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Antenna Size (m) .33
.66

Antenna Gain (dBi) 39
44

Antenna 3 dB Beamwidth 1.7
(degrees) 1

Antenna Polarization HN

Receiver Noise Figure 8
(dB)

j! The selected FS exam Ie is a mHo- mt s stem.

The total assumed FS link budget was defmed as a means to accommodate effects of probable self
(FS) and external (FSS) interference into a victim FS system while maintaining the required system
performance in a rain/atmospheric absorption dominated propagation environment. Based on the
starting condition of a minimum [C + C/I] threshold of -149.5 dBW/MHz for BER = 1 x 1()"6 and
99.999% availability over a 2.9 km link, a radio interference budget of 2 dB was established by
reducing the assumed link distance to 2.3 km to obtain adequate signal margin to overcome an
assumed level of radio interference from all sources, while maintaining the desired FS system
threshold availability and BER derived from the rain attenuation model set forth above in Section 3.
The resulting 2 dB radio interference margin was then allocated to self (FS) and external (FSS)
interference on a 90% /10% basis respectively. ~ Recommendation ITU-R F.1094-1. This
results in 1.8 dB being allocated to FS self-interference and .2 dB for all FSS interference sources.

Based on the allocated radio interference and attenuation budgets, the [C + C/O +N)] requirement is
now -147.5 dBW/MHz (-149.5 dBW/MHz + 2 dB = -147.5 dBW/MHz) which will allow the
interference to degrade the desired signal by 2 dB to -149.5 dBW/MHz and still maintain the specified
minimum threshold performance in the rain-dominated propagation environment. The ability to
accommodate rain and other atmospheric attenuation and radio interference separately in a link budget
is considered critical to overall FS performance and availability objectives, given the propagation
environment.

The next step was to determine the interference power levels that would cause .2 dB and 1.8 dB
increase in the C + C/(I + N) threshold.

The resulting threshold interfering power levels for self and FSS interference are:

Self: I ~ -152.4 dBW/MHz for 1.8 dB increase

FSS I ~ -162.8 dBWIMHz for.2 dB increase
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B. Potential FSS Interference Into FS Receivers

Single Entry Interference. The potential for interference from FSS transmitters to an FS receiver
was evaluated by calculating the total FSS interference power density at a victim FS receiver and
comparing it to the interference budget. A single entry FSS into FS sidelobe coupling event resulting
from the normal assumed operations of the representative NGSa FSS constellation and a
representative victim FS system was evaluated.

For the analysis, the representative NGSa FSS satellite was assumed to be at an elevation of 25°
above the horizon, and emitting a signal with the maximum power flux density allowed in Article 28
of the Radio Regulations (-105 dBW/m2 in a 1 MHz bandwidth). ~ RR 2578, RR 2582, RR 2583
& RR 2584.

The received interfering signal resulting from this coupling case was assumed to be noiselike, have no
polarization mismatch loss, and to add cumulatively to the noise power in the receiver.

The received interference signal level from the FSS scenario was calculated assuming the power flux
density limits described in RR 2578, the satellite elevation angles above the horizon, and capture area
of the FS antenna utilizing Equation 3. The gain of the FS antenna was determined utilizing the
maximum elevation angle, given reasonable deployment assumptions, corresponding to the 2.3 km
link presented in Section 4 (8°).

IFSS = Pd + GR - 20 Log f + 38.5

FSS interfering signal power
FSS power flux density at angles ~ 25°
bandwidth)
FS receiver antenna gain, 12 dBi
FS frequency, 40 GHz

Equation 3

(-105 dBW/rrf in a 1 MHz

Based on Equation 3, the received FSS interference power at the FS receiver is computed to be 146.5
dBW/MHz.

The worst case situation for FS receiver interference susceptibility occurs when the FS signal is fully
faded due to rain attenuation. This is the condition reflected in the link budget presented above. For
the purposes of this analysis, it was assumed that the FSS signal was also faded. The FSS signal was
reduced by 6.8 dB to account for fading due to rain attenuation as assumed in the representative
NGSa system proposal. The resulting FSS interfering power level at the FS receiver was computed
to be 153.3 dBW/MHz after accounting for bandwidth, and fading factors.

The radio interference budget for a fully faded FS signal allows the FSS interference to be
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-162.8 dBW/MHz for no impact. The FSS single entry case exceeds this threshold by 9.5 dB, which
in tum reduces the available C + C/(I+ N) from -149.5 dBW/MHz to 148.0 dBW/MHz. This will
have the effect of increasing the BER of the modeled FS link under heavy rain-faded conditions.
Under unfaded conditions on the FSS path. the interfering FSS signal will reduce the available FS
fade margin from 49.7 dB to 48.2 dB. and thus reduce the availability of the FS link. It should be
noted that the degradation of FS link margins resulting from FSS downlink interference will be
mitigated by increases in link margin that result from shorter FS path lengths.

