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Abstract: AC/DC converters, controlled by pulse width modulation (PWM) and used as power factor
correction (PFC), is considered one of the main contributors to emissions in the range 2 kHz–150 kHz,
recently known as the supraharmonic (SH) range. This study looks at the impact of SH grid distortion
on the LF (<2 kHz) and HF (>2 kHz) emission of an AC/DC converter. The PFC boost converter
is used as a particular case for validation of the results. It is observed that the AC/DC converters
emit additional LF interharmonics and subharmonics when the grid voltage contains interharmonic
components in the SH range. A mathematical analysis is provided to study and assess the interference
between the SH in the background distortion and the AC/DC converters. Experimental studies are
then performed for a PFC boost setup based on dSPACE MicroLabBox for the purposes of validating
the mathematical analysis.

Keywords: active power factor correction; harmonics; interharmonics; supraharmonics; electromagnetic
compatibility; AC-DC power converter

1. Introduction

With the development of the modern electrical grid, the integration of the power elec-
tronics (PE) based apparatus becomes indispensable. These devices, including inverters,
converters, and variable frequency drives, are driven by high switching frequencies to con-
trol and convert electrical energy efficiently [1,2]. However, the switching rates often occur
within the frequency range of 2–150 kHz, leading to power conversion harmonics occurring
in the grid, recently known as supraharmonic (SH). Consequently, this leads to generating
electromagnetic interference (EMI) problems in the SH range [3–5]. Reported examples are
interference in communication systems, performance and lifespan degradation of electrical
equipment, audible noise, and unintentional switching [6,7]. This, in turn, emphasizes
the importance of carefully designing and analyzing these systems to mitigate adverse
effects and ensure the stable operation of the power network increasingly dependent on
PE technologies. Consequently, numerous studies focus on unraveling the complexities
surrounding the propagation, emissions, and effects of SHs. One of the obstacles involved
with these high-frequency emissions is the lack of standards in the SHs range [8].

In [9–11], it has been observed that high distortions of up to 3 volts appear when grid-
connected inverters (GCIs) and electric vehicles (EV) battery chargers are subjected to SH
emissions. A study conducted in [12] on several household devices introduces the criteria
and the indications of SHs emissions classification and clarifies the emissions characteristics
in time and frequency domains. The system under investigation in [12] consists of a PV
inverter and LED lamps installation connected in parallel. It is found that supraharmonic
propagation is highly dependent on the characteristics of the devices and grid impedance.
The interference between SHs and electronic devices is investigated in [6,13,14], where the
operation failure of these devices is reported.
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In [15], numerous AC/DC LED drivers are subjected to a SH voltage profile following
the measurement method in IEC 61000-4-19 [16]. The study in [15] aims to analyze the
interference in the LED lamp’s driver circuits. The results show that the SH voltage profile
could cause deviations in the average light intensity.

In the harmonic range below 2 kHz, an interharmonic is defined as “a frequency
component of a periodic quantity that is not an integer multiple of the frequency at which
the power system is operated” [17]. The definition of the interharmonic is still limited to
the harmonic range, i.e., below 2 kHz. However, in [18], their counterparts in the SH range
are defined as nonsynchronous disturbances above 2 kHz. Interharmonic studies within
the field of power quality encompass understanding their origins, detecting their presence,
modeling them, and developing mitigation techniques [19,20].

Interharmonic components are deliberately superimposed on the grid voltage for
ripple control (RC) purposes. The frequencies of the added interharmonics components lie
between 110 Hz and 3 kHz with amplitudes up to 7 V [21]. Consequently, different inter-
modulation components from the applied frequencies are created, and non-synchronized
operation may occur [22,23].

The interaction between SHs, interharmonics, and electronic devices is a complex area
that requires more clarification and careful consideration in the design and operation of the
connected devices. Therefore, many studies analyze the propagation of such components
and study the mitigation of their effects [24–26].

