New Phase-Splitter

IMPROVED HIGH-FREQUENCY RESPONSE

lN the past many phasc-splitters have been investi-
gated and the reader would be quite justified in ask-
ing why a further circuit has been developed. The
answer is quite simple in that the performance of
high-fidelity amphﬁers may be no longer limited
by the output-transformer but by the response of
the phase-mverter With the best transformers
available this is very true, and the improvement in
ampllﬁer performance that is obtained by using
better circuits is quite startling.

In order that the reasons for discarding the pre-
sent circuits may be seen, it is essential that all
the requirements of - the phase-inverter be first
evaluated.

The first requirement of all phase-inverters is that
they should deliver an output that is balanced to
within a few per cent and does not alter as the valves
age in use. Most of the phase-inverter circuits in
use have this property, but the paraphase-inverter
(Fig. 1) does not, as there is no negative feedback
to stabilize the gam of the stage.

The second requirement is that the output-impe-
dances from both halves of the phase-splitter should
be approximately equal. The reason for this is noth-
ing like so obvious at first sight. In fact there are
two reasons for this requirement. The first is that
severe grid-blocking can occur if the amplifier is
accidentally over-driven (ref. 1). This can be over-
come by using high-value grid stoppers but this gives
an additional high-frequency time-constant due to
the input capacitance of the following stage. As will
be mentioned later, this gives a very undesirable
tendency to h.f. oscillation when high values of nega-
tive-feedback are applied. The second disadvantage
is that the drive to the two output valves may un-
balance severely at high frequencies due to the
different time-constants produced. This will have
the effect of severely limiting the h.f. power available
and will also increase the h.f. distortion. The two
circuits that suffer from this drawback are the float-
ing paraphase (Fig. 2) and the concertina (Fig. 3). In

circuits the valve loads that drive the output
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Fig. §. Basic circuit of paraphase phase-splitter.
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stage are balanced, but unfortunately the output im-
pedances are not balanced. This is due to the voltage
negative-feedback inherent in the circuits. This nega-
tive-feedback overcomes the problem of valve ageing
mentioned before, but brings the disadvantages that
have been just mentioned. In addition, these cir-
cuits are not readily d.c. coupled to the previous
stage. This is a severe disadvantage where large
amounts of feedback are contemplated, as the addi-
tional low-frequency time-constant of a further
coupling capacitor can easily cause instability at low
frequencies. -

Up to the present it seems to have been generally
assumed that these were the only circuits to be
avoided, if at all possible. Unfortunately this has
proved not to be the case and the cause of the
distressing tendency of high-feedback amplifiers to
go unstable can often be laid at the door of the
phase-splitter. The reason is quite simply one of
poor h.f. response. A poor h.f. response in the phase-
splitter will cause a falling loop gain, but what is
more important it will also give a phase shift that
tends towards 90 degrees retard. Now, if there is a
total of 180 degrees retard at some high frequency, the
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Fig. 2. Basic circuit of *' floating '’ paraphase phase-splitter.

é—t——PHT'i-
R “

e QUTPUT 1

AL

0UTPUT 2

HT -

Fig. 3. Basic circuit of direct-coupled concertina phase-
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Fig. 4. Basic circuit of Jeffery’s high-gain phase-splitter.

feedback will no longer be negative but positive. If
the gain round the amplifier loop exceeds unity at
this frequency then the amplifier will oscillate. Even
if the loop gain is below unity then the amplifier
may go unstable with even quite short leads to the
loudspeaker due to the capacitive loading placed on
the amplifier. Indeed it has been stated by Crow-
hurst (ref. 2) that the effect of near instability is
quite audible and the amplifier gain margin should
be at least eight times if this effect is to be inaudible.

For this reason it is essential that all phase shifts
that can be removed should be removed ; either com-
pletely, or at least as far out of the way as possible.
Here it might be well noted that the use of grid
stoppers in feedback amplifiers is to be deplored
unless they are absolutely necessary. Many parasi-
tics have been caused rather than stopped by them!