Multiple Entry Interference. Multiple entry FSS space-to-Earth mainbeam-to-sidelobe interference
events into a victim FS receiver are readily probable in the case of a single representative interfering
NGSO FSS constellation. For the representative NGSO FSS single constellation configuration.
multiple entry interference can be modeled by assuming up to three FS sidelobe coupled interfering
mainbeam FSS signals entering the FS antenna from an elevation of 22° above the horizon.
According to a representative NGSO FSS system proposal. most of CONUS will see two satellites all
of the time, and a portion of CONUS will see three satellites up to 75% of the time.

The likelihood of multiple entry FSS into FS interference events also increases substantially when two
co-channel NGSO FSS constellations are assumed. This assumption can be based on a satellite
diversity FSS to FSS network sharing scheme to effectuate co-channel operations by the subject
NGSO FSS constellations. Such a two constellation NGSO FSS model was proposed by the
proponent of the representative NGSO FSS system. The resulting multiple entry interference scenario
could involve upwards of 130 NGSO FSS satellites. Thus, it can be assumed that up to six FSS
mainbeam into FS sidelobe cases could occur simultaneously.

Interference levels for the single representative NGSO FSS constellation multiple entry case could be
3 - 5 dB higher than the single entry case.

The predicted interference power from the two NGSO FSS constellation multiple entry scenario will
result from up to six FS sidelobe coupled signals. and. thus. will present at least a 3 dB worse
interference condition than the single constellation case.

C. FS Interference Into FSS Earth Station Receivers

Based on the system deployment model indicated for NGSO FSS networks. NGSO FSS earth station
receivers are likely to be deployed to address many of the same service applications and. often. in
many of the same locations that FS systems are utilized. Since the desired locations of many FS
systems are, by defmition. flexible and unpredictable prior to actual deployment. and the desired
locations of the FSS earth station receivers are often likely not to be known in advance, potential
interference from an FS transmitter to an FSS earth station receiver was evaluated by computing a
required distance separation for several coupling conditions. The coupling conditions that were
evaluated were FS sidelobe-to-FSS mainbeam, FS mainbeam-to-FSS sidelobe, and FS sidelobe-to-FSS
sidelobe paths. In addition. two FSS sidelobe antenna gain levels were evaluated. The first ("SIL-l ")
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corresponds to the level presented in a representative NGSO system, and the second ("S/L-2")
corresponds to a low sidelobe level implementation of the same antenna.

The pertinent PSS earth station receiver characteristics that were used for this analysis are listed in
Table 2. These characteristics were obtained from the representative NGSO PSS system proposal
used for the PSS into PS interference study. The selected representative DS-3 PS transmitter
characteristics are listed in Table 1.

Table 2
REPRESENTATIVE PROPOSED NGSO FSS SPACE-TO-

EARTH CHARACTERISTICS

Frequency Range (GHz) 37.5 - 40.5

Antenna Gain (dBi) M/B: 54.4
S/L-1: -1.5
S/L-2: -4.5

Receiver Thermal Noise -201.6
Level (dBW/Hz)

Required IofNo (dB) -10.5

The required propagation path loss (La.) and corresponding distance separation (d) between an PS
transmitter and NGSO PSS earth station receiver for the three coupling cases was determined using
Equations 4 and 5.

Equation 4

where PT = PS transmitter power, -92 dBW/Hz
GT = PS antenna gain in direction of PSS receiver, dBi
GR = FSS receiver antenna gain in direction of PS transmitter, dBi
lJNo =PSS Receiver degradation criteria, -10.5 dB
No = PSS Receiver thermal noise level, -201.6 dBW/Hz

La. = 20 Log(f) + 20 Log(d) + A(d) - 27.6

where f = PS frequency, 40 GHz
d = Required distance separation (meters)
A = Atmospheric absorption (H20, OJ, .00015 dB/m

Equation 5
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As a worst case scenario the FS signal was assumed to not be faded for the calculations and the FSS
space-to-Earth transmission path was assumed to be fully faded. This is reflected in the FSS space-to­
Earth maximum interference power threshold in Table 3. The signals were also assumed to be co­
polarized. The results of the application of Equations 4 and 5 are shown in Table 3 for the three
coupling cases cited above.

g

Table 3
RESULTS OF FS TO FSS REQUIRED DISTANCE SEPARATION

CALCULATIONS

Antenna FS FSS Receiver Required Required
Coupling Transmitter Antenna Gain Loss (~) Distance

Antenna Gain (GR) (dBn (dB) Separation (d)
(GT) (dBn

FS M/B to 44 S/L-1: -1.5 S/L-1: 162.6 S/L-1: 40.4 km
FSSSIL S/L-2: -4.5 S/L-2: 159.6 S/L-2: 32.5 km

