values for most of the
parameters mentioned above are still not{available to CISPR, and that in those cases rough
estimations can be used only.

Moreover the interfering effect ofisignals in the out-of-band domain is more complex because
of the selectivity and non-linearity characteristics of the receiver which can differ from case to
case.

5.3.6.2 Close coupling

A simple model forvclose coupling situations is given in Figure 3. The noise source is
considered as an(RF generator with an e.m.f. Ug and an internal impedance Zg for each mains
connector/earth) combination (for simplicity only one mains connector is shown). The mains
network is, connected between the noise source and the interfered receiver. The mains
network-offers a RF impedance Z, to the source and transfers the energy from the noise

source to the mains input port of the receiver.

InCaddition, part of the conducted RF energy is propagated as a magnetic and electric field.
For the close coupling situations generally, near-field conditions exist (ratio electric/magnetic
component undefined).

Two coupling paths exist between noise source and receiving antenna:

a) the path of disturbance conducted along the mains network, the mains supply circuit of the
receiver and common ground of the receiver's electronic circuitry to the grounding point of

the receivers RF input stage, and then via its antenna port input impedance to the antenna
itself (path a1), together with the coupling between the mains supply circuit and other
RF circuits inside the receiver (path a2). Paths a1 and a2 take effect only in case of mains
powered receivers;


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

-30 - CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017
+AMD2:2020 CSV © IEC 2020

b) the path of disturbance conducted along and radiated by the mains network and coupled
directly to the external or built-in antenna of the receiver. Path b exists for both, AC mains
and battery powered receivers.

\'%

Path b

Zs

Us u — 7, L — >
Path a

Mains network

Noise source

e

IEC 1187/07

Figure 3 — Model for close coupling situations

In the case of external antennas, the RF power coupled through*external path b) exceeds the
power via path a1 and a2 appreciably. Moreover the internal‘Coupling via a2 is determined by
the mains immunity characteristics of the receiver, i.e. by the screening effectiveness of the
internal IF and AF circuitry of the receiver, and it has been shown that it is not difficult to
control the mains immunity factor of a receiver to anyadequate level. This is however not the
case for path a1 since the coupling always happenhs at the antenna port via the RF input
impedance of the receiver's RF input stage. Therefore the attention is mainly focused on
path b and path a1). Due to so far lacking investigation, for internal ferrite antennas no clear
distinction can be made between paths a)~and b). For build-in rod-antennas (used in the
frequency range 1,7 to 30 MHz) clear distinction can be made between path a1 and path b.
For calculation of CISPR limits in _{requency bands up to 30 MHz used for AM radio
broadcasting, it should be taken inte_account that ITU-R Rec. BS.703 specifies a receiver with
built-in antennas (ferrite or telescopic rod antennas, depending on frequency range) as the
reference receiver.

The modelling starts the.same way as in the case of remote coupling. The acceptable
disturbance field strengthcat the receiving antenna is calculated from the RF protection ratio
and field strength to.be protected in the relevant frequency bands. In the next step the
coupling factor is measured from mains input (RF-voltage) to field strength at the antenna. It
is, however, mare usual to define a transfer factor as the ratio of the RF-voltage injected into
the mains and thie antenna output voltage (for a specified antenna). This factor is known as
the mains decoupling factor. Because of the wide spread in actual situations, extensive
statistical..material is needed to found a basis for disturbance limits derived from mains
decoupling factors. CISPR Report No. 31 (“Values of mains decoupling factor in the range
0,1 MHz to 200 MHz", see Annex A) shows median values, standard deviations and minimum
values of the mains decoupling factor. The effect of coupling path a) is described in 5.5.2.1,
whereas the effect of coupling path b) for mains and telecommunication line coupling is
described in 5.5.2.2.

Another statistical aspect in the calculation of limits in this concept is the variation of the RF-
impedance at the mains input. Although individual decoupling factors are determined by the
measured voltage, independent of the actual mains impedance, the interference limit shall be
defined for a fixed S|mulated |mpedance (art|f|C|aI mains network |mpedance) in order to get

sites. In practlce the RF Ioad |mpedance of the mains network varies fromlocatlon to Iocatlon
and from time to time. This aspect should be considered in deriving a limit from mains
decoupling measuring data.
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In general, close coupling of an appliance connected to the mains can sufficiently be
evaluated by measurement of the disturbance voltage at its mains port. For a given mains

network, only one unique set of limits for conducted emissions at the mains port of connected
appliances should be used. As a consequence, the stricter limit should apply, if for the mains
port two different limits result from the limit calculation for paths a) and b), respectively.

5.3.6.3 General

The derivation of limits from a hypothetical model requires the introduction of various
experimental data in such a model. As these data, as pointed out earlier, are based an
statistical measurements under different actual circumstances, the usefulness of such data‘for
general application is often debatable.

On the other hand, the implementation of suppression measures should be considered on
physical, operational, manufacturing and not in the least on economic aspects,-Therefore the
model should be used as a worthwhile starting point but the final limit value istoften the result
of an agreement between parties involved after extensive considerations and.negotiations.

5.4 A mathematical basis for the calculation of CISPR limits

This subclause contains the basic mathematical model that can\ybe used for calculation of
CISPR limits. The start-up point is the supposition that theréyis an identifiable probability
inequality to be satisfied, and the assumption that the (parameters obey a log-normal
distribution.

5.4.1 Generation of EM disturbances (source of disturbance)

From the mathematical point of view any limit*must be calculated with the provision that
the inequality

z=xly>1 (6)
is satisfied with some probability «.

If in Equation (6) x and y arelindependent random values of quantities (e.g. of disturbance
signals, immunity, etc., which influence the radio reception quality) with log-normal
distribution, then 101g (x)>,= X (dB) and 10lg (y) = Y (dB) will have normal distribution with
parameters u, (dB), Hy (dB), o, (dB) and oy (dB). Hence X — Y = Z (dB) will have a normal

distribution with the ‘parameters

1/2
Hy = Hy = Hy and GZ=[O')2(+G§]
In this.case
P£121J:P(ZZO):P[2_'UZ z‘“z}P[Z_”Z s“—z}/:(”—zj (7)
y oz 0z oz oz oz

where F denotes the normal N(0,1) distribution function (see [1]4).

The reliability of obtaining a pre-set level a for the quality of a radio service is expressed by:

ry:P(i>1\ therefore- /U_Z:,:-1(,ﬂ:fu (7a)
\y J oz

4) Figures in square brackets refer to the Bibliography.
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where t, is the a-quantile of the centralized normal distribution (see [1], page 180).

Solving Equation (7a) relative to u, or My, We get:
Hy = py + L0, (8)
/uy = Uy~ tqo-z (9)

The CISPR limit L is determined for some quantile l‘B in distribution of probabilities of the

value x or y for which limits are established, in such a way that the following equalities,are
true:

B=P(X=Ly) i.e. Ly = tty = tg0, (10)
B=P(Y<Ly) i.e. Ly = u, + tgo, (11)

where fg is the p-quantile of the centralized normal distribution” (see [2], page 84
example 2.17).

Substituting Equation (8) into Equation (10) and Equation (9)(into Equation (11)

L, = py + t oy — tgay (12)
Ly = py =t ok tBO'y (13)

one is enabled to calculate limits for different\parameters, which ascertain the radio reception
quality.

5.4.2 Immunity from EM disturbances (victim receiver)
Inequality (6) has the form:
xly > 1

where

x is a parameter of\receptor immunity;

y is a parameter of electromagnetic environment in respect to which the immunity limit is
established.

If the values X (dB) and Y (dB) are satisfactorily approximated by normal distributions with
parameters u,, oy, py, oy then

o (14)

In this case, according to Equation (12), the equation for the calculation of receptor immunity
limits has the following form:

1/2
L, = Hy * t, [0')2( +0';] - tBO'X (15)

5.5 Application of the mathematical basis

5.5.1 Radiation coupling

NOTE This describes the effect of remote coupling as in 5.3.6.1.
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This subclause adapts the basic model for the case where it is wished to protect a radio
service when there is radiation coupling from the source of EM disturbance to the antenna of

the radio receiver. The actual signal-to-disturbance ratio R can be expressed in terms of the
wanted signal, the disturbing signal, the propagation losses and the antenna gain, as follows:

R = E\(uyiow) + Gy(tgw:oGw)

= [Ei(150) + Gi(ugisoai) — LoltLo:010) — Lol piorp) + Mi(sm;om)]  dB (16)
where
E, is the actual field strength of the wanted signal at the position of the radio recegiver's
antenna as a function of its mean value (x,,) and the standard deviation (g,,);
E; is the field strength of the disturbance signal at the measurement distancé.d on a test

site as a function of its mean value () and standard deviation (g;);

G,, is the actual value of the radio receiver’s antenna gain for the wanted signal as a
function of its mean value (xg,,) and standard deviation (og,,);

G, is the actual value of the radio receiver’s antenna gain for the-disturbance signal as a
function of its mean value (ug;) and standard deviation (og;);
L is the actual value of the factor which takes account of the attenuation of the

disturbance field strength on its propagation path,{o.the position of the radio receiver's
antenna when it is propagated through free space.without obstacles as a function of its
mean value (4 ,) and standard deviation (oj o) irrelation to the measurement distance d

on the test site:
L, = x201g(r/d),

L, is the actual value of the factof> which takes account of the attenuation of the

disturbance field strength caused by obstacles in its propagation path as a function of
its mean value (y,,) and standard deviation (oy ) relative to the value for free-space

propagation.

is the actual value of ‘the factor for polarization match between the disturbance field
strength E;, and thesreceiving antenna of the victim receiver as a function of its mean
value (y,) and standard deviation (o). The absolute value m; equals 1, when the
receiving antenna polarization matches the polarization of E;; and becomes less than 1
in all other_cases. Since M, and the related mean value y, are used in logarithmic
terms their quantities are equal to or smaller than 0 dB and thus always have a negative
sign:

If, as assumed, all variables on the right-hand side of Equation (16) obey a normal distribution
law,.then the distribution factors are related as follows:

MR =ty How — 4i— Hai t Mot Hp — Hm dB (17)

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
OR =0w +0g, +0 05 t0[,+0, +om (dB)2 (18)

With a normal distribution law the reliability of obtaining the pre-set quality of service can be
expressed by the following function of the normal probability distribution:

P(R>Ry) = F[~(R, - r) | ogl = « (19)

therefore: UR = Rp +t, 0R (20)
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where t, = F1 (a)

By combining Equations (17), (18) and (20) an expression is obtained for the permissible
mean value (y;) of the disturbance field strength at a pre-set distance from the source of
disturbance:

Hi =ty ¥ dgw — Hgi t Mot Hip — Hm — Rp

2 2 2 2 2 2 2
_ta[UW+JGW+O-i +6Gi+0'|_0+0|_b+6m]1/2 (21)

The mean value of the disturbance shall be below the limit, and may be specified as follows:
B=PE<Eimy) e ELimit = 4 * o (22)

where

E imit is the limit for the disturbance measured on a test site at a speCified distance; and

tg is the B-quantile of the centralized distribution function Which corresponds to a

probability level of compliance with the limits.