Studies conducted in [27,28] show that any apparatus being subjected to interharmonic
components will act by itself as a source of interharmonics. Few attempts have been made
to investigate the interaction between SHs, harmonics, and interharmonics. According to
the study conducted in [29], interharmonic components arise at the terminals of the devices
when they are exposed to a source of “SHs” under the circumstances of grid frequency
deviations from the nominal grid frequency, i.e., 50/60 Hz. The study conducted in [30]
came to the conclusion that grid-connected converters emit additional emissions known as
self-induced and mutual-induced emissions if they are subjected to SH distortions with
frequencies that are non-integer multiples of grid one.

AC/DC converters are widely used in low voltage (LV) installations to match various
loads of power demand with the one provided by the grid [1]. The vast majority of these
converters are controlled to adjust the output voltage or current to meet what is required
by loads. In addition, due to the limitations set by IEC 61000-4-7 standard [31] on harmonic
current emissions of AC/DC converters below 2 kHz, an active power factor correction
(PFC) stage is added as a controlled DC-DC converter between the diode bridge rectifier
(DBR) and the DC load. As these AC/DC converters are driven by switching frequencies
lying in the SH range, they are identified as one of the sources of SH emissions.

In this paper, the interaction between the SHs with non-integer multiple in the back-
ground distortion and the SH emissions of the PFC boost converter, as the most common
topology used in AC/DC converters for the purposes of PFC, is investigated. Non-integer
multiple components of SHs means that the frequencies of these components are non-
integer multiple of the nominal grid frequency. The study aims to determine the effect of
that interaction on the final emissions of the PFC boost converter. The motivation of this
study is driven by the fact that the SHs with non-integer multiple in the background distor-
tion exist due to many factors, e.g., the emissions of variable frequency drives (VFDs) [30]
and the deviations in the switching frequencies due to the impurities in the components
and the unavoidable flaws in the design process [32]. This, in turn, raises the importance
of studying the interference between the SH with non-integer multiple and the AC/DC
converters. The main contributions of this work can be listed as:

• An experimental setup based on a dSPACE MicroLabBox will be built to study the SH
emissions of PFC boost converters as a common example for AC/DC converters.

• Exposing the AC/DC converter to SH with non-integer multiple and documenting
the observations.
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• Investigating the effect of the DBR of the low voltage AC/DC converters on the
harmonics and SHs transfer between the two sides of the DBR.

• Determining the origin of the added emissions in the frequency spectra of the PFC
boost current under SH with non-integer multiple in the background distortion.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: The DBR and its effect on the harmonic
transfer, as well as the interference analysis, are provided in Section 2. In Section 3,
experimental verifications and observations are discussed. The conclusions of this study
are provided in Section 4.

2. Interference between the SH Components in the Grid and the AC/DC Converters
2.1. DBR Effect on the Harmonics Reflections on Both Sides

The DBR is considered the main connection between the AC and DC sides of the vast
majority of the grid-connected AC/DC converters. It is used to convert the AC power from
the grid into a DC one on the load side as a first conversion stage. However, it affects the
flow of harmonics and SH between both sides. This is considered a key to studying the
interference behavior of AC/DC converters due to SH distortion. In this subsection, the
reflections of harmonics between the two sides of the DBR are discussed. Figure 1a shows
a DBR with a supraharmonic (SH) current component generated from the background
distortion. The SH current at the AC side is colored in black in Figure 1 and labeled as
ig(SH), while its reflection on the DC side is colored in red and labeled as iDC(SH).
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Figure 1. DBR with SH current component flowing from the AC side to the DC side. (a) Schematic 

of the circuit. (b) The SH current is in the frequency domain on both the AC and DC sides. 
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Figure 1. DBR with SH current component flowing from the AC side to the DC side. (a) Schematic of
the circuit. (b) The SH current is in the frequency domain on both the AC and DC sides.

In order to estimate the iDC(SH) which represents the reflection