FS S/L to FSS 41' 54.4 178.6 96.6 km
MlB

FS S/L to FSS 41' SIL-1: -1.5 S/L-1: 122.6 S/L-1: 800 m
S/L S/L-2: -4.5 S/L-2: 119.6 S/L-2: 570 m

l! Measured value at 3U" off-axiS an Ie

D. FS Multiple Entry Interference Into FSS Earth Station Receivers

The single-entry FS DS-3 link that was chosen for purposes of this study is an optimistic test case for
the analysis of FS interference into FSS earth station receivers. Higher spectral densities produced by
FS DS-l systems with a transmitter power of 17 dBm in a 5 MHz bandwidth are likely to cause
higher levels of interference into FSS receivers at greater distances than the level of interference
produced by an FS OS-3 transmitter. Under current FS operational scenarios. there can be a very
large number of OS-1 and OS-3 data rate links operating simultaneously at random locations and
pointing angles within a given geographic area. Thus. multiple entry FS interference into FSS
receivers is quite likely and will couple more interference power, at more antenna pointing angles into
the victim FSS receivers. The effect of this will be to extend the period of time that an FSS receiver
will experience degradation as it tracks satellites across the sky. making sharing extremely difficult.
It is anticipated that higher data rate FS systems using more complex modulation schemes and
substantially higher e.i.r.p. (up to 55 dBW e.i.r.p.) than current systems will be deployed at a rapid
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pace in the near future. These developments will only serve to make FS/FSS sharing even more
difficult.

4. SHARING BElWEEN FS AND FSS EARTH-To-SPACE OPERATIONS

A. Representative FS and FSS System Parameters

The parameters used for the selected representative 47.2 -50.2 GHz FS and FSS systems are shown
below in Tables 4 & S.

po ypop

Table 4
CHARACTERISTICS OF REPRESENTATIVE

47.2 - 50.2 GHz DS-I FS SYSTEM~

Data Rate/Capacity OS-I

Frequency Range (GHz) 47.2 - 50.2

Modulation Type 2FSK

Necessary Bandwidth (MHz) 5

Transmitter Power (dBM) 19

Transmit e.i.r.p. (dBW) 35

e.i.r.p. density 28.01 dBW/MHz
-31.99 dBW/Hz

Receiver Sensitivity (dBW) -122
(BER 1 x lQ"6)

Antenna Size (m) .66

Antenna Gain (dBi) 46

Antenna 3 dB Beamwidth 0.7
(degrees)

Antenna Polarization HN

Receiver Noise Figure (dB) 11

J! The selected FS exam Ie is a mt-to- mt s stem.
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Table 5
REPRESENTATIVE PROPOSED NGSO FSS

EARTH-TO-SPACE CHARACTERISTICS

Frequency Range 47.2 - 50.2 GHz

Main Beam Gain 49.3
(dBi)

Sidelobe Gain (dBi) G = 32.25 log (J

Data Rate (Mbps) 10.24

Modulation type QPSK

Necessary bandwidth 10.24
(MHz)

Transmit Power 1.26
(dBW)

Transmit e.i.r.p. 50.6
(dBW)

Antenna polarization circular

Receiver Thermal -201.6
Noise Level
(dBW/Hz)

Required loINo (dB) -13 dB

B. FS Interference Into FSS Space Station Receivers

Using the representative OS-1 FS parameters, it can be observed that harmful interference will only
be experienced when an NGSO FSS space station passes within, or close to, the FS transmitter main
beam. With the assumed representative FS e.i.r.p. level of 35 dBW, and a resulting e.i.r.p spectral
density of 28.01 dBW/MHz, when the FS station transmits at an angle of 220 above the horizon, the
lofNo = - 0.17 dB. This is approximately 13 dB above the interference threshold of IofNo = - 13 dB.
This result is based on the computed distance to the victim satellite space station receiver of 2585.5
km with a combined path loss and atmospheric absorption of - 208.27 dB.

It should be noted that the representative OS-l FS system, which is typical of types now in service.
has a receiver input threshold level of -122 dBW, while upcoming 16 QAM and 256 QAM FS
systems require -106 and -94 dBW respectively (1&, an increase in 16 and 28 dB respectively). It
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can therefore be seen that FS e.i.r.p. levels will of necessity be required to move towards the 55
dBW maximum value in order to provide satisfactory long term performance.

When comparing the representative peak e.i.r.p. density of 28.01 dBW/MHz with a recently proposed
limit of 51-11(0-15)/2, (at 22° this is 12.5 dBW/MHz) the difference of 15.5 dB, which is the amount
of e.i.r.p. reduction that is being proposed for the FS. However, if the proposed e.i.r.p. limit is
imposed on the FS, besides having a deleterious impact on long term system performance and
development, it will also cause the FS system to become more susceptible to FSS earth station
interference.

C. FSS Earth Station Interference Into FS Receivers

For purposes of analyzing potential FSS earth station interference into FS receivers, it is assumed that
the worst case interference into the FS network occurs when the FSS earth station is transmitting
towards a space station at its minimum 22° working elevation angle. This would be the condition
under which the maximum sidelobe interference would be encountered. An example case is evaluated
below.