The free space attenuation factor (4 ,) can be evaluated from

Hio = Xx-20 IgAr/d) (23)

where

r is an average distance between the disturbance source and the receiving antenna;
d is the pre-set or specified measurenient distance on the test site;
x is the exponent which determines the actual free-space attenuation rate.

Combining Equations (21), (22),and (23) the limit is given by:

ELimit = W't How — Hgi T X220 1g(rld) + 1, — ptm — Ry + 130

—t, [02 + 08y + 07 +0& + 0ty + 01 + 021112 (24)
CISPR Recommendation 46/1 (see CISPR 16-4-3) specifies that 80 % of series-produced
equipment sheuld meet the disturbance limit, and that the testing should be such that there is
80 % confidence that this is so. For these conditions tg assumes a value of 0,84.
5.5.2"Wire-line coupling
55.2.1 Mains coupling using the mains decoupling factor
NOTE This describes the effect of coupling path a) as in 5.3.6.2.

The required quality of radio communications is considered to be fulfilled, if the probability,
that the actual signal-to-disturbance ratio R is greater than the minimum acceptable value Rp,

exceeds a specified value. That is

P(R>R,) > a (25)

where
R is the actual signal-to-disturbance ratio at the receiver's antenna port;
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R, is the minimum acceptable value of the signal-to-disturbance ratio at the receiver's

antenna port;

p

a is a specified value representing the reliability of radio communications.

The relationship between the actual signal-to-disturbance ratio and generated electro-
magnetic disturbance is:
R=U

U U +K dB (26)

w~ Yir=Uw ™~

where
U,, is an effective value of wanted signal at the receiver's antenna port or feeding point;

U, is the permissible effective disturbance level at the receiver's antenna port’ of feeding

point;

ir

U.

i is a value of a specified component of the electromagnetic disturbance~({as e.g. voltage,

current, power, etc.) measured at the mains port of the disturbance’source in a specified
way using specified equipment (i.e. a quasi-peak detector);

K is a decoupling factor defined as a ratio of U, to an effective value of electromagnetic
disturbance signal U;, at the receiver's antenna port or feeding point.

For the situations where the disturbance is coupled predaminantly by conduction (frequencies
below 30 MHz):

K=K, + [<dB (27)
where
K., is the mains decoupling factor relating-U; measured at the source (by an artificial mains
network) to the value of disturbancegat the mains input to the receiving installation;
/ is the mains immunity factor.relating the value of disturbance at the mains input to an

equivalent disturbance whigchy" if applied at the antenna port or feeding point of the
receiving installation, would produce the same effect.

NOTE Such a receiving installation may comprise a usual broadcast radio receiver with built-in antenna, or
a professional radio recgiver connected to an external outdoor antenna as well.

It has been established experimentally that probability distributions of U,, (dB), U; (dB) and K

for arbitrarily selected disturbance sources, radio receiving installations and distances
between them-isiwell approximated by a normal distribution law.

A limit for-electromagnetic disturbances applying to the mains port of the disturbance source
is established for a definite quantile Uj(p) in the probability distribution of U,. A permissible

value L for Ui(p) is selected in such a way that at Ui(p) = L, a reliability of guaranteeing a
radio reception which has a quality R > R‘p would be equal to the specified value «:

ULimit = Lpr(U)) = uyw * 1 — Ry + tgoy; — t(x[O-LzJW +0'L21i +og]'2 (28)

u and o2 are expectations/variances of corresponding components; t, = F1(a), tg = F1(R)
are arguments of a standard normal distribution function (with zero mean and variance of

umity )y which s equattotamnd s respectivety:

For series-produced articles CISPR recommends that 8 = 0,8; then tB = 0,84. A value of a is

selected between 0,8 and 0,99, depending on the type of a radio network (radio broadcasting,
air navigation, et al). When a = 0,95, then t, = 1,64.
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It has been found experimentally that o) is the most significant factor. A change in the value

of o with-an nqui\/nlnnf r‘hnngn inthe limit for III results in no variation from the cpnr\ifind

quality and reliability of radio performance. Therefore, limits are calculated for equipment
located in similar conditions relative to radio receiving installations of a given radio network.
For instance, in order to protect a broadcast reception in dwelling houses, it is enough to
consider two groups only:

— equipment located in dwelling houses or connected to their supply mains;

— equipment located outside dwelling houses.

The second group, on the basis of economic considerations and separation distance;‘is
divided into the following subgroups: power lines; electric transport; motor vehicles; industrial
equipment located in an assigned territory; etc.

5.5.2.2 Mains and telecommunication line coupling by radiation from a network
NOTE This describes the effect of coupling path b) described in 5.3.6.2
This model assumes:

— the injection of symmetric (differential mode), asymmetric¥ (common mode) and
combinations thereof (i.e. unsymmetrical) voltages/currents’"into the network and the
conversion of symmetric and symmetric components of unsymmetrical voltages/currents
into effective asymmetric (common mode) voltages/currents due to the properties of the
complete installation (network including connected apparatus);

— the attenuation of asymmetric disturbances between source and victim receiver location
along the distribution network

— the generation of a magnetic (near-)field~by” asymmetric (common mode) disturbance
currents and the coupling of this field intg ferrite antennas of broadcast radio receivers in
the long and medium frequency ranges,

— the generation of an electric (nears)field by asymmetric (common mode) disturbance
voltages and the coupling of this_field into telescopic rod antennas of radio receivers in the
higher frequency range, and

— in the frequency range above, about 10 MHz the generation of an electromagnetic field by
the asymmetric (common<mode) disturbance power via a radiating half-wave dipole and
the coupling of this field into the antenna of radio receivers operating in this frequency
range.

Similar to 5.5.1 we define the following quantities (with log-normal distribution):

is the actual field strength of the wanted signal at the position of the radio receiver's
antenna &as a function of its mean value (u,,) and standard deviation (o,,);

iscthe actual field strength of the disturbance signal (generated by the asymmetric
disturbance current/; on a cable of the network (E; = Z, Hj,), or generated by the
asymmetric disturbance voltage U; or generated by the asymmetric disturbance
power P,) at the position of the receiving antenna as a function of its mean value () and
standard deviation (o;);

is the actual value of the factor for polarization match between the disturbance field
strength E;, and the receiving antenna of the victim receiver as a function of its mean
value (y,,) and standard deviation (o,,). The absolute value m, equals 1, when the
receiving antenna polarization matches the polarization of E;, and becomes less than 1

in all other cases. Since M;, and the related mean value 4, are used in logarithmic terms

their quantities are equal to or smaller than 0 dB and thus always have a negative sign.
C  is the value of the conversion factor C, = E;//I; or C, = E,/U; or Cp = E;/P; as a function

of its mean value (x;) and standard deviation (o). C, and C, can be estimated, in a first
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approach, by use of the law of Biot-Savart, if for that estimation the impedance Z at the
point of interest is taken into account, and Cp can be estimated by the field strength

expected from a tuned half-wave dipole substituting a certain cable length at the given
location. Since C is always smaller than 1, its logarithmic quantities become negative;

A is the value of the attenuation between /|’ (resp. U; or P;’) at the source location and /;
(or U;, or P; respectively) at the receiver location as a function of its mean value (uy,)
and standard deviation (oy;

Z is the value of the (frequency-dependant) impedance between the effective asymmetric
disturbance voltage U, and the effective asymmetric disturbance current /; at the same

(e.g. source) location as a function of its mean value (x,) and standard deviation (&,);

U’ is the value of the effective asymmetric voltage at the source location as function of its
mean value (y,) and standard deviation (o,);

P, is determined by the ratio of U;2/Z or I;2-Z at the points of interest;

Then (written as logarithmic quantities) the actual signal-to-disturbance ratio R is
R = Ey (ttwiow) = [Ei(ttir 6ir) + Mi(ttm; o] (29)
with
Eir (tig; o) = U (3 0y) = Z(1550,) = Ay 03) + Clug; o) (30)
and the permissible mean value of the disturbancefield strength will be obtained using:
Hir = ty = i = Ryt (0% + 0? + 0,212 (31)

4, can also be expressed as y; /dB(u\/m) = p,/dB(uV) — 1,/dB(Q) — u,/dB + u/dB(Q/m), and
oj, can be expressed as 6,2 = 0,2$0,2 + 0,2 + 0,2 (units of o in dB).

Therefore the permissible mean value of the asymmetrical (common mode) disturbance
voltage can be defined as

Hy = Hw — Hi — Rp tpy t g — He — ta(awz + Umz + Guz + 022 + Uaz + 002)1/2 (32)
Taking into ageount Equation (22), the limit U, becomes
ULimit =y — Hm — Rp tpyt py — H T tBO-u - tq(o'wz + O'mz + O'uz + 0'22 + O'az + 0'02)1/2 (32a)

Respectively, in the frequency range above 10 MHz, the disturbance field strength can be
estimated by

E;, = 7/d-\P; (33)
That means that

4, /dB(uV/m) = 20 Ig(7/d)/dB(Q%/m) + u,/dB(uV) — 0,51,/dB(Q%) — 1,/dB

For d = 3 m, the first term is 7,4 dB

= (ty = tm = Rp + g + 0,50, = 7,4) — ta(ow? + om? + 0,2 + 0,214 + 0,2)1/2 (34)
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Taking into account Equation (22), the limit U, becomes

ULimit = (4w = #m — Rp + g + 0,50, = 7,4) + tg0, — to(ow2 + oM + 0,2 + 0,214 + 0,2)V2 (34a)

Example for the AM frequency range:

According to ITU Recommendation BS.703, the minimum receive field strength u,, (o, set to
0) should be

— for Band 5 (LF): 66 dB(uV/m)
— for Band 6 (MF): 60 dB(unV/m)
— for Band 7 (HF): 40 dB(pnV/m) (for DSB and SSB modulation)

whereas the other mean values have been assumed as

— RF protection ratio: Rp =27 dB

— Polarization match: Uy =—6dB,and o, =4 dB

— Impedance: u, = 34 dB(Q) (i.e. Z=50 Q), andxo, = 4 dB

— Attenuation: Uy =10dB, 0, =5dB

— Conversion factor: U = — 27 dB(Q/m), if th€ receiver is assumed to operate at
a distance of 3 m from a cable of the network, with
o, = 3 dB.