‘T'wo circuits that suffer from excessive h.f. phase
shift are shown in Figs. 4 and 5. Fig. 4 shows the
circuit due to Jeffery (ref. 3) and it is unnecessary
to go into the details of the phase shift in this cir-
cuit again. The interested reader is referred to the
correspondence following the publication of a sub-
sequent article (ref. 4).

The circuit shown in Fig. 5 is well Known and
widely used but the fact remains that its h.f. response
1s relauvely poor. This cannot bé due to the szcond
half of the valve as this section is effectively driven
as a grounded-grid amplifier. The trouble is due to
the first half of the valve and is due to that hardy
perennmial—Miller effect. The gain of this first valve
1s effectively halved due to the input impedance at
the second valve cathode. Even so the Miller capaci-
tance 1s quite large and certainly cannot be neglected.
In order that some estimated value of frequency res-
ponse can be obtained, some typical values will be
taken. Using the ECC83 as a typical valve, the
quoted anode-to-grid capacitance is 1.6 pF so the
total value will be certainly as large as 2.0 pF when
writing and base capacitances are taken into account.
The gain of each half of the valve can be as much
as 60 times, but this would be better reduced to a
factor of 50 as there is a supply voltage loss in the
common-cathode resistor. The overall gain will
therefore be about 25 times when used in this phase-
splitter. This will give a reflected Miller capacitance
of approximately 50 pF, so the total capacitance load-
ing on the previous stage will be about 60 pF if 10 pF
is allowed for all other capacitances. With a 100 k()
source impedance this will give a —3 dB point at
about 25kc/s, and this is clearly not good enough
when output transformers with primary resonances of
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about 150 kc/s are considered. The phase shift of
the amplifier circuits must be as small as possible
where the output transformer reaches its first pri-
mary resonance; and therefore the bandwidth of this
type of phase-splitter can easily degrade the total
amplifier performance. The use of a step network
across the anode load resistor of the driving valve
can help in this matter, but only if the step starts
well before the natural fall-off frequency of the
circuit itself. In the case just considered this would
mean starting the fall-off of amplifier gain by the
step network at approximately 2.5 kc/s or lower.
This would obviously give excessive reduction in
loop gain at the high frequencies, with consequent
increase in distortion,

The answer therefore lies in producing a fall-off
at the h.f. end of the spectrum that starts at a much
higher frequency.  This could be attempted by
reducing the value of the output impedance of the
previous stage. This could be done by negative
feedback with consequent gain loss; or alternatively
by using a smaller value of anode load resistor. This
latter also gives a severe loss in gain, quite apart from
the increased noise that is produced by the increased
valve current. The answer was therefore seen to
lie in producing a phase-splitter that did not give
the large input capacitance of the previous circuit.

Circuits are known (e.g. ref. 5) that do give good
h.f. response in phase-splitter service, but they suffer
from high cost due to the complexity of the circuitry
involved. The circuit that was finally evolved (Fig.
6) has a cost that is only slightly more than that of
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Fig. 5. Basic circuit of long-tailed-pair phase-splitter.
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Fig. 7. Relative gain/frequency response curves of original and modified long-tailed-pair

phase-splitters.

the conventional circuit, but has a greatly improved
response at high frequencies.

The operation of the new circuit is just about
identical with that of the conventional long-tailed

pair except that the first valve is a pentode. This

reduces the Miller effect to negligible proportions
and increases the total bandwidth by a factor of
just under ten times. Even allowing that the gain of
the circuit is about 2 dB less than the conventional
circuit, this still gives a gain/bandwidth improve-
ment of about seven times. The comparative gain/
frequency plots are shown in Fig. 7, where it is seen
that the final rate of fall in both cases is identical
at 20 dB per decade. This indicates an ultimate
phase shift of 90 degrees which was borne out by

measurement,

Owing to the partition of valve current in the
pentode, the anode load resistor is made somewhat
greater than that of the triode stage so that a
balanced output is obtained. The circuit can be
d.c. coupled to the previous stage as can the usual
one, and a complete “front-end” for driving the
output valves of an amplifier is shown in Fig. 8.