FSS Transmitting Parameters At 0°

Sidelobe gain at 22° off main beam - 1.56 dBi

Sidelobe e.i.r.p. - 0.3 dBW

Sidelobe spectral density - 10.4 dBW/MHz
- 70.4dBW/Hz

FS Receive Parameters

Rx noise figure

System Noise Temperature

Off boresight angle

Antenna diameter

Antenna gain (dBi)

11 dB

3660K

-192.98

.66

46.0 dBi

-205.98 dBW/Hz

-13.0 dB
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Path Parameters

Path loss

Absorption

Attenuation

Required separation distance
from NGSO earth station

181.58 dB

21.8 dB

159.8 dB

54.6 km radius

5. INTERFERENCE MITIGATION TECHNIQUES

Following is a discussion of possible techniques that may be considered as methods to mitigate
interference into FSS earth station receivers from FS operations.

Automatic Transmitter Power Control. FS automatic transmitter power control ("ATPC") has been
suggested as a means to facilitate sharing with FSS earth station receivers. This method would entail
reducing the FS e.i.r.p. by an amount corresponding to some portion of the signal margin designed
into the FS link budget to overcome fading due to rain attenuation. ATPC could be effective during
periods when the fade margin is not required to reduce somewhat the required distance separation
between FS transmitters and FSS receivers. However, rain-induced attenuation will often not be
correlated with respect to FS interferers and both FS and FSS victim receiving stations, rendering
ATPC ineffective, and even counterproductive to the provision of service. Because of the
uncorrelated fading problem, the application of ATPC is very likely to increase rather than decrease
interference into adjacent victim receivers, thus totally defeating any marginal benefit that might be
derived from the its application as an interference mitigation technique.

ATPC will substantially increase the cost and complexity of the FS systems and, thus, could
jeopardize the commercial viability of FS services. A leading manufacturer of millimeter wave FS
equipment has stated that ATPC is not a feature available on currently deployed equipment. If ATPC
were to be implemented, it would be accomplished through the use of sensors with a reliable range of
operation of 10 - 15 dB. To reliably control power over a wider range would require a completely
different approach that would increase the cost of transmitters by an estimated 33 - 50%. It would
also require time to implement in new equipment and retrofit into existing installations. This cost and
time impact is unacceptable to the operators and manufacturers of FS equipment.

While ATPC may result in reduced distance separations between FS and FSS installations, it appears
unlikely that the separation distance reduction afforded by ATPC will have any real measurable
benefits for sharing between FS systems and FSS receivers. Even with the use of ATPC the resulting
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required separation distances will be far in excess of a practical interservice coordination standard,
given the defmed operational objectives of the representative FS and FSS systems studied. In
addition, the use of ATPC causes FS receivers to be more susceptible to FSS downlink interference.
In Section 5, it was shown that FSS interference to FS receivers is minimal except when a maximum
length FS link is fully faded due to rain. In this case FSS downlink interference into FS receiver
antenna sidelobes will impact FS system performance. ATPC will effectively remove the signal
margin that protects FS receivers from FSS downlink interference. FS transmitter power control
causes the FS receiver to operate in a near fully faded condition all of the time with respect to the
FSS downlink signal. The use of ATPC coupled with the high likelihood of multiple entry FSS
interference will cause FS performance impacts to occur in less than fully faded conditions, or for
links operating at less than maximum path lengths.

Assuming that it would be technologically feasible and economically rational to implement ATPC for
purposes of facilitating compatibility with shared FSS operations, the added capability is likely to not
protect the operation of both services equally. If it could be implemented, the amount of power
control that is possible would depend on a trade-off between the allowable interference to FS receivers
from downlink signals, and the minimum acceptable distance separation between FS transmitters and
FSS earth stations for compatible operation. From Table 3 it can be seen that the amount of FS
transmitter power reduction required to allow uncoordinated FSS earth station receivers for likely
coupling conditions may approach or exceed the total margin available for a FS link. This coupled
with the increased likelihood of FSS downlink interference associated with ATPC and the cost and
time impacts makes power control unworkable.

Diversity. Spatial diversity has been proposed as a means to facilitate sharing between multiple
NGSO FSS systems, and has also been suggested for aiding sharing between NGSO FSS systems and
FS systems. This interference mitigation method relies on multiple satellites being able to
simultaneously communicate with the same service point, such that a change of FSS earth station
azimuth angle can be exploited to minimize interference.

The use of FSS spatial diversity may be effective in alleviating interference from traditional fixed
service systems with pre-determined static system architectures. It does not appear, however, that
this interference mitigation technique will be effective with respect to interference from FS systems,
which regularly have links located randomly and pointing in random azimuths and elevation angles.
It is quite likely that the ability of FSS systems utilizing spatial diversity to overcome interference
from FS systems will be completely offset by the large probability of a FSS receiver that is reoriented
to avoid a first FS interferer again being located in the interference area of a second FS transmitter.

Shielding. Various FSS earth station shielding methods have been employed in the past to facilitate
coordination between traditional long-haul fixed service systems and FSS space-to-Earth operations.
While such shielding has been effective in the past to some extent, it does not appear that the use of
shielding would be practical as a means of negating the significant level of harmful interference likely
to be experienced from nearby FS transmitters, which may be present in significant numbers. With
power level differentials expected of more than 40 dB between the FS transmitters and FSS receivers,
shielding of 10-15 dB may be readily achievable. However, any larger amount could require
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significant time and effort, and the successful outcome would still be in doubt, given the ubiquitous
deployment objectives characteristic of the representative NGSa FSS system and the operational
characteristics inherent to FS.