— Standard deviation of the
disturbance voltage: o, = 15 dB (see Figure 4 below)

Applying Equation (32a) to the MF range; with t, = 0,84 and tg = 0,84, the permissible mean

value of the asymmetric disturbance®“voltage becomes 41,67 dB(uV) and the calculated limit
becomes 54,27 dB(uV).

Using Equation (34a) for thé.range at 30 MHz we get the permissible disturbance mean
voltage as 15,1 dB(unV) andithe calculated limit becomes 27,7 dB(unV). This value is calculated
under the assumption of.far field conditions.

Guidance for field-strength measurements:

In the long andimedium wave frequency bands, the disturbance field strength should be
measured with-a loop antenna, whereas in the short wave frequency bands, the disturbance
field strength°should be measured with a highly balanced shortened dipole antenna (it is not
possibleto use rod antennas in buildings since the counterpoise is floating).

Example of a measurement result:

It“is normally not possible to model complicated network structures, like e.g. AC mains
networks. It is therefore necessary to make a sufficient number of measurements with
subsequent statistical evaluation of the results. For that purpose it is advisable to feed a
certain (common or differential mode) power into the network and to measure the maxima of
the magnetic (or electric) field strength at defined distances from the feed point along the
network and at certain distances (e.g. 3 m, which may be difficult inside buildings) from the
network lines, at a number of points which is sufficient for the determination of valid statistical

para meters

The measurement results presented in Figure 4 have been obtained in a study executed in
Dresden commissioned by the German administration, see [3].
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All data for the conversion factor were obtained by measuring the magnetic component of the
disturbance field strength H, in a building with 4 feed points using 26 different field-strength

measurement locations. For the standard deviation s(Hy), the right hand scale of Figure 4
applies.
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Figure 4 — Example of conversion factors —
field strength'/ common-mode voltage (in dB) —
at feed point, found in practice

The conversion factor (field strength divided by common-mode voltage, in dB) helps to
determine limits for the c@mmon-mode voltage for a given scenario (with e.g. the radio service

operated at a certain distance from the network, and assuming a specified longitudinal
conversion loss (LCL)-for the network).
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Magnetic field strength generated by a symmetrical voltage of 105 dB(uV)

depending on the measurement distance
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Figure 5 — Example of conversion factors —
field strength generated by.differential-mode voltage —
at feed point;"found in practice

Other conversion factors have beenbtained feeding a certain differential-mode power into
power-line networks (see Figure 5)\The comparison of the conversion factors for differential
and for common-mode power will‘show the effective differential mode rejection of the network.

Figure 5 shows an example of results from measurements of the magnetic disturbance field
strength (H-field convertedsto E-field using the free-space wave propagation impedance Z;)

generated by a differential-mode voltage injected into a LV AC mains network between life
and neutral lines. From this measurement result, the conversion factor from differential-mode
voltage to field strength can be obtained. (The example indicates the 90% value of the field
strength, i.e. the-field strength not exceeded by 90% of the values. The results base on
48 measurement points within a distance of up to 3 m, 57 measurement points between 3 and
5 m and 8% measurement points between 5 and 30 m.)



https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017 -41 -
+AMD2:2020 CSV © |IEC 2020

Distance 3m
80

70 >\
ol /%\M A

50 | -2 AN

40 XN F AN YIS 2 EROWN LA A VA ,. N W N

foT0) RN SN /,\\\ SO0\ VUV S0 RO 1 S/ N ff o /

K/(dB(wV/m)-dBm)

o) — )N, W70 a7/ AN o W00 NN \ . & R A0 \\O7 AR e 2

10 =l i AN VT TR W -

flHz
IEC 1190/07

Figure 6 — Example of conversion factors —
field strength generated by differential-mode voltage -
outside buildings and electrical substations, found in practice

Figure 6 shows an example of results of measurements of the magnetic disturbance field
strength (H-field converted to E-field using the free-space wave propagation impedance Z;)

generated by a differential-mode voltage ,0f(108 dBuV (9 kHz) injected into a three phase LV
AC mains network between two phase lin€s. The red line indicates the 80% field strength, i.e.
at least 80% of all measurement results\are lower than the red line value, with a confidence of
80%. The results base on measurements at 160 points within a distance of 3 m from buildings
and electricity substations. Notice that this is not always identical with the distance to the
cables of the mains grid.

Figure 7 shows an example of results of measurements of the magnetic disturbance field
strength (H-field converted to E-field using the free-space wave propagation impedance Z;)

generated by a differential-mode voltage of 108 dBuV (9 kHz) injected into a LV AC mains
network between phase and neutral lines. The red line indicates the 80% field strength, i.e. at
least 80% of allmeasurement results are lower than the red line value, with a confidence of
80%. The results base on measurements on 67 points within a distance of up to 3 m from the
cables in the middle of normal rooms inside buildings.

NOTE( Figures 6 and 7 show the coupling factor k as a function of frequency. It is defined as the transfer function
between the forward power injected into the LV AC mains network and the produced field strength. Using k, the
upper limit value of the wanted signal power may be determined which may be injected into a telecommunication
network without exceeding a given disturbance limit.
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Figure 7 — Example of conversion factors —
field strength generated by differential-mode voltage -
inside buildings, found{in practice

5.6 Another suitable method for equipment_in'the frequency range 150 kHz to 1 GHz
5.6.1 Introduction

The purpose of this subclause is to réview studies made for the derivation of CISPR limits for
the protection of telecommunicatiens from interference from RF ISM equipment and to
conclude from these a recommended method which meets the objectives of CISPR and ITU.
The model deals only with radiation which occurs outside the wanted frequency bands
designated by ITU for use by“industrial, scientific, and medical (ISM) applications, i.e. outside
the ISM bands.

5.6.2 Derivation of:.limits

The full range of\parameters to be taken into account in the derivation of limits is shown in
Table 3 together with the major radio services requiring protection.

5.6.2.1Protection of communication services

The wanted field strength to be protected, the protection ratio required for the different types
of~radio services, the distance from the source at which protection is necessary, and the
attenuation law to be used in the calculation are important. These are matters in which ITU
support is essential.

5.6.2.2 Proposed model for use in calculating disturbance limits

The factors that have traditionally been included in models for predicting interference from
radio-frequency sources are listed in columns 1 to 10 of Table 3. By assigning appropriate
worst-case limits for protecting the various communication services from interference from a
certain type of equipment may be determined. However, a model which is based on worst-
case parameters is both technically and economically unrealistic since it ignores the fact that
there have been very few instances of interference attributed to the distinct type of equipment
actually considered. It is therefore critical that the experience in this subject should be taken
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into account. Thus, the benefits of worldwide experience in this subject can be included
although it is recognized that the probability can only be a qualified estimate at present,

because so many complex factors are involved as shown in 5.6.2.3. Determination of
numerical values of the probability for the various radio services is urgently required and
studies are being undertaken in several countries.

5.6.2.3 Probability factors

Probability of coincidence of adverse factors:

P:P1><P2XP3XP4XP5XP6XP7XP8XP9XP1O (35)

where

is the probability that the major lobe of the radiation is in the directionwof the victim
receiver;

is the probability of directional receiving aerials having maximum pick-up in the direction
of the disturbing source;

is the probability that the victim receiver is stationary;

is the probability of equipment generating a disturbing signalkon a critical frequency;
is the probability that the relevant harmonic is below the\imit value;

is the probability that the type of disturbing signal being generated will produce a
significant effect in the receiving system;

is the probability of coincident operation efthe disturbing source and the receiving
system;

is the probability of the disturbing sourcé. being within the distance at which interference
is likely to occur;

is the probability of coincidence that’the value of radiation at the edge of service area for
the protected service just meets:the limit for the RF disturbance;

P4 is the probability that buildings provide attenuation.



https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

- 44 - CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017
+AMD2:2020 CSV © IEC 2020

(wya )gp
d)is )saj e

(1B)

tro—tggye Sty

AdSID jo uoisiaal
104 |esodoud

(w/n M)ap
Aiepunoq
wouy w og je pwi|
Buipuodsaiion

(12)

(w/pA M)ap
Kiepunoq
uouy w Qg je
Mt |eonoead
Buipuodsaiion

(11)

ap
Ainqeqoad
10} 92UBMO||Y

(10)

ap
uoljenuajje
Buipjing

(9)

(w/a v)gp
juawdinba
wouj w 0g 1e p|ay
CRNTEYEYREIITRTTET] -7
-inba ajewixoiddy

(8)

Me| uoljenuajpy

(7)

w
pajoajoud aq o}
si JeuBis yoiym
je jJuawdinba
wo.uj aosuejsig

(6)

(w/A M)gp
euuajue
Buialaoal je
p|olj 9ouaJajiajul
a|qissiwiad

(5)

ap
oljes uol}oajoid

(4)

Table 3 — Tabulation of the method of determining limits for equipment in the frequency range 0,150 MHz.to 960 MHz

(w/A M)ap
pajoajoud ©
aq o} [euBig
(s 0l 02 02
aAl}Sneyxe-uou) * " o | B 3|5 . = 3|5 C C < 8]
—~ = =] =] = =1 S S = =1
pajosjoid aq YNlo,5|.6|9.6|5El2 |2 |TSE|le |2 |2 |SE|
0] 991AJ3s olpey MoC|loc|Moo0| 50| ®2|®l| 50| T2| Tl |®O| 0| w2
COoo0] 0o E00] X0 ES [ ES X0 ESESTESTXOES
J<o|<o|S<o|lig|<®| <8 || <8 | <C|<®|Lx|<®C
o
[zZHW] = 2ol Cn Bo 2084580825 2ol 8n| Lo oS
pueq Aousnbaigy || 3 X 22158 B8o|od|od|o2|on |28 |82 |0~
IS No | o oY |Qa |y | |eN |2 | Y | 5819w
Ne) lo L~ ) P << |~ Ov |t~ |LAN| 52
o o o -— ~ — — -~ =



https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017
+AMD2:2020 CSV © IEC 2020