Fig. 8. Circuit of com-
plete pentode amplifier

and phase-splitter for .
use in a high-fidelity INPUT
amplifier with a large
amount 0 negative
feedback.
220k
o
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100ke/s

should not give a consider-
able improvement in the
stability of other amplifiers
using good output trans-
formers. The circuit is
simple and stable and has
no difficulty in providing drive for the largest output
valves.

A double-pentode having video amplifier char-
acteristics and low input capacitance would enable
greater overall gain to be obtained, but so far the
author has not been able to find a valve with suitable
characteristics. If such a valve were available, then
the overall gain could be increased by a factor of
about four times. Where sufficient spare stability
margin was available this could lead to a further
reduction in the distortion of the amplifier in use.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

The Editor does not necessarilv endorse opinions expressed by his correspondents

New Phase-Splitter

I READ with interest Mr. A. R. Bailey’s article * New
Phase-Splitter ” in your September issue. I believe,
however, that his circuit could be further improved by
simple modifications.

The ratio of screen to anode current in a pentode varies
somewhat from valve to valve, and also in the same valve
in different parts of its characteristics. Negative feedback
applied to the cathode of a pentode as in V1 of Mr.
Bailey’s Fig. 8 tends to ensure that the signal component
of the cathode current is a faithful replica of the input
signal. It would appear better to arrange the feedback so
that the signal component of the anode current only is
forced to follow the input signal. This can be done by
removing the signal component of the screen current
from the cathode resistor, i.e. by returning the screen
decoupling condenser to the cathode instead of to earth.
A similar argument could be applied to V2. This gualita-
tive argument is admittedly inadequate to decide which
arrangement would in fact give less distortion, and since
it appears from inspection of the published characteristics
of the EF86 thart the screen current is a more linear func-
tion of the grid voltage than is the anode current, there is
probably little to choose between the two arrangements on
grounds of distortion alone,

If, however, the screen decoupling condensers of both
V1 and V2 were returned to their respective cathodes as
suggested, two other advantages would result: -

(1) The input capacity of V1 would be very substantiall
reduced, since the signal potential of the screen as well
as that of the cathode, would approximate to the grid
signal potential. The input capacity of V2 would also
be somewhat reduced.

(2) A balanced output would be obtained when the two
anode loads of V2, were made equal instead of slightly
unequal, moreover the balance would be less upset if

valves of varying screen-to-anode current ratio were used
for V2.

Bristol, 8. D. F. GIBBS
H. H. Wills Physics Laboratory,
Unuiversity of Bristol.

I WAS much interested by Mr. Bailey’s article on phase-
splitters in your September issue. The long-tailed pair
circuit described has many advantages but there is a
rather odd snag that came to light in the course of
developing a special amplifier using the more usual
double-triode variation.

I found a very intractable hum in my amplifier. This
was eventually traced back to the h.t, rectifier, which
was choke-fed.

At the instant of conduction the transformer wave-
form is distorted and this results in a high-frequency
pulse appearing in the heater circuit. Because of the
high impedance in the cathode circuit of the phase-
splitter this pulse can appear across the load via the
heater-cathode capacity.

The effect is almost undetectable if the more usual
capacitor-input rectifier circuit is used. A cure for it
is the use of a separate heater transformer for this and
other cathode-coupled stages.

With a choke-input filter the resultant hum (if this
is the right term) is otherwise unacceptable but with a
capacitor-input filter it may pass as background noise,.
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However, an improvement in this can result from feeding
any cathode-coupled stages from a separate heater
transformer,

Swindon. T. S MARSHALL

I SHOULD like to discuss one or two points arising from
Mr. A. R. Bailey’s article on a ‘“ New Phase-Splitter
in the September issue.