6. CONCLUSIONS

For the cases analyzed in this study, the interference caused to an FS receiver by a single entry
sidelobe coupling event resulting from the space-to-Earth operations of the representative NGSO FSS
system degrades the FS link performance by 9.5 dB, and reduces the available C + C/(I+N) value
by 1.5 dB for a fully faded FS link. Under non-faded conditions the FSS interference will reduce the
available FS link fade margin by 1.5 dB. The impact of this condition is to potentially render a
maximum length FS link unusable under fully faded conditions, to slightly reduce availability under
fully faded conditions below the required performance level, or to require slightly shorter link lengths
to maintain system performance. These effects will be mitigated by increased FS link margin
resulting from shorter path lengths if FS e.i.r.p. is maintained.

The impact from multiple entry FSS space station transmitter interference into FS receivers is
predicted to be 3 - 5 dB worse than the single entry case. However if a two constellation, mUltiple
entry FSS interference scenario occurs, interactions from up to six sidelobe coupled FSS signals is
possible, and could increase the predicted interference level by up to 6 - 8 dB.

Interference from FS transmitters to FSS earth station receivers was evaluated by determining
required distance separations for several coupling conditions. The most likely coupling cases will be
FS mainbeam-to-FSS sidelobe, and FS sidelobe-to-FSS mainbeam interactions. It can be seen from
Table 3 and from defmed FS and FSS operational objectives <i.&... rapid high-density deployment),
that distances are far in excess of a practical interservice coordination standard, given the defmed
operational objectives of the representative FS and FSS systems studied. Advanced FS configurations
that will be deployed in the near future are expected to utilize higher order modulation schemes,
increased e.i.r.p. and/or dynamic bandwidth and antenna beamwidth capabilities. Thus, future FS
systems could be even more susceptible to harmful interference from FSS space-to-Earth operations,
or cause an even larger distance separation requirement for FSS earth station receivers than currently
deployed FS systems.

Several potential interference mitigation schemes have been proposed as methods to minimize
interference from FS transmitters into FSS earth stations. The use of FS automatic transmitter power
control ("ATPC"), FSS earth station and/or space station diversity. and FSS earth station shielding
are discussed in Section 5. Diversity and shielding may offer small gains in reducing interference,
however the high-density. uncoordinated deployment requirements of both services minimize the
potential for reducing interference.

The use of FS ATPC was proposed as a method of minimizing interference by reducing the required
distance separations between FS transmitters and FSS earth stations. ATPC looks attractive initially,
however there are several problems associated with it that render it ineffective. The amount of FS
power control required to allow uncoordinated FSS operation approaches or exceeds the total FS
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signal margin available. In addition, ATPC causes FS receivers to effectively operate in a fully faded
condition relative to FSS downlink signals, which in combination with likely multiple entry coupling
changes a minimal interference case into a more serious condition. Lastly, no current FS systems are
equipped with power control capability, and the cost and time required to redesign, implement, and
retrofit FS systems is very high and unacceptable. Furthermore, many cases of uncorrelated fading
can occur between interfering FS stations and victim FSS stations, thus rendering the use of ATPC a
highly unpredictable method of facilitating interference-free co-frequency operation.

As demonstrated in Section 4 of this study, the separation distances required to protect FS stations
from transmitting earth station emissions in the 47.2 - 50.2 GHz band render prospects for viable co­
frequency operations by FS and FSS systems impractical, given the assumed deployment objectives in
the respective services. Use of an e.i.r.p. mask may prove effective to protect space station receivers
from FS emissions, but will only serve to exacerbate the susceptibility of victim FS receivers to
interference from earth station transmissions.

Accordingly, it is reasonable to conclude that co-frequency FS and FSS system operations in bands
above 30 GHz are not operationally or economically feasible.
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coDSider the overall system noise objectives in parallel with the system reliability (outage) objectives. Most
analog links require significant carrier level increases above threshold sensitivity just to achieve acceptable
baseband signal-to-noise (e.g. >35 dB increase for 70 dB SIN in the worst message chaune.l in an FM-FDM link).

4.3 Automatic Transmit Power Control in Di,ital Links

!..U lmrpduetion:

Automatic (or Adaptive) Traumit Power Control (ATPC) is a desirable feature ofa digital microwave
radio link that automatically adjusts transmitter output power bued on path factiDg detected at the far-e:nd
receiver(s). ATPC allows the transmitter to operate at less than maximum poMr for most of the time. When
facling conditiODS occur, trmsmit power will be increased IS needed. ATPC is useful for extending the life of
trlDsmiuer comPODents, reducing power consumption. simplifYins frequency coordiDation in congested areas.
allowing additional up-fade protection, and (in some radios) inc:easinS the maximum power output (improves
I)'Stem gain).