— 45 —

(w/a v)gp
9}Is )saj e

Table 3 (continued)

qoTTITUe e ST

AdSID jo uoisiaal
104 |esodoud

(1B)

(w/A M)ap
Aiepunoq
wouj w o¢ je jiwi|
Buipuodsauion

(12)

(w/A M)gp
Aiepunoq
uoJj w o¢g je
Wuwy, Jeonoeuad
Buipuodsaiio)

(11)

ap
Aynqeqoad
10} @dUeMmMoO| |y

(10)

ap
uoljenusajje
Buipjing

(9)

(wya )gp
juswdinba
wouy w 0Z e p|ay
99Ual194id}ul JUdBA
-inba ajewixoiddy

(8)

Me| uoljenuapyy

(7)

w
pajoajoud aq o)
si JeuBis yoiym
je juawdinba
wouj asuelsig

(6)

(w/A M)gp
euuajue
Buialaoal je
plal} @ouaiajiajul
a|qissiwiad

(5)

ap
oljel uol3a9joid

(4)

(w/A M)gp
pajoajoud
aq o} |eubis

(3)

(sn
aAl}sneyxs-uou)
pajoajoud aq
0} 991AJ3S olpey

(2)

Fiqed links

Aeromobile

Amateur
radio

Amateur
radio

Anpateur
radio

TV BC

Lahd mobile

Amateur
radio

Audio BC

Lahd mobile
TV BC

Lahd mobile
Audio BC

IL$ Aero-
mqbiles

Lahd mobile

Amateur
radio

Lahd mobile

pueq Aouanbaiqg

(1)

20,00 to

30,00
21,00 to

21,45
24,89 to

24,99
28,00 to

29,70
30,00 to

68,00
50,00 to

54,00
68,00 to

72,00
76,00 to

87,50
87,50 to

108,00
108,00 to

156,00

144,00 to

148,00
156,00 to

174,00



https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017

— 46 —

+AMD2:2020 CSV © IEC 2020

SVENEY

N1l Aq pepuswwooal se oljes uonoalold awes ay) A|lIESS808U JOU S| PUB S}IWI| JO UOI}BALISP Y} Ul pasn aq 0} anjea~ay} si siyl (‘010 ‘Ajjiqels Aousnbaly ‘pidwexs ioy)

"anjeA |eonjoeld |ewlou B S| gp 0} JBY} UMoys sey aousiiadx3 "pajielsul sl 824n0s aoueqdnisip 8y} yoaiym'uisBuipjing Aq papiaoid uol
*10)0B4-A111geqOId BY] Ul 10} pamoje aq
lip e Je s904N0S 9oUBgINISI "Pa|lelsul A[[BWIOU aie 90IAIS8S Olpel JUBAS|a) 8Y) JO Suolje||elsul BUulAI®0al YoIyM }e 904N0S SOUBQINISIP Sy} WOoJ) 9oUBlSIp WNWIUIl ueaw ay|

enuayne ay]

llim 20UB)SIP

'sasodind Buiuue|d

10}
90In0f @oueqJinisip ay} Aq pajelauab [eubis ay) Jo SOI1ISLI10RIBYD BY) Y}IM 90USIDLIBIUI WOI) IIAIS8S Olpel ay) 109joid 0} pauinbal onjes aoualaiaiul-ol-leubis ay] -oljes uonoalold ()
‘a)endoidde se suoljepuswiwiodal N1| pue suolienbal N1| woly paAlIdp 8q 0} :eale 921AI8S Jo abppa ay) 1e pajoajold aq o) yibuadis pjaly ay} jo gnjea ueipa|y (g)
:sbuipeay uwn|oo jo uoieue|ldx3 JION
olpel 00'826
Jnajeduy | 0} 00°C06
00'096
8llqow pye7 | 0} 00'vS8
00'¥S8
odAL| ©100'%L9
od AL 00‘v19
ABUOIBY 0} Oo_mwm
00'G8G
odAL| ©100'0LF
olpel 00'0%%
inajeluy | 0} 00'0EY
8liqow pyeT 00'0LY
SUll paKI4 | 0} 00°00%
olpel 00‘'0€C
Inejeuy | 03 00°'cZZ
00'00%
51| 0100912
(41) (21) (11) (01) (8) (8) (2) (9) (s) (%) (€) (2 (1)
= = 33 - 5 —
=) m o =1 b o] X M
M.M.d MMV E.mmq > o H:S.MV W cZe0 o ® T o %) qu ®
oo Eo = oo™ |ococ ™o o= = 093 =3 ) ©02% ®» |0 ~13gp S Qv = S0 R}
wefod| ZoZp Wogas S g 5 2 @3353 2 sS85 (@558 3 e 235 53T 0 <
TaR38| TS50 (=558, 238 |aZZ S0 450 5 s&33|=88s82| o TF2 |FX08 3
<as8 <a°3 | <23l Wo 3 Dy <233 X% = a828 <s23% weo <0 = 2553 !
SzPos| 353832 |353=2 o 5@ e 3 9832|3350z 3 38° c 9= s
~o B =0 < .2 (\.Aowl. < = = "= — ® .0 |= S = N Z oo 19% b
w3 I35 3°2. 5 ] S w....ﬂe o D.Sw...w Q oo - ® = Qo 5
D T °a ~Q = o= = - = o s 3
P 2 3 387 3 oy ® © o

(pus) ¢ alqeL



https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=1b06df97971f51b1a06da838c699ab6c

CISPR TR 16-4-4:2007+AMD1:2017 —47 -
+AMD2:2020 CSV © |IEC 2020

5.6.3 Application of limits

The CISPR has traditionally adopted the view that there should be only one limit for each type
of appliance. In the past, this approach has had considerable merit, but was increasingly
difficult to sustain. Thus, it has been found useful to introduce several classes of limits, e.g.
for disturbances from RF ISM equipment (see CISPR 11).

5.6.4 Overview of proposals for determination of disturbance limits for a given type of
equipment

5.6.4.1 Determination of limits from practical experience

The exponents of this approach state simply that limits in use in their own country have been
proved by practical experience to give adequate protection.

This is a powerful argument which cannot be ignored. The technical evaluation of coupling
between sources of interference and communication services is very complex and virtually
impossible to define precisely in mathematical or practical terms mainly“because control of
the various parameters is impossible and the spreads on measured\values are very wide.
Experience is therefore valuable. Unfortunately, the same factors)which make experience
valuable tend to militate against the acceptance of this approach unless the experience
gained in a sufficiently large number of countries leads to similar conclusions. In this case,
however, there is not a sufficiently large number of countries supporting the unqualified
application of the actual limits but there is clearly a need to support the approach as one
factor in the consideration of limits.

5.6.4.2 User and manufacturer responsibility foryavoidance of interference

In a number of countries, user regulations are inforce.

User limits may take one of several form-@utlines as follows:

a) regulations may require users of%an appliance to meet certain limits if interference is
caused;

b) if interference is caused,.regulation may require an user of an appliance to cease
operation until the interference is abated;

c) regulations based on_the licensing of operation of a certain type of apparatus.

These approaches .on their own satisfy neither the ITU/CISPR criteria for avoidance of
interference nor the CISPR requirements for avoidance of technical barriers to trade. User
limits would prebably, in any case, be quite unacceptable in a number of countries as they
place the user.in an unfavourable position legally, financially and technically.

User regulations in conjunction with manufacturer regulations are a different matter. In these
the user-may be required to maintain suppression to the standard of new equipment and his
financial, legal and technical obligations are therefore clear.

Examples of limits which are in use for user-only regulations are those in force in the United
Kingdom for industrial radio-frequency heaters in the frequency range 0,15 MHz to
1 000 MHz. These broadly conform with the present CISPR limits with a provision of a 10 dB
more stringent limit where interference is caused to safety of life services.

Other examples are the USA regulations which take the form described in item b) and the
regulations which take the form of item c¢). In the USA, the Ilimits for

5.6.4.3 Calculation of limits on a worst-case basis

This method of arriving at limits is intended to provide a high degree of protection for all radio
communication services. Limits are calculated using minimum values of field strength to be
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protected, high values of protection ratio, maximum coupling between disturbance sources
and radio communication receivers, and minimum values of attenuation with distance of the

disturbing signal.

At first sight, this approach might seem to be ideal as it would, if implemented, lead to an
ideal situation of very low values of man-made ambient radio-frequency noise. The cost to
society of the adoption of such limits, however, would be high and it would be impossible, with
present technology, to continue to operate many electrical devices, which would not
contribute to the welfare and health of the human race.

5.6.4.4 Determination of limits by means of statistical evaluation

This approach states that the control of radio interference has to be treated statistically
because the many factors involved are not under the control of the engineer.'and those
parameters which are capable of measurement have very wide spreads of values,

The statistical evaluation approach has to overcome these difficulties. It ‘Should satisfy the
communicator that communication services will receive adequate protection under normal
circumstances of correct use, and the manufacturers and users of electrical equipment that
economic, operational and safety considerations are being correctly(taken into account.

5.6.5 Rationale for determination of CISPR limits in the. frequency
range below 30 MHz

5.6.5.1 General

With this subclause, a method for the estimation of disturbance limits for a given type of
equipment is described. This approach can be applied for the frequency range below 30 MHz.
For radiation coupling, dependence of the permissible disturbance field strength from the
wanted signal u,, the signal-to-disturbangeratio Rp, and other influence factors can be

estimated based on Equations (21) and (22) found in 5.5.

This model should be used by Product Committees to determine the disturbance limits
measured on a EUT in standardized test sites. This model is considered suitable for point
source magnetic field devices ahd not for distributed or complex systems.

Ten probability or influence factors P, to P,y have to be considered according to 5.6.2.3.
However, for better alighment with terminology used for statistics the ten influence factors P,
to P,q are further treated in their mean values as up4 to upqq. It shall be noted that the values
for upq to upqg canbe used in logarithmic terms (i.e. in dB) only.