(1) Can we safely establish the pentode and the triode
at reasonable working points with the wide range of supply
voltage quoted? I suspectthat we may find the triode held
very near cut-off. Certainly I am sure that there is no hope
of getting the even-harmonic balance we get with a twin
triode.

(2) The statement attributed to Crowhurst is a descrip-
tion of something which is obvious if stated more formally.
Near instability implies that (1 — uf) in the gain expression
py = pf(1—pB) is not the large number we usually have
but corresponds to the positive feedback in the region
near the Nyquist point. With a 6dB gain margin, for
example, (1—uB) = % and the distortion of the basic
amplifier at the 180° frequency is doubled. The feedback
must be negative and maintained negative and high to the
limit of audibility: the Duerdoth margin is a good guide.

(3) The long-tailed pair usually implies a high heater-
cathode voltage. I prefer to raise the heated line to about
-+ 20 volts so that the first stage heater-cathode diode is
biased into cut-off and heater emission cannot contribute
to the current in the cathode resistor which is, so often,
part of the feedback path. This reduces the stress on the
l.—t. pair and also gives some improvement with some
valves. There is a lot to be said for using an n-p-n
transistor as the common cathode, resistor to give, since
it can be in the common-base mode for a.c., a very high
coupling impedance combined with low voltage drop.

I should be tempted to examine whether the pentode
triode working points could be tied together by the sort of
technique used in establishing the working conditions of
starved amplifier, were it not for Mr. Bailey’s Fig. 8. Itis
instructive to compare this with the circuit described by
W. A. Ferguson in the May and June 1955 issues af
Wireless World, in which an EF86 drives an ECC83 phase-
sphitter. (Fig. 1 p. 280 June 1955). As a point of detail,
the EF86 screen is there decoupled to the cathode, but it
1s the anode circuit which is particularly revealing.

(4) Most circuits use a 100kQ anode load for the EF86
and a 4.7k(} resistor to give a 20 : 1 step. The difference
between the two circuits is that Mr. Bailey uses a 500pF
capacitor, whereas Mr. Ferguson used one of 47pF,
Mr. Bailey has been worrying about the Miller effect at
25kc/s.  Then he introduces a step circuit which is 3dB
down at wCR = 1 with C = 500. 1012 and R = 100,000,
so that w = 2.101 or around 3,000c/s. At 1200c¢/s he has
about 75° contributed by this step circuit and has lost
12dB of his gain, and of his feedback. Moreover, at 25¢/s
his source impedance to the grid of the 1. —t. pair is getting
down towards the 4.7kQ and if the overall response is
sketched out 1t becomes apparent that the ECC83 Miller
eftect will begin to show some influence only in the region
of 200-400kc/s. By this point, however, we are concerned
with a whole lot of other factors like the CR response at
the anodes of the 1. —t. pair and the amplifier is, to use a
metaphor painful to transistor circuit designers, back in
the melting pot.

The loop characteristics of the 1955 circuit confirm this
treatment and show that it is quite practicable to have

WIRELESS WoORLD NOVEMBER 1962



20dB of feedback left (from 30dB) at 30,000c/s. They also
show, in textbook style, a positive feedback defect at the
low frequency end, although it will be rare for us to be
troubled by this 2c¢/s cffect and easy to overcome it.

If it were necessary we could make use of a number of
positive feedback tricks to reduce the effective input
capacity of the 1. —t. pair. The capacitance from A2 to Gl
is obvious, but a capacitance from Al to G2 with a 4.7
kQ resistance in the G2 lead is an interesting variant
which might repay study. However, if we use a step cir-
cuit, and since we shall need at least one we can do this,

at the input to the phase-splitter the Miller effect is one
of the least of our worries.

London, W.8. THOMAS RODDAM

IF Mr. Bailey cares to connect a 2pF capacitor from V2
anode to V1 grid in his circuit of Fig 5 he will find that the
high-frequency disadvantages he mentions are eliminated.