If the maximum transmit power in a ATPC link is needed for ooly a short period of time, a trlDSmit
power less than maximum may (ifeenaiu res1rictions are met) be used when interf'creuc:e calculations are made
into other systems. Many years offading statistics have verified that CIdinS on different physical paths is nan­
c:cmlated, i.1I: the likelihood of two paths in a Biven area being in • deep fade IDd thus SCIISitivc to iDterfarc:nce
simultaneously is very small. Further, to allow for inevitable deep fadma, microwave paths an desipecl with
1mfadcd cazricIr-to-DDite (CIN) and carrier-to-iZlterfcrenc:c (CII) ratios much pcatcr than those required for high
quality path performance. SiDce fading is non-e.oJTe1ated IIDOI1S piths, • short-tam power iDcn:asc by apath .
expcricaciDa a deep fade will DOt reduce the CJI on other paths to ID objectioaable level. .Qu.properly desiped ......~'_
J2!t& md ODC DOt dected by rain oee. ATPC-equippcd trlnmritters win be at maximum power for a short
periodofame. However, because tbe maximum power is available wbea deep fades occur, em, threshold CIN,
and CJI calculations into ID ATPC link may assume the "Maximum TrlDSlDit Power" receive carrier level.

ATPC bas been successfully implemented in FCC Part 21 common carrier blDds for several years, ad,
UDder FCC E1'Dot:k8r92-9. is now permitted UDder Part 94. Cummly, there are two types ofATPC available.
The "rampin," type inc:rcases power dB for dB with a fide pater tbm • certain depth. The "stepped" type
iDc:n:ues power in I single step to maximum power when a fade exceeds a oerWD depth. Besides Iipificant1y
-dial the ttequency coordiDation process, ATPC also provides n:ccivc:r up-fade overload protection due to the
bac:bcl-oft' transmit power under nonnal sign.allevcl coaditiODS.

Dminl the coordination p1"OCSS, the A11JC user must cIeIrly.. that A'fPC will be used. Thc tl'lDslDit
powers associated with an ATPC system included on the coordination notice are defiDed IS Collows:

Maximum TJ'IIISIDit Power That transmit power that will DOt be exceeded at my time, usad for cm md
path reliability (outaac) computatioDs. and for calculating the CIl into III

ATPCsystan.

CoonIiuted Tl'IDSDlit Power That tnmsmit power se1c=d by the ATPC system liccnsoe as the power to be
used in caleulatiDa iDterfelence levels into victim receivers.

NClIIIiDa1 Trmsmit Power That tnmsmit power at or below the coordinated power at which the systDm
will operate in normal. unfiIdcd coaditicms.

.. • 10
•. ,.__~ .•",,',A:.'_.' ••~"""~""""
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The CoordiDab:ld Transmit Power is restricted to a 0 to 10~below the Maximum Traosmit
Power. 1"h=Nominal Tnmsmit Po\Wr must be less than or equal to the~ Transmit Power, with typical
values ranging &om 6 to 15 dB below the Maximum Trmsmit Power. The receive level at which the system "'lIl!~.......­

either stq)s up or begins to increase (ramp up) the far-end transmit power (depeDcling on the type of ATPC) is
rofmed to as the ATPC Trigger Level. Because shallow fad.ins cbancteristics are path depeudeDt and
unpredictable, at least a 10 dB facie must occur before the CoordiDated Transmit Power is exceeded.

In order to claim a CoordiDattd Transmit Powa- less than the Maximum Transmit Power (ATPC feature
is uled), certain restrictions on the time that this power is exc:ooded must be met. Bslow about 12 Gb; the 41#"----

c:xpccted umual time per=1taps should not exceed the limits shown in Figure 4-4 and provided in Table 4-2. • ~

These time pcrce:atages caD be calculated by the applicable reliability calculations as shown in Section 4.2.3. :. ~
First, the fade depth that causes the transmit~ to exceed the Coordinate:d Transmit Power bv a c:ertain - ~ -r-··- "II It t

uumber ofdB mustbe calculated. This fade depth is then substituted for the CFM in the reliability calculation. ~ Co\- ~

For a rnmping ATPC system that uses a step increase in transmit power, a sinJle calculation of the time that the \!. ~:
fade depth to the ATPC trigger level is excoeded is alI that is required. For an ATPC system that iDcreases '-> ~"

(ramps up the) power in a linear dB for dB fashion, calculations ofthe time that the CoordiDated Transmit Power 1 ~ ~

is exceedtd and the time that the Maximum TtaDSmit Power is reached are suf1icical Future ATPC systems that '" ..
boost tnmsmit power in some other way may require time percentage calculations for tho entire range of transmit
power in excess of the Coordinated Transmit Power.

0.5 117,500

! 0.4 -.Jio
~ 0'.3 -..J0.2 ~J

0.1 ws

0.0 J.UIO

0 2 4 6 I it
PoMr(dB)

Figure 4-4 - Permitted Time Above Coordinated Transmit Power

III dB stepS above the selected Coord.iDaIecl TrIDSlDit Power for nmpma-type ATPC systImS, the permitted time
per&»lfl" (ad amwaJ transmit power boost times) arc shown in the foUowiDa table. Only ODe single value (
+6, +10 dB••'C.) Deed be considered in step-type ATPC systams (see examples in Section 4.3.3).