Taking intG~xaccount Equation (22) we can write

Elimit = 4 * 130 (36)

Then taking equation (21) into account, noting that tg = 0,84, and the limit becomes:

Epimit = #w = Rp + tpg + ppo * pip3 + tpg + tps + tpg * Hp7+ tpg + tpg + Up1g

+ tBUi - tn(0D12+ O'D')2 + 0D'12+ 0D/12+ 00:2 + ODRZ + (71372+ 0'092 + UD02 + 0'D1n2)1/2 (37)

where

Elimit is the mean value of the permissible disturbance field strength at a specified
distance d from the disturbance source;
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Ly is the minimum value of the wanted field strength at the edge of the service area of
the radia service concerned;

Rp is the minimum acceptable value of the signal-to-disturbance ratio (i.e. the protection
ratio) at the receiver's antenna port or feeding point;

Hp1 is the mean value of the main lobes of the magnetic dipole radiation in the direction
of the victim receiver;

Opq is the standard deviation of P;

Hpo is the expected mean value when the directional receiving antenna has its maximum
pick-up in direction of the disturbance source;

Hp3 is the expected mean value when the victim receiver is stationary;

Hpy is the expected mean value when there is equipment generating a disturbing signal
on a critical frequency;

Ups is the expected mean margin when the relevant harmonic is below,the limit value;

Upg is the expected mean value when the type of disturbance signal generated will
produce a significant effect in the receiving system;

HUp7 is the expected mean value when the operation of-/the disturbance source is
coincident with the receiving system;

Hpg is the expected mean value when the disturbance source is located in a distance to
the receiving system within which interference is likely to occur;

Hpg is the expected mean value when the valUe*of radiation at the edge of service area
for the protected service just meets the\imit for the RF disturbance;

Hp10 is the expected mean value when buildings provide attenuation.

Equation (37) is valid for mean values “of influence factors (given in dB) assuming a log-
normal distribution of their figures. Notice that the latter may not be fulfilled for each factor in

each ind
estimate

ividual case. By inserting appropriate practical figures, Equation (37) can be used to
a limit E| ;,;; for the permissible disturbance field strength.

NOTE Within these calculations) 20 log has been utilized for distance elements and 10 log for the others,
assuming power and not voltagg:.

5.6.5.2

5.6.5.2.1

5.6.5.2.1

Consideration and estimated values of upy to upqg
Radiation pattern of the disturbance source (up4)

.1\ Consideration of up,

The horizontal plane radiation pattern on a small purely magnetic antenna is described in dB

unit by

G(¢) = Gpyax + 20 log (sin(o)) (38)
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Figure 8 — horizontal plane radiation pattern on a small purely magnetic antenna

In the general case the victim may be in any possible direction with equal-probability. The
mean value and standard deviation of the gain can be calculated by the following averages
over half of the circle.

Gle)d (39)

X

Gavg = ATH(G(0)) = -

O =

562 = AvglG(9)?)- (Avg(G(p)P

17 2 2 (40)
= F_(‘;(G((ﬂ)) do— Gavg

Numerical calculation of Equations (39) and (40) gives the average gain Gavg = Gyax — 6,0 dB
and the standard deviation og = 7,9 dB, which lead to upq = Gjax — Gayg = 6 dB and 05 = 7,9
dB

5.6:5.2.1.2 Estimation for the up,
Hpq1 = 6 dB, Opq= 8 dB

5.6.5.2.2 Antenna gain of the victim to the disturbance source (up,)

(the directional receiving antenna have its maximum pick-up in direction of
the disturbance source)

In the frequency range below 30 MHz, a typical receiving antenna used with broadcast
receivers is a rod antenna. Other antennas are also used. These antenna gains can vary to as
much as —10 dB to 10 dB, however it can be assumed that 67 % of all antennas show a gain
of within 3 dB of an isotropic antenna.
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5.6.5.2.2.2 Estimation for the possible range of up,

Hp2o =-3 dB, OPZ =3dB

5.6.5.2.3 Stationary receiver (up3)
5.6.5.2.3.1 Consideration of up;

Below 30 MHz, it is likely that the victim receiver will be stationary; hence the value should be
0 dB.

5.6.5.2.3.2 Estimation for the possible range of up;
Hp3 = 0 dB, Op3 = 0 dB

5.6.5.2.4 Equipment generating a disturbing signal at a critical frequency and
relevant harmonics (up,)

5.6.5.2.4.1 Consideration of up,

For the source of the magnetic disturbance from monitors‘@nd plasma TVs, the issue will
appear for the fundamental frequency and the harmonics. Assuming the fundamental
emission from the disturbance source is at 250 KHz and its harmonics will occupy
approximately in the ratio of 5:1. Based upon a variation of +25 kHz, giving a value of 50 kHz
(7 dB).

For the source of the magnetic disturbance from induction cooking equipment, the issue will
appear from the fundamental frequency @nd the harmonics. Assuming the fundamental
emission from the disturbance source! is at 50 kHz and its harmonics will occupy
approximately in the ratio of 2:1. Based upon a variation of +12,5 kHz, giving a value of
25 kHz (3 dB).

NOTE 1 The values below were derived from 10 log (1/5) = =7 dB and 10 log (1/2) = -3 dB hence the mean
values 5 dB and the range of 2 dB.

NOTE 2 Other sources of disturbance may be from electrical car charging stations, phone charging systems and
these are estimated to give similar values.

We have assumedno frequency dependency relevant to the limits.

A typical respense of a source of magnetic field disturbance is present in Figure 9.
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Figure 9 — typical source of magnetic field disturbance

5.6.5.2.4.2 Estimation for the possible range of 45,
4ps = 5 dB, Range op, = 2 dB

5.6.5.2.5 Margin that the relevant harmonics are below the limit value (ups)
5.6.5.2.5.1 Consideration of ypg

This value has been covered in{pg.

5.6.5.2.5.2 Estimation for the possible range of ypg

This value has been“covered in upy.

5.6.5.2.6 Expected mean value that the type of disturbance signal generated will
produce a significant effect in the receiving system (upg)

5.6.5(2.6:1 Consideration of ypg

Innthe frequency range below 30 MHz, since the bandwidth of the unwanted signal and
pandwidth of the receiver are of similar values, upg should be set to 0 dB.

For the example of plasma TVs and induction cookers in the frequency range below 30 MHz,
typically since the bandwidth of the disturbance source is greater than the bandwidth of the
receiver, upg should be set to 0 dB.
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5.6.5.2.6.2 Estimation for the possible range of upg

utpg = 0 dB, Range opg = 0 dB

5.6.5.2.7 Expected mean value that the operation of the disturbance source is
coincident with the receiving system operation of the disturbance source

(pp7)
5.6.5.2.7.1 Consideration of up,

In the case that a receiver is operated for 24 hours, from the typical sources in 24 hqurs per
day, plasma TV is 8 hours, PV Inverter 8 hours and induction cookers 2 hours operated.

NOTE The estimated values given in 5.6.6.2.7.2 were derived by 10 log (time of operation (hours)V/24).

5.6.5.2.7.2 Estimation for the possible range of yp;
4p7 = 6,5 dB, Range op7 = 3,5 dB

5.6.5.2.8 The disturbance source is located in a distance to'the receiving system
within which interference is likely to occur (up§g)

5.6.5.2.8.1 Consideration of upg

The limit of the disturbance is specified for the test site with a normative fixed measurement
distance d. In practice, the actual distance r betwéen the disturbance source and the victim is
usually quite different when the victim is used as’intended.

The normative measurement distance-d<{is 3 m. The ratio of the two distances r and d
determines the additional attenuation.

The estimated value upg usually ‘increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the
right hand side of Equation (37).

5.6.5.2.8.2 Estimation.for the possible range of upg

The value of upg is, calculated by:

upg = X x 20 log (r/ d) (41)
where
r is the actual distance between source and victim;
d is the measurement distance;
X is the wave propagation coefficient, typical value to be determined based upon Annex
B.

The estimated distance has to take into account the average distance for the intended use of
the radio equipment. Inserting practical distances into Equation (41) will provide the possible
range of upg.
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5.6.5.2.9 The value of radiation at the edge of service area for the protected service
(&pg)

5.6.5.2.9.1 Consideration of upg

Due to propagation complexities related to the transmission properties relating to this
frequency range (including solar storms, variation of the reflecting condition at the ionosphere
and the time of day) it is difficult to define actual coverage areas of the radio service. There
will still be areas were the service will have sufficient signals and other areas where there will
be insufficient. Hence a basic approximation could be based upon a simple circularly
response and the ratio between the two different coverage areas.

5.6.5.2.9.2 Estimation for the possible range of upg
Upg = 3 dB, Range opg = 3 dB
5.6.5.2.10 The expected mean value that buildings provide attenuation of the building
(#p10)
5.6.5.2.10.1 Consideration of up4g
In this frequency range the worst case attenuation of buildings-will be 0 dB.

NOTE Depending on the situation, building attenuation can be taken into account. Any attenuation may impact
both the reception of the radio service and the amount of interfefehce source observed. Hence this may need to be
taken into account with the performance of the receiving antenna.

5.6.5.2.10.2 Estimation for the possible range of up4g
Hp1o = 0 dB, Range Op10 = 0 dB

5.6.5.3 Rationale for determination of CISPR limits for photovoltaic (PV) power
generating systems

For a model for the derivation of limits for photovoltaic (PV) power generating systems see
Annex C.

5.6.5.4 Rationale for’determination of CISPR limits for in-house extra low voltage (ELV)
lighting installations

For a model for the estimation of radiation from in-house extra low voltage (ELV) lighting
installations see Annex D.

5.6.6 Model for limits for the magnetic component of the disturbance field
strength for the protection of radio reception in the range below 30 MHz

5.6.6.1 General

Recently, new electric or electronic devices having unintentional emissions below 30 MHz
were introduced in the market. As the classical examples of these devices, there are plasma
TV sets, power line communications devices, wireless power transfer, induction cooking
devices, and so on. As the devices have been using increasingly, it is required to establish an
appropriate model for deriving radiation limits in order to protect existing radio services at

£ : o) A0
ITTYUTTIVITS UTIUW OU NWITTZ.

This document contains statistics of complaints and mathematical models for the calculation
of electric field limits related to the protection of radio services without the consideration of
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magnetic radiation within the near field region. Hence, development of other analytical models
is required for the derivation of radiation limits on the devices having magnetic disturbances.

NOTE Other organisations also working within the area including CEPT and ITU-R.
5.6.6.2 Model for magnetic field limits below 30 MHz

This model is established for calculation magnetic field limits required for the protection of
radio services against interference from various types of magnetic field sources using below
30 MHz. This method for calculation of magnetic field limits for protection of radio services
below 30 MHz is depicted in Figure 10.