Another place where ncutralization is usually effective
is in the output stage itself where, even when pentodes
ar¢ used, a IpF anode-grid capacitance is not uncom-
mon. In this case a series 20-30k(Q2 resistor will prevent
possible r.f. instability.

Woodford Green, Essex. P. A. DOUVALETELIS

IN hus article in the September issue, Mr. A. R. Bailey
states that the Concertina Phase Splitter suffers from
unbalance at high frequencies due to the different out-
put impedances at the anode and cathode.

It has been shown in this journal in a previous article
(W. T. Cocking, Feb., 1948, p. 62) that provided the
anode circuit and cathode circuit load impedances are
equal in this circuit, the voltage outputs are equal. This
is clear when it i1s realized that the anode current flows
through both these circuits in series. Thus even at
high frequencies where the circuit capacitances cannot
be neglected, no voltage unbalance will occur with the
usual circuit arrangements. The two outputs will fall
off with ‘‘ break point ’ frequencies

1 1
7R, Co and =R, . - - D

where C, is the anode-ecarth circuit capacitance
and C; is the cathode-earth circuit capacitance.

If C, = Ci (as 1t usually is since the major part of
the capacitances consist of the grid-cathode capacitances
of the following identical stages) the two outputs fall
from the same frequency, remaining balanced. A cal-
culation of the break point frequencies using the formula
(1) shows that for typical values (100kS), 20pF) a fre-
quency of order 100kc’s is obtained.

A further advantage of the concertina circuit is that
it can be readily direct coupled to the previous stage (as
shown in Mr. Bailey’s article (Fig. 3)).

Analysis shows that Miller effect 1s negligible and
there is a very high input impedance at the grid of the
phase-splitting valve.

(Input impedance is approximately 2C,, - C,i/n
which 18 approximately 2C,, with the usual meaning
for the symbols. As C,, is of order 3pl‘ for a triode, 2C,,
18 usually negligible in comparison with the anode-carth
capacitance of the previous stage.)

f it is desired to obtain cqual output impedances
then equal Jow output impedances can be obtained by
using a cathode follower following the anode circuit, as
shown in the accompanying diagram (A). This circuit
will provide equal very low output impedances (of
order 100()). 'l‘:'lhc two outputs will remain balanced at
high frcgumciea whilst the low output pmpcedance s
#iso of advantage in reducing the cffects of ** grid block-
lng.,‘

Mr. Bailey's article contains similar comments about
the “ floating ™ paraphrase phase splitter (Fig. 2 of the
oniginal article). Equal output impecdances with very
h.lgh qnpedance and no Miller c¢ffect can be obtained in
this circuit with good balance at high frequencies by
using a cathode follower as the first valve and (it ic is
required to have equal output impedances; a resistor in

WIRRLESS WORLD, NOVEMBER 1962

—— - ———-——?-"—_-—l-—l—
R+SR
INPUT
-~
§ (A)
|
R
<L
OUTPUT | OUTPUT 2
) = e C =CAPACITANCE IN PARALLEL WITH QUTPUT 1.
|
R, CHOSEN TO GIVE EQUAL CURRENTS IN BOTH
TRIODES.

OUTPUT 2
-

(B)

I

R = QUTPUT |}

|
Im

the output of the cathode follower to equalize the output
impedances (B). Again very low output impedances are
?géaéned. (Output impedance approx. 2 ,.) of order

These circuits are thus capable of providing most of
the advantages claimed for Mr. Bailey’s circuit whilst
at the same time providing a lower output impedance.

Mr. Bailey’s circuit does however have the advantage
of a higher gain.

Cardiff. P, WILLIAMS

Department of Applied Physics,
Welsh College of Advanced Technology.

The author replies :—

IN replying to these letters T would first like to thank
Mr. Gibbs for his helptul comments. 1 have tried re-
turning the screen decoupling capacitors to their respec-
tive cathodes and there is an improvement as he predicts.
In view of the advantages to be gained I would suggest
making the moditications to the original circuit shown in
the accompanying diagram, in which asterisks indicate
altered values.