.. • 11
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p."..bow Pennltted 11m.
Coordinated -

Tl'lIDIIIIft
Powv(dB) Peneataae Sec:oads

or .... "'r~

0.0 0.'0 1'7..soo

1.0 0.33 103.950

2.0 0.22 69,300

3.0 0.15 ~1,2$O

4.0 0.10 31~

'.0 0.07 22,050

6.0 0.047 14.805

7.0 0.032 10,010

8.0 0.021 U15

9.0 0.014 4,410

10.0 0.010 3.150

P.5

TlA TSB lo.F

Table 4-2 - Time Permitted Above the Coordinated TraDsmit Power ill an A1?C Link

TIM. .. 100 ( T•• lee) ~
31.5)( 10'

(4.3-1)

ATPC~ trm.,ucters that cJaim a Coordizuad Trammit Power less tbID. the Maimum Traasmit
Power must base trlDSmit power iDcreaes (Xl path fadiDa. ID tboIe CIItS, iadafaaaw or error camc:tiDI
iDfcIrmIdca I1CDD is DOt samci=t for iDcrcasiDa U'aDIIDit power, but either or both my be UIecl U ID Id4i1icml
critaica. FCI' IYICImt 'With spIeD diversity. ATPC must be CCIIII'01Icd by the ItIaDprsipal from the two IDteDDI
I)'IIr.m ID cabd'triDIabe time pc:m:rztaps IbcM: CocrdiDIaDd Tl'IDIIDit Power, the space diversity impn:Mmem
factor may be found to be less thaD ODe if the fade depth is 1IDall. ID tMse iDst....-. a space diversity
improvement t'actor ofODC may be usumed (DO improvement or penalty from usiDI space diversity).

ATPC-eqWpped transmitters must DOt be allowed to stay in the Maximum Tl'IDIIDit Power mode for
more tban IDY five minute duration. This event should rcsuJt in III a1Irm CODditiCID wbic:h ret:ums the tnDsmit
powII'to die Ncrmal Tnasmit Power. ATPC sbould then IlOt be re-onablecl UDtiJ adetermiDation bu been made
thIt tbis _tam IIXJIDIJy has been c:omc:led mel normal operatiClD em be resumed. TbiI c:riterioD will pmalt
akms-tam depadaticm, such as adown-stream receiver or CCDtrOl chlmel failure fa1Iely implying adeep fade,
&om causiD,llrIDmIitter to be in the Maximum Transmit Pawa'mode for ID exteDded period oftime.

Iftbe Ibove ratricticm are met. iDtm'fenmcc calcu1atioDs from ID ATPC system may assume the lower
CocI'c:IiDIted Trmsmit Power level. Interference IDd CFM calcu1atiaas into tho receiver of ID ATPC-equipped
syI(CIII CID tb:a__that !be M"mmun Trmsmit Power is in use. Thus. in calcu1atiq pertcrmance (outap,
etc.) IDd a ell for comparison to the objectives, the IIC" is then bued 011 the Muimum Traumit Power.

Whca • CoordiDated Transmit Power less than Maximum Transmit Power is clajmed for an ATPC

4 - 12



DEC09 '96 10:03AM COMML.& GOVERNMENT SYS.DIVISION

TIA TSB 10-F

P.6

Section 4

system. documentation ,that the system will meet these recommeDdations should be supplied during the
coordination proc:css. Because rain radiuS, obstruction fedina, or surface duct radinl cou,ld cause an ATPC
system to .increase power for a much longer time, additional justifieatiOD for cllimiDll Coordinated Trmsmit
Power less than the Maximum Transmit Power may have to be provided for paths with inadequate Clearaacc or
Ioaa paths above about 10 GHz.' Paths that do not meet the restrictions may still usc: ATPC, but I Coordinated
Transmit Power equal to the Maximum Transmit Power must be used in the coordination process.

The cumulative yearly time at maximum traDsmit power IDd tho maximum transmit power sinele
chntion evan time offive minutes may not be appropriate for radios opsntjRg above about 12 GHz due to the
impa ofrain rates and duration on interference cases. Further stydv in this area is peeded. ...~~-

In order to best reflect A!PC operation in the licensins process,t.be traDSmit,power shown in the FCC
SinS should be the Maximum Transmit Power of the station. The station EIRP corresponding to the MlXimum
TrlDlmit Power must meet FCC EIRP requirements.