V4

Coplanar

. Elr H|r
Coaxial
—--- )/
X
[ : icti
| Interference Measuring Victim
| source equipment receiver
I T I
! d ! |
le > I
[ : I
: [
< r ‘l
L =
IEC

Key

m magnetic dipole moment

E, permissible interference electric field of victim receiver

H;, permissible-interference magnetic field of victim receiver

Pis’ERP effecCtive radiated power of interference source at distance r from victim receiver

Hiimit magnetic field limits for interference source at measuring distance d, i.e. at the position of the antenna

of the measuring equipment
Figure 10 — Model for magnetic field limit at measuring equipment
The permissible interference electric or magnetic field (E; or H;) of victim receiver can be

derived from a method considering noise level or a method considering signal to disturbance
ratio (Rp).

The method considering noise level is as follows:

f ot L

LD L AN £ H - H - - £ 4l L (] N Na) - . -
Choise \UDHVITIT) U a VICUITE STTVILE 1S LUTTCUICU TOT UTEe DATTUWIULIT OT UTE VICUITT TELTIVET.

Enoise = Enoise,b +10 |09 (bvictim / bnoise) (42)

where
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bpoise is the measuring bandwidth of noise (kHz);
by ictm s the bandwidthof victim(kHz);
Enoise b I8 the electric field strength of noise from Recommendation ITU-R P.372 (dBuV/m).

NOTE E e p IS defined by an ITU-R document as the background Gaussian noise level (excluding impulse and

burst noises), assuming the reception with a loss-less omni-directional antenna and an ideal receiver. In the case
that the antenna and feeder losses or receiver noise cannot be negligible, reference noise level should be defined
by the system noise level.

In case of broadband interference, the bandwidth ratio BWR (dB) should be included_to
calculate the permissible interference electric field E;. (dBuV/m):

Eir = Enoise + BWR (43)
The bandwidth ratio is defined:
BWR =10 log (bmeasuring - bvictim) (44)
where
bmeasuring is measuring bandwidth of interferer (kHz).

When the bandwidth of the interfering signal is not wider'than the victim receiver bandwidth,
BWR = 0 dB should be assumed.

The method considering Rp is as follows.

In the case where the minimum received field strength E,;, (dBuV/m) and the Rp (dB) of the
victim receiver are known, the permissible interference electric field is calculated:

E.

Ir

= E... — Rp + BWR (45)

min

From the permissible interference electric field, the permissible interference magnetic field H,,
(dBpA/m) can be obtained:

H. = E.

ir ir— 51,5 (46)
And then, the effective radiated power ERP of interference source at distance r from victim
receiver_cah be determined by propagation attenuation loss between interference source and
victim-receiver. Propagation attenuation loss exponent is normally in the range of 2 to 4
(where/2 is for propagation in free space, 4 is for relatively lossy environments). In some
environments, such as buildings, stadiums and other indoor environments, the propagation
attenuation loss exponent can reach values in the range of 4 to 6.

The magnetic dipole moment m (Am2) can be calculated from the effective radiated power of
interference source at distance r from victim receiver, Pis grp (kW) level.

S B el
2] ¥TTTE (47)

where

A is the wavelength.
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Finally, the magnetic field limits H,;,;; (A/m) for interference source at measuring distance d,
iie. at the position of the antenna of the measuring equipment can be calculated. The

radiation direction from interference source is divided into coaxial and coplanar directions.
The magnetic fields for these directions are computed by

JA +d?

Hcowcial =m- 3
2rAd

(48)
4 2 92 4
by :m_\/z, ~A2d>+d
coplanar 472_/1 2d3
’ (49)
where
A, is the radian wavelength and is equal to A/2m.
Then, Hjinit is chosen to the maximum value of Hggaxiar @and Hegpjanaritbthe view point of worst

case as follows:

Hjimit = max (H (50)

coaxial, Hcoplanar)

5.7 Rational for determination of CISPR limits in,the frequency range above 1 GHz

NOTE References found in this subclause are listed in ther Bibliography.

5.7.1 Introduction

In 5.6, another suitable method for estimation of emission limits for a given type of equipment
is described. The same or similarnapproach can be used for the frequency range above
1 GHz. For radiation coupling, depgndence of the permissible disturbance field strength from
the wanted signal u,, the signal-to-disturbance ratio Rp, and other influence factors can be

estimated based on Equations(21) and (22) found in 5.5.
Seven probability or influence factors P, to P; have to be considered. These influence factors
take into account e.g'.the antenna gain, the attenuation of the disturbance field strength as in

Equation (21), and-other conditions. However, for better alignment with terminology used for
statistics the séven influence factors P, to P; are further treated in their mean values as up4

to up7. It shall'be noted that the values for up4 to up7 can be used in logarithmic terms (i.e. in
dB) only.
Taking'into account Equation (22) we can write

Elimit= #4 * tg0;

with tB = 0,84, and the limit becomes:

Elimit = tw = Rp * ttp1 + tpp * tp3 * tpa * Hps * Hpe * Up7

+ 1g0; — tg(0p4 %+ Opy? + Op3®+ Opy®+ Ops? + Opg® + 0p7?) /2 (36)

where:
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Elimit is the mean value of the permissible disturbance field strength at a specified
distance d from the disturbance source;

Ly is the minimum value of the wanted field strength at the edge of the service area of the
radio service concerned;
Rp is the minimum acceptable value of the signal-to-disturbance ratio (i.e. the protection

ratio) at the receiver's antenna port or feeding point;

Upq is the expected mean value that the major lobe of the disturbance field strength is not
in the direction of the victim receiver;

Upo is the expected mean value that the directional receiving antenna does not have its
maximum pick-up in direction of the disturbance source;

Up3 is the expected mean value that for a mobile receiver the signal to noise ratio can be

improved by keeping a certain distance to the disturbance source and that the mobile
receiver is used well inside the respective radio service area;

Ups is the expected mean margin that the disturbance signal is below the'limit;
Hps is the expected mean value that the type of disturbance signalgenerated will produce
a significant effect in the receiving system;

tpg is the expected mean value that the disturbance sourcelis located in a distance to the
receiving system within which interference is likely to_oc¢cur;

Up7 is the expected mean value that buildings provide a certain degree of additional
attenuation.

Due to lack of sufficient statistical data, Equation«(36) is only analysed in terms of the mean
values of the influence factors while neglectingthe values for the standard deviation.

Equation (36) is valid for mean values ©f influence factors (given in dB) assuming a log-
normal distribution of their figures. Natice that the latter may not be fulfilled for each factor in
each individual case. By inserting appropriate practical figures, Equation (36) can be used to
estimate a limit E|;,;; for the permissible disturbance field strength.

For an estimation of limits ré&lated to the power of radiated disturbances, e.g. as needed for
emission measurements ifreverberation chambers, P, can be derived from E ., (see

Equation (36)) using the\following equation:
ELimit [dB(uV/m)] =104,8 dB + Plimit [dB(mW)] + GS [dB] - 20 Ig (d/dRef) [dB)] (363)

If d is the measuring distance (e.g. 3 m), and Gg is the gain of the disturbance source, which
can be replaced by up4, then

Piimit [dAB(MW)] = E| i [dB(nV/m)] — 104,8 dB — up4 [dB] + 20 Ig(d/dref) [gBY]
and with d =3 m (i.e. 20 Ig(d/dRef) = 9,5 dB) we get

Piimit [AB(MW)] = E ; it [dB(uV/m)] — 95,3 dB — pp4 [dB] (36b)
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5.7.2 Consideration and estimated values of yp; to up;

5.7.2.1 Radiation pattern of the disturbance source (up4)
5.7.2.1.1 Consideration of up,

Sources generating radiated disturbances in the frequency range above 1 GHz usually show
directional radiation pattern which have one or more main lobes and also significant notches.

The influence factor describes the margin of an averaged pattern figure of the EUT to the
disturbance level measured at maximum beam direction.

Factor up4 increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right hand-side of
Equation (36b).

5.7.2.1.2 Estimation for the possible range of up,

In [4] an antenna gain of about 6 dB is estimated for large EUTs,~in)the frequency range
above 1 GHz. This could be interpreted such that on average, the‘disturbance field strength
may be 6 dB below the maximum value measured on the test site.

In [5] it is estimated further that, for the frequency range above 1 GHz, measurement results
obtained at the test site, on average will be about 6 dBsbelow the maximum radiation of the
disturbance sources. This means that the results obtained from test site measurements are,
on average, significantly below the limit, owing to ¢he radiation pattern. Reference [4] also
gives evidence that for large increments of rotationdhe readings are on average 8,6 dB below
the maximum, while with smaller increments the readings will be on average 3 dB below the
maximum emission.

Radiation pattern of real EUTs are presented in [8]. These measurement results show that, in
the frequency range 1 GHz to 3 GHz{ thé average radiation pattern is regularly about 3 dB to
6 dB below maximum radiation found at another nearby rotation position. It can also be seen
that, at higher frequencies, the radiation pattern may branch more and more in each direction
and that single beams with small’beam widths appear.

Considering the facts in [4]; [5], and [8] it is assumed that, on average, the disturbances are
3 to 8 dB below the maximum, meaning that:

4pq ranges from 3 dB to 8 dB.

5.7.2.2 Antenna gain of the victim to the disturbance source ( yp,)
5.7.2(2,1" Consideration of yp,

Radiated disturbances and wanted RF signals will usually reach the receiver's antenna from
different directions. The gain G, of the receiving antenna is available in direction of the

wanted RF field strength. The disturbance field strength can be expected from a different
direction, with the gain G,. Therefore up, represents the mean value of the difference of both

gains. This difference gives the available gain G,, for the improvement of the actual signal to
disturbance ratio R:

Gav = Hp2 = By = 5 (37)

The estimated value up, increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right
hand side of Equation (36).
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5.7.2.2.2 Estimation for the possible range of up,

The antenna gain G,, of the radio receiver in direction of the wanted RF field strength

depends on the radio service and can assume values between 0 dB (for mobile radio
services, such as GSM, DCS, or UMTS) and 80 dB (for certain fixed radio services). In the
frequency management, a value of G; = 6 dB is used for the gain in other directions if the gain

in the main lobe of the receiver antenna is greater than 6 dB.

In respect of EMC the following range should be used:

yPZ:GW—GdB and ,Llp2:6dB
6dB<G,, <12dB Gy >12dB

5.7.2.3 Mobile receiver ( up3)
5.7.2.3.1 Consideration of up,

This factor takes into account that a mobile receiver can always be moved away from the
disturbance source and that the receiver will be provided, inside the radio service area, with a
wanted RF field strength which is stronger than the minimum wanted RF field strength at the
edge of the service area.