The bandwidih is slightly increased to 190 ke's and
the distortion is  definitely reduced for large output
swings.  The etfect of these two 1s barely nouceable on
the overall amplifier performance bur the balance ob-
tained 1s far better for valves made by differing manu-
facturers. T'his enables the output valve distortion to be
held to 4 minimum.

[ was interested in Mr. Marshall’s comments on
choke-input tilters.  Luckily, however, the capacitor
input filter 1s normally cheaper and therefore preterred.
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In addition the input choke usually hums audibly due
to magneto-strictive effects. Nevertheless it is a warning
that is well worth bearing in mind.

Turning now to the letter from Mr. Thomas Roddam,
I think that it will be preferable to deal with each of
his points in turn.

(1) This may be due to a misprint (mine) that was
corrected in the last edition of Wireless World. With the
correct value of 220 kilohms for the anode feed resistor
of V1 (or using the modified circuit just given) the two
d.c. anode potentials of the phase-inverter balance to
within 10 volts over the range of h.t. supply quoted.

The distortion of the original circuit was far out-
weighed by that of the output valves and the distortion
of the modified circuit is even lower.

(2) Unfortunately the matter is not quite as simple as
Mr. Roddam would lead ‘us to believe. The effect of
near-instability that is well into the supersonic region
can apparently be detected aurally., This subjective
effect can be heard with amplifiers that have an impec-
cable performance within the normally accepted audio
band of frequencies. I am not at all certain of the reason
for this, but I would expect that the £ndings of D. L.
Pimonow (reported in Wireless World, October 1962,
p. 493) would have some bearing on the matter.

(3) I agree about the desirability of a positive bias
on the heater-chain but feel that the addition of a n-p-n
transistor and its associated components is unnecessary
for an audio amplifier. There could easily be cases
where such a circuit would have positive advantage but
I do not think that this is one of them.

(4) In fact the circuit used commercially has a 40 to 1
step and uses a 2.7 kilohm series resistor. The 4.7
kilohm value was quoted in the article to allow for
transformers of a lower resonant frequency. The step
has been started fairly low down to obtain a high stability
margin, If it is felt that a reduction in the h.f. distortion
is preferable to the increased stability then the capacitor
could be reduced to 250 pF and the series resistor in-
creased to 10 kilohms.

Incidentally the loop gain of the Ferguson amplifier,
referred to by Mr, Roddam, has fallen by 4 dB at 12
kc/s. This is more than would be expected from the
values of the step network and the extra amount fits in
with the predicted Miller capacitance.

I would definitely disagree with Mr. Roddam when
he states that Miller effect is one of the least of our
worries. ‘“ Know thy phase-shifts ” has been my motto
for feedback amplifiers and has always stood me in good
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stead. Once the transformer resonant frequeéncy is
reached there is then a severe overall phase retard. The
step-network should have finished by this point or it
will be adding further phase retard. An additional phase
retard due to Miller eftect in the phase-inverter can then
well take the feedback loop close to instability even if not
actually causing it. The cffect of a capacitive load across
the output further aggravates the matier, and it is well
known that few amplifiers can stand appreciable capaci-
tive load without instability. |

If, however, the additional phase-shift due to Miller
effect is absent, then the gain and phase margins can
be made far better. One certainly cannot disregard
phasc-shifts about 400 kc/s; the gain margin of the ampli-
fiecr in which this circuit is used is —26 dB but occurs
at a {requency of 2.7 Mc/s. The phase margin is 90
degrees. Such performance could not be obtained with
the normal long-tailed pair.

The last point is the use of positive feedback to remove
the Miller effect. This is mentioned by both Mr. Roddam
and Mr. Douvaletelis and was in fact the first thing
that was tried in an attempt to improve the perfor-
mance. (Hi-Fi News, July 1962, p. 90). Unfortunately
it only made matters worse, This was traced to the un-
balance in the input impedances of the output valves
at high frequencies. This unbalanced loading of the
phase-splitter causes unbalance in the drive to the output
valves and consequently removes the neutralizing. The
same is the case with neutralization of the output stage.
So far I have found no advantage to be gained by neutral-
ization and even if it could be made to work it would
render the amplifier performance very susceptible to
component changes.