Note: ATPC is DOtm:cxmu=ded for use with analog radios bocausc: oftbc siaaaJ-to-noisc degradation
with the increase in thermal noise proportional to the nanDal U'lDsmitter back-oft:

~ AIle time abgye Coordinat;d Transmit Power sample calcylatiowJ

In cxder to best reflect ATPC operation in the licensiDa process, tho trlDsmit power shown in the FCC
&ling should be the Maximum Trmsmit Power ofthe station. The following examples illumue typical ATPC
computations:

E:wmpl, I: Ramping-type ATPC is to b, us,d on a 40 Ian (25 mile) 6.7 GHzpath WIthout
spac, divinity. The ATPC trigg,r lwei is -55 dbm. OnCl this triu,r 1",,1 is reached, the
system will IncrelU. t1'a1l$mft pow,r one dB for we,., additional dB offa.. Th, Nominal
TransmitPowel'o/the equipment is +14 dBm with aMaximum TN",., Powr of+29 dBm.
Awra" clfmtlte, ""aln, "and".ratun condil1ons mst 0" th, path. The path Is dutgn,d
/01' a~ lewl, with Nominal Transmit POWI', 01-43 dBm. Th, dUiptr wishes to check
ifa Coordinated Transmit POWI' of+19 dBm, J0 dB below the Ma::i1l'lJUn Tra1l$mJt Power,
«m be specified under the recommendations:

..c/ad, depth 0/12 dB from .43 to .jj dBm CtlIUtI th, trigger lewl to be reached. An
IIddtl1o"aJ 5 dB oflad, boosts th, POWI' from +14 dBm 10 th, +19 dBm Coordinated
Transmit Powe,. The time that th'lade depth "'Ceetis 12+5-'7 dB is computed to be:

_in)
T • 20 (6.7) (25)3 10 \ii • 41,716 ....

or 0.1326 percent 0lthe 11m" which meets the O.S p'rCfnt rlqui,.,,,,,nz.

An addttional10 dB offade Will caus, the transmirrll'to reach tIS +29 dBm Mazimum
Transmit Power. The time Ihat Ihe/ade depth uCll'ds 17+10· 27 dB is comput,d to be:

(4.3-2)

. 4· 13 ".'
,,~~,c"~'"
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T • 20 (6.7)(25)'10 -(~) ; 4,178 ,crJtUU (4.3-3)

01'0.0/33 percento/the time. This does not"",t me "'Iul".",.nt 0/0.OJ jHrcent o/th~ tim,
for /0 dB tlbove the Coordintlted TI'ansmtl Power.

Since th. power is allo,"d to uceed the Coordt1Ult,d Transmit Pow,. by tIS 1IIIIch tIS 9 dB
for 0.014 percent o/the time, a Cool'dintlt,d 1'I'Q1Umit Power of+20 dBm (9 dB be/ow the
MtD:imum Transmit Power) may thus be specijifld.

Uamplt 2: ATPC 'quipm",t that increas,s power in a slngl, It,p to Marimum Trarumit
Power is to be consid,red on th, non-dtwrsitypath in th, prmous campi,. The Nollltnal
Trtz1umitPower is +24 dBm for a reCftw! 1rIe1 0/-33 dBm. Th, Marlmum T,.tlllSm/r Power
is +30 dBm and the ATPC trigger level Is /0 dB abow the /~ BER QUtQP thrahold 01-74
dBm. The dlliper wants to ch,ck ifa Coordinated Transmit Power 'qual to the Nominal
Transmit Power can be Ip,ctjfed undlr th,s, I1Ilu:

Th,.A.TPC trigger level is -64 dBm (iO dB abo", tht JO" BER thruhold) and ajQd, depth
0131 dBfrom the nominalpoWI' receivr lrM1 wiD cause this trigger level to be reach,d. The
tim, that th,/Qde depth exceeds 31 dB is compu.ted to be,'

_(31)
rm • 2.0 (6.'7)(2.5)310 "10 •. 1.6&3~

Dr 0.0053 p,"Cen, ofrhe nme. Sine, apath is plf7llitMdto b, 6 dB abO'l1l th, Coord/lUlted
7iYzn.rmit POWlr (+24 boosted to +30 dBm) for 0.047 percent ofthe nme, this path meta the
"9ul,..",ent.

Cep/, 3: A nng/~-st'p ..t'IPC'd trQlUmitt,r is coMldtt,..dfor a 48 km (30 mil 6.7 GHz
spa«~typath with 9 m (30ft) dish spQcing. Awral' cltmate r.mzJn and ,.m/Nl'4tur«
t:ondtl1ons tl1"e p,.1I8mt on th, ptlth. Th, Nominal (and Coordinated) 1'rtln8mit Power is
+20 dBm (+30 dBm mtz1d1lflml) for Q-42 dBm nomtnQl recfM level. Th, ATPC trlU'r l~l
is 10 dB abawt tn, -77 dBm J0" BER oural' thr"hold, or -67 dBm.

Th, A1PC is thus trigger,d with~ space diwrsily 1Wc.lwrs ItldMl from -42 dBm to
-67 dBm. or 25 dB. 17Ie time that thelade depths both uce,d 25 dB 13 computlld to be,'

(4.3-4)

(4.3-5)

or 0.0086plretnt ofthe time. Since apath is p,rmin,d to be 10 dB abtNt the Coordinat,d
Transmit Pow,r 0.01% o/th, time, this space divtrsiry link mllrs th, "'qu;nment.

4 - 14