The estimated value ups increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right
hand side of Equation (36).

5.7.2.3.2 Estimation for the possible range of up;

From a frequency management point{of view, for mobile radio services and particularly for
base stations there is a need for more RF channels if radiated disturbances increase within
the wanted radio frequency (RE) band, in a given area and environment. This is the reason
why the frequency management can only propose a factor of 0dB, for wps. From

representatives of other branches of industry it is required that the worst case can not be
used for the estimation of/disturbance limits. From the latter perspective, it would be possible
to tolerate values for factor up; in the range of 6 dB.

Furthermore, the.mobile receiver is used rather seldom at the edge of the service area, in
particular if a'cellular radio service is considered. Therefore the wanted RF field strength used
for calculation of the permissible disturbance field strength should be, on average, higher than
the minimum wanted RF field strength required at the edge of the service area.

Cansidering the physical laws, the wanted RF field strength decreases linearly with distance
while the service area increases with the square of this distance. For consideration of the
mobility of the receiver, the wanted RF field strength at the edge of half of the service area is
used.

The service area depends on the distance by square root of the distance. The field strength
depends on the distance linearly. This means:

L 2

0,5~A:L%J -Z‘ (38)

and
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E,(d)= 7.—\’PW'GW (39)

l d
z)
Under this condition the wanted RF field strength E,, used for calculation can be increased by

3 dB, compared to the minimum wanted RF field strength required at the edge of the service
area. Instead of using an increased-by-3-dB wanted RF field strength for the calculation of the
respective disturbance limit one can also continue to use the minimum wanted RF field
strength required at the edge of the service area and add the 3 dB to the influence factor sp4:

The possibilities for mobile radio receivers to be used well inside a given service area.and to
extend the distance to the disturbance source by being moved away from that source should
be taken into account by setting the range for the mean value up; of the influencg ‘factor from

0 dB up to 9 dB:

4ps ranges from 0 dB to 9 dB.

5.7.2.4 Emission level of the disturbance source is below the limit ( zp,)
5.7.2.4.1 Consideration of up,

Usually, disturbances from a certain source do not just/meet the limits, but have a certain
margin to them. Factor up, counts for the estimated average of the minimum margin of the

disturbance to the limit.

The estimated value up, increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right
hand side of Equation (36).

5.7.2.4.2 Estimation for the possible range of yp,

An EUT conforms with the limit when the maximum disturbance emission is below (or equal
to) the limit. This also means.that the difference between the limit and the disturbance is
greater than (or equal to) zero:

Contribution [7] contains an estimation of the margin to the limit for 49 samples of class A and
class B IT equipment:-The average margin to the FCC limit for all 49 products is about 12 dB.

The 273 measurement values of the margin to the limit reported in [7] are distributed over a
range from -2,6 dB to +31,9 dB.

As a resdlt of this investigation it can be assumed that up, is usually in the range of:
Upy4 ranges from 0 dB to 24 dB.

5.7.2.5 Interference depending on the bandwidth of the radio service ( ups)
5.7.2.5.1 Consideration of ypy

For continuous broadband disturbances, the interference potential to a receiving system

signal bandwidth B, of the victim receiver or its respective radio service is, the higher the
interference potential would be, compared to the RF bandwidth B,,.,s of the measurement

receiver. That also means that the interference potential is lower if the RF bandwidth of the
radio service is smaller than that of the measurement receiver. Eventually, the interference
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potential of a source of broadband disturbances also depends on the ratio of the bandwidth
B,.i.. Of the broadband disturbance to the bandwidth of the wanted radio signals B, ..

actually considered.
In practice, three cases may occur that require adequate consideration.
Casea) B

< B < B

want noise meas

In this case, calculation of upg shall deliver negative dB values, since not only one receiving
channel may be interfered with, but several ones.

In view of this, the permissible broadband disturbance can be described by Equation\(40a) as
ratio of the bandwidth for the considered individual radio service to the bandwidth of the
broadband disturbance:

E, =Enm Buwant (40a)
B, .
noise
where:
E., is measured disturbance field strength;
Ep is permissible disturbance field strength for the\considered radio service;
B,oise is bandwidth of the broadband disturbance;
Byant is bandwidth of the considered radio service for the wanted signal.

For estimation of the decrease required, for the permissible disturbance field strength, the
value of upg can be calculated by Equatioh (41a):

B
tps =10-logqg {Bw—am} (41a)

noise

Caseb) B <B € B\ ant

meas noise

In this case, calculation of up5 can deliver positive dB values, since the disturbance may not
occupy the wholefeceiving channel of the victim receiver concerned.

In view of this, the permissible broadband disturbance can be described by Equation (40b) as
ratio of the bandwidth of the broadband disturbance to the bandwidth of the measuring
receiver:

Ep =Enm Bhoise. (40b)
B
meas
where:
E., is measured disturbance field strength;
Ep s permissibledisturbancefietd strenmgthrfor theconsidered Tadioservite;
Bhoise is bandwidth of the broadband disturbance;
B is bandwidth of the measurement receiver.

meas
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For estimation of a relaxation possible for the permissible disturbance field strength, the value
of ups can be calculated by Equation (41b):

sips = 10-10g1 [gnoi} (41b)

meas

Casec) B B

noise—>_Bmeas-and B, . respectively

In this case of true broadband disturbance, calculation of ups can deliver positive as well{as

negative dB values, since the assessment result only depends on the ratio of the wanted RF
signal bandwidth to the measurement bandwidth.

In view of this, the permissible broadband disturbance can be described by Equation (40c) as
ratio of the bandwidth of the considered individual radio service to the\'measurement
bandwidth:

= Epy [ Duant (40c)

Bmeas

Ep

where:

E,, is measured disturbance field strength;

Ep is permissible disturbance field strength for)the considered radio service;
Bieas is bandwidth of the measuring receiver;

Byant is bandwidth of the considered radipyservice for the wanted signal.

For estimation of an increase or decrease allowed for the permissible disturbance field
strength, the value up5 can be calculated by Equation (41c):

#ps =10-logqg {gw—am} (41c)

meas

The estimated value ©f ups for broadband services has to be added on the right hand side of
Equation (36).

5.7.2.5.2 Estimation for the possible range of yp5

The value of upg can be calculated by Equation (41) and is determined by the bandwidth of
the-caonsidered radio service.

5.7.2.6 Ratio of the distance between source and victim to the measurement
distance ( upg)

5.7.2.6.1 Consideration of upg

The limit of the disturbance emission is specified for the test site with a normative fixed
measurement distance d. In practice, the actual distance r between the disturbance source

and the victim is usually quite different when the victim is used as intended.

The normative measurement distance d is 3 m. The ratio of the two distances r and d
determines the additional attenuation.
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The estimated value upg usually increases the permissible limit and has to be added on the
right hand side of Equation (’%6)

5.7.2.6.2 Estimation for the possible range of upg

The value of upg is calculated by:

r
Hpg = X -20-logyg {3} (42)

where

r = actual distance between source and victim;

d = measurement distance;

X = wave propagation coefficient, which is 1 in free-space propagation- and somewhat

higher (1 to 1,5) for non-free-space propagation.

The estimated distance has to take into account the average distance-for the intended use of
the radio equipment. Inserting practical distances into Equation (42) will provide the possible
range of upg.

NOTE In special areas, where use of mobile radio communication €quipment is not permitted, larger distances r
can be used for calculation. The estimated limit is valid only for suchhnenvironments.

5.7.2.7 Attenuation of the building ( xp7)

5.7.2.7.1 Consideration of upy

An additional attenuation between the disturbance source and the victim reduces the level of
disturbance and depends on the position of source and victim. Two options for calculating the
permissible disturbance field strength. are considered: option a), where the disturbance source

and the victim are inside the building and option b), where one is inside the building and the
other is outside.

The estimated value ppfZincreases the permissible limit and has to be added on the right
hand side of Equation.(36).

5.7.2.7.2 Estimation for the possible range of upy

For option.a).it is assumed that an attenuation value in the range of 0 dB to 6 dB is suitable.
For option:b), an attenuation value in the range of 2 dB to 20 dB is assumed.

Depending on the location of the victim and disturbance source it is proposed that the
following be used:

up7 ranges from 0 dB to 20 dB.

5.7.3 Equivalent EMC environment below and above 1 GHz

In 5.6.4 it is also mentioned that calculation of limits based on statistics can not be the one

and nnly way of nefimqfing CISPR limits. Positive prar\final nypnrinnnn with nyic’ring limits_is
also a powerful argument. For this reason, the ratio of limits at about 1 GHz as borderline
between existing limits and new limits can be considered. However, as radio services above
1 GHz are mainly based on different technologies they can be regarded more robust
compared to the analogue techniques which were the basis for limits below 1 GHz. For the
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calculation it is assumed that radio services and applications operating at frequencies above
or below 1 GHz are to be protected in the same way.

For such a comparison the same mobile radio service in the frequency range above 1 GHz as
in the frequency range below 1 GHz may be used. For this comparison consideration of the
limits of GSM (900 MHz) and DCS (1800 MHz) may be useful, owing to the fact that both
radio services have comparable functional parameters.

Table 4 contains the relevant data of protected wanted RF field strength, the CISPR limit for
measurements with a quasi-peak (QP) detector at a measurement distance of 10 m under frée
field conditions, and the procedure for the estimation of an equivalent limit at 1 800 MHz for
the different measurement procedure under free-space wave propagation conditions,with a
different detector type and a different measurement bandwidth.

Factor x (dB) takes into account a transposition of the appropriate limit from 'CISPR 22 at
about 900 MHz from 10 m to 3 m measurement distance normally usedwfor disturbance
measurements in the frequency range above 1 GHz. This shall be added to,the CISPR limit.

Factor y (dB) takes into account the transfer from free-field wave propagation conditions (as
e.g. at OATS) to free-space wave propagation conditions as normally defined for disturbance
measurements in the frequency range above 1 GHz. This shall be“subtracted from the CISPR
limit.

Eventually, the difference d between the estimated limit\and the wanted RF field strength at
900 MHz can be used for estimation of the CISPR limit at 1 750 MHz.