So far as improvement in performance of amplifiers is
concerned, the proof of the value of a modification is in
the results obtained. By using this circuit it is possible
to apply far more feedback without instability. With
high resonant frequency transformers this improvement
has been in the region of 15 to 17 dB. This, to me, seems
to be a very worthwhile improvement,

ARTHUR R. BAILEY

Rectifier Instruments

YOUR correspondent, Mr. J. Baggs (October 1962)
speaks of the ‘“ serious errors  to which rectifier instru
ments are liable. This does not do justice to what are, in
general, very useful instruments.

Rectifier instruments tell the “ truth” (apart from
frequency errors, errors due to rectifier non-linearity
and those errors common to all moving-coil instruments)
if they are scaled in mean (or average) quantities. The
mean value of a sine wave is 0.9 times the r.m.s. value,
so this would not suit most users, who would be discon-
certed if their voltmeter indicated 216 volts when con-
nected to the 240-volt mains. Consequently, as Mr.
Baggs states, most rectifier instruments are scaled to
indicate 1.11 times the mean value, i.e. the r.m.s. value
on a sinusoid. For many purposes this is a reasonable
and useful assumption, but “errors ” are produced if
the measured waveform is not the sinusoid assumed by
the scaling.

Mr, Baggs’ rectifier circuit would seem to have been:—

40H

———.
————

2:5k

In either case the milliammeter is passing a considerable
d.c. component. One suspects that the rectifier instrument
was, 1n fact, a universal AVO meter. These instruments

(continued on page 543)
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phone Service and who may, in accordance with the
Post Office regulations, be the licensce or any person
authorized thereby. If Mr. Toby cares to listen on the
appropriate frequencies he will hear just what this some-
times means in practice! The complaints received
by the F.C.C. are, according to my information, more
the result of interference to Citizens’ stations themselves
by some operators who indulge in amatcur-type com-
munication, than the Citizens’ equipment interfering
with other services. While this amatcur-type operation
is 1llegal it is prevalent and probably results from the
absence of any licence fee and the low age limit of 18
ears for licensees. The danger would largely be avoided
in the United Kingdom by thec licence fee suggested,
possibly coupled with a minimum age requirement of
21 years.

Finally, as a result of the publication of my last letter
I have received information from the United States from
which it appears that the Citizens Radio Sz2rvice is not
confined solcly to the United States and Canada. It is
also allocated in eight other countries in Central and
South America. Some idea of its extent of use may be
gathered from onc news item scnt to me which states
that there are 700 units opcrating in the city of Caracas,

Venezuela, alone.
Sunbury-on-Thames. G. E. STOREY

Chicago Peolice Radio

ON page 470 in your Qctober issue mention is made
of the new very elaborate Chicago police communications
centre.

I think you should have mentioned that one of the
unique features of this system 1s that it employs what
is known as ‘‘ crossbanding.”

The base stations transmit and the cars receive on
u.hf. (453 Mc/s) while the cars transmit and base
stations receive on v.h.f. (155 Mc/s).

This method is rather unusual, and, as far as I know,
not very common. By the way, the cars use the same
18-inch antenna for receiving u.h.f. and transmitting

v.h.i.
Chicago 26, Ill. KEN GREENBERG

New Phase-splitter

SOME copying errors make nonsense of my point {4).
Mr. Bailey’s circuit will be 12dB down at 12kc/s (not
1200c/s) and his claim for exira feed-back of 15-17dB
must be interpreted with this in mind. It is compara-
tively easy to get high gain and phase margins with
amplifiers 1n which the open-loop response falls off at
a low audio frequency: the amplifiers used in analogue
computers show how this can be done. For audio fre-
quency operation it is, however, essential that the full
feed-back should be maintained over the whole audible
band, whatever that may be.