Table 4 — Calculation of permissible limits“for disturbances at about 1 800 MHz
from existing CISPR limits in the frequency range of 900 MHz

GSM at about 900 MHz DCS at about 1 800 MHz
Protected wanted RF field strength 32 dB(uV/m) 42 dB(uV/m)
Transfer limit of 37 dB(uV/m) at 10 m (37+x) dB(uV/m) -
to 3 m by addition of x dB
Transfer OATS to free space conditions (37+x-y) dB(uV/m) -
by subtraction of y dB
Transfer QP to AV detéttor @ (37+x-y) dB(nV/m) + about z dB -

Transfer 120 kHz to 1 MHz measurement | (37+x-y + z) dB(uV/m) + about 9,2 dB -
bandwidth by addition of 9,2 dB

Difference d between the CISPR limit for | d = [(37+x-y + z) dB + 9,2 dB] - 32 dB -
permissible disturbance and the wanted
RF field strength at 900 MHz

Resulting limit for permissible - (42 + d) dB (pV/m)
disturbances at 1800 MHz

al_In case of CW-type disturbances the use of an average detector does not require additional corrections.
However a factor z is provided for appropriate consideration of non-continuous disturbances.

5.7.4 Overview on parameters of radio communication services operating in the
frequency range above 1 GHz and up to 16 GHz with effect to electromagnetic
compatibility

Table 5 contalns a Ilst of radio commumcatlon services operatlng in the frequency range

to EMC The data set out in Table5 can be used to calculate Ilmlts for permissible
disturbances emanating from equipment, systems or even installations, in the frequency
range above 1 GHz. For such calculations and estimations, the model set out in 5.7 should be
used.
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The readers and users of the present document are invited and encouraged to accomplish the
entries in Table 5 by their own data and to submit their findings to Subcommittee H of CISPR,

which is responsible for maintenance of this CISPR Report.
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Table 5 (continued)
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18| 30 000
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19| 28 000
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13 250
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Annex A

Excerpt from CISPR Report No. 31
Values of mains decoupling factor
in the range 0,1 MHz to 200 MHz

(This Report provides a partial answer to Study Question No. 54/1 of 1964 which remains
under consideration.)

(Stresa, 1967)

Figure 1, page 50, shows median values, standard deviations and minimum Vvalues of
mains decoupling factor, defined as the ratio of voltage injected into the /mains and the
resultant voltage measured at the end of a terminated aerial feeder. The.values indicated
were obtained by various authors (see references below) under diffetent conditions of
measurement. They generally apply to an asymmetrical source connected in a random
manner between the "phase" and "null" conductor of a single phase.mains supply system *
and to well screened receivers. In the frequency range up t0)30 MHz, the data apply
mainly to receiving installations with indoor aerials (excludingxferrite aerials); above this
frequency, most of the coupling measurements were madéexat installations with outdoor
aerials.

In Figure 2, page 51, an attempt is made to synthesize_the available data, taking as far as
possible account of the differences between the various sources. It is believed that the
curves shown represent a conservative estimate_of the decoupling factor to be expected
between sources and receivers located in the'same or immediately adjoining apartments
of the same building.

Figure 3, page 51, shows typical distributions of measured values which may be used to
determine decoupling factors for a pepcentage of cases other than 50%.

References

vi)

vii)

S. Whitehead: A tentative statistical study of domestic radio interference. Journal IEE,
p. ., vol. 90 - 1943.

V. P. Pevnicki, F. E. llgekit: Charakteristiki systemi podavlenia radiopomech.
Elektricestvo 1956, . 6.

V. V. Roditi, M. S:"Garcenstein: Priomnye antenny i industrialnye radiopomechi.
Radiotechnika“1956, Nr. 9.

Reports of.the Research Institute of Telecommunications (VUS) - Prague Nr. 339/1961
and Nr.(1968/66.

Interim Report VUS 1965/1966.
Pocument C.I1.S.P.R.(U.K.)376.
Documents C.I.S.P.R./WG6(U.K./McLachlan) 6,7.

Secretarial Note. The C.I.S.P.R. Secretariat does not hold copies of the above documents. If these are required,
application should be made to the National Corresponding Member of the Working Group concerned.

*
In

the United Kingdom measurements, the asymmetrical source was connected between the earth conductor and

the line and neutral conductors connected together in the manner indicated in Figure 4A, page 52.
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APPENDIX A TO REPORT 31

In the measurement of mains decoupling factor, the following principal requirements must be
observed:

1. The internal resistance, the symmetry to ground and the polarity of connection to the
mains of the signal source used for measurement should correspond to similar parameters
of actual appliances.

2. The output voltage of the source should be measured by the methods used for checking
compliance with limits.

3. Throughout the whole measurement, actual receiving aerials as found at the measured
locations should be used.

4. The input impedance of the measuring receiver should approximate, as. closely as
possible, to the value of the input impedance of normal receivers.

5. The sites investigated should correspond qualitatively and quantitativelyste the location at
which the results will be used.

The statistical evaluation is usually carried out as if the data belonged 'to a single statistical
set of random values. Using this method, the range of distances,up/to which measurements
are carried out becomes very important because the average value and spread measured at a
given site depends not only on the properties of the electricalinstallations and on the building
attenuation, but also to a great extent on the area "around the source covered by
measurements. For example, by increasing this area, it is-possible to obtain a lower average
and higher spread of the decoupling factor. It is therefore necessary to limit the extent of data
used for statistical evaluation to decoupling factors=for which interference might still be
expected with a given terminal voltage limit, a given protection ratio, and a given minimum
usable sensitivity of receivers.

The decoupling factor a5, beyond which, interference is no longer likely to occur and which

ought consequently to be excluded from the evaluation, may be calculated from the following
equation:

L- 8max =S—P
where
amax = Mmaximum decoupling factor (in decibels)
L = terminaloltage limit (in decibels over 1 uV)
s = minimum usable sensitivity of receivers considered (in decibels over 1 uV)
p = protection ratio (in decibels).
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Figure A.4 — Measurement of the mains decoupling factor
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Annex B
(infnrmnfi\/n)

Conversion of H-field limits below 30 MHz for measurement distances

B.1 Background

In order to determine the H-field conversion factor within the boundary of the test environment
containing the ground plane, a commercial 3D full wave simulation tool has been used and
the calculation thereof along with measurement records are provided in the following
paragraphs.

Figure B.1 illustrates a designed model using a commercial tool. The dimension_éf the ground
plane is 30 m x 40 m. The radius of the loop antenna, which is 0,6 m and the centre of the
antenna is 1,3 m above the surface of the ground plane. For the measurement of field, the
probes are located at 3 m and 10 m, both at coaxial and coplanar direction (a: coaxial at 3 m,
b: coaxial at 10 m, c: coplanar at 3 m, d: coplanar at 10 m).

Loop antenna (60 cm) b‘"

40 m

Loop antenna (60 cm) a, b

O O

1,3 m
x

Ground plane

Loop antenna (60 cm)

1,3 m
(¢}
o
N

Ground plane

IEC

3 £-

= i HorH=fietd—conversion
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F|gure B.2 deplcts another designed model using a commerc:lal tool and the ground plane

posmoned at 1 3 m below the ground plane that has been removed ThIS model is intended to
measure coaxial and coplanar direction component from the same probe.
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Figure B.2 — Commercial tool model for the application of image theory
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a) Measurement at coaxial direction at 3 m b) Measurement at.coplanar direction at 3 m

Figure B.3 — Photos of OATS measurement’setup

Figure B.4 is a graphical presentation which allows ushte compare the results from a
simulation both at coaxial and coplanar directions wheredhe ground plane using a commercial
tool is included and where image theory has been applied. It suggests that the simulation
result from each model almost agrees.

Figure B.5 presents comparison results betwegen the H-field conversion factors determined by
using commercial tools and measurement data.
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Figure B.4 — Comparative simulation result
with ground plane and with image theory
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Figure B.5 — Comparison between the simulated
conversion factors and the measurement results

B.2 H-field conversion factors obtained from simulation‘results

The conversion factors of measurement distances of 3 m and 10 m are derived from the
measurement distance of 30 m under the test environment\with the ground plane for H-field
measurement.

The H-field limit in dBUA/m at 3 m, Hs,, is determined from Hs,,, by the following equation:

H3m = Hzom * C3_min (B.1)
where
H3om is the H-field limit in dBuA/m at 30 m distance;

C3 min Is a conversion factor in dB as shown in Figure B.6 and Table B.1
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A Conversion factor 30 m to 3 m (dB)
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Figure B.6 — Conversion factor C3 i,
Table B.1 — Conversionfactor C; .in
Frequency C,_H, Cs_Hy Cs min
MHz dB dB dB
0,01 (or 0,009) 55,3 57,2 55,3
0,15 55,5 57,3 55,5
1 54.)1 58,2 54,1
2 51,5 53,6 51,5
2,4 50,5 50,5 50,5
3 491 46,3 46,3
5 45,7 36,7 36,7
10 41,2 25,1 25,1
11 40,7 23,9 23,9
12 40,3 23,0 23,0
13 39,9 22,4 22,4
14 39,5 22,0 22,0
15 39,3 21,7 21,7
20 38,3 21,2 21,2
30 37,5 21,1 21,1

The H-field limit in dBuA/m at 10 m, H,g,,,, is determined from Hy,,, by the following equation:
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Hiom = Hzom * C10_min

(B.2)

where
H3om

C10_min

is the H-field limit in dBuA/m at 30 m distance;

is a conversion factor in dB as shown in Figure B.7 and Table B.2.
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Figure B.7 — Conversion factor Cyy i,
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Table B.2 — Conversion factor Cqg ni,

Frequency Cio_H, C,o-H C10_min

MHz dB dB dB
0,01 (or 0,009) 28,0 28,3 28,0
0,10 28,0 28,3 28,0
0,15 28,0 28,3 28,0
0,2 27,9 28,3 27,9
0,3 27,9 28,4 27,9
0,4 27,8 28,5 27,8
0,5 27,7 28,7 27,7
0,6 27,5 28,8 27,5
0,7 27,3 28,9 27,3
0,8 27,2 29,0 27,2
0,9 27,0 29,1 27,0
1 26,7 29,1 26,7
1,9 24,8 24,9 24,8
2 24,6 24 4 241
3 22,9 1657 16,7
5 21,0 10,5 10,5
10 19,4 9,9 9,9
20 19,0 10,3 10,3
30 18,9 10,3 10,3

The H-field limit in dBUA/m at 3 m, Hygp'can be also determined from Hqg,

equation:

H3m = Hiom * C10-3_min
where
Hiom is the H-field:limit in dBuA/m at 10 m distance;

C10-3_min Is @ convérsion factor in dB as shown in Figure B.8 and Table B.3.

by the following

(B.3)
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Figure B.8 — Conversion factor Cqg.3 min
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