This requirement can be satisfied, with a twin-triode
phase-splitter, with enough margin to allow for safe
operation with most spcakers disconnected but  (he
cabling connccred in a ship installaton.  The loading
here 1s virtually all capacitance,

London, W.8. THOMAS RODDAM

THE phenomenon of resonance appears in two forms,
termed respectively parallel and series resonance when
encountered in electrical cucuns.  This terminology has
been satisfactory for simple lumped-constant circuits,
but i1s inapt to describe the resonances of compound
networks and those of distributed-constant devices, cavi-
ties for example, where no series or parallel connecnions
can be distinguished.

For some ume the problem has been halfl solved by
changing the term paralle! resonance (o anti-resonance,
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which is tidy and meaningful, but no neat counterpart
has appeared to replace the term series resonance. True,
onc finds the two types called anti-resonance and
1esonance respectively, but this leaves doubt in some
contexts as to whether the term resonance means the
general effect or series resonance in particular.

May I suggest, therefore, the term *“ pro-resonance ”
for the series resonance effect, keeping resonance as the
general term for both types. As a word, pro-resonance
is cuphonious, sufficiently neat, and is the obvious com-
plement to anti-resonancc.

Joondanna, D. FARQUHAR

Western Australia,

‘" Gomplementary Multivibrator "

J. C. RUDGHE, in his article in the August issue suggests
the use, in Fig. 3, of the STC silicon alloy transistor,
tvpe TK71C. It should, perhaps, be pointed out that this
typc 1s now obsolete. This is not surprising when one
considers the pace of transistor development. However,
a suitable replacement can be offered from the STC
range of silicon diffused planar transistors; but since these
transistors cannot pass an unlimited base current, a
resistance (Rg) would have to be used in series with the
base. Either the BFY18 (TK264A) with Ry = 150Q,
or the BFY16 (TK251A) with Ry = 82Q, should prove
satisfactory, the BFY16 giving a better mark/space ratio
because of the lower value of Ry, Although the inclusion
of Rg will result in a slightly longer “ mark > period
there 1s the advantage that this period becomes more

closely defined.
Footscray, Kent. S. C. RYDER-SMITH
Transistor Applications Dept.
Standard Teclephones and Cables Ltd.

Sine v Square Waveform

I HAVE read with interest Mr. Thomas Roddam’s com-
ments 1n the November issue on my article and would
like to be permitted to reply to some of the views
expressed.

I know that it is generally believed that a square wave-
form will cause a transformer or motor to overheat. This
1s definitely quite incorrect. In many years’ experience
in this field I have never known a single case of over-
heating caused by a square waveform. The difference
in temperature rise for the same power dissipation is so
small as to be quite inconclusive. Tests which I have
carried out with various motors and transformers have
convinced me that there is no difference in operating
temperature between a sine and square wave. The only
instances where a rise in temperature was observed was
in rarc cases where the iron cores were operated in or
near a state of magnetic saturanion. In these cases the
temperature rise was slightly higher on a square wave-
form for the same power dissipation. I stress the power
dissipation, because In most cases a square waveform
will result in a lower power consumption for the same
r.m.s. input,

My article was confined to the unlization of a square
wavelform for equipment designed for sine-wave operas
tion, but the thurd paragraph of Mr. Roddam’s letter
enters the sphere of transverter design, and if he haa
cver studied my company’s  literature he will have
noticed that besides the normal continuous load rating,
the peak output s also quoted.

A typical case s the 630W unit which is rated for a
continuous output of 650W and peak of 2,000W. Pro-
vided the maximum peak output 1s never exceeded, the
cflect known as ** double-chopping ™ will not occur, nor
will the transistors be operated 1in a saturated collector
current conditton; this will be the case irrespective of
the nature of the load.

[ d> not agree with Mr. Roddam’s implication that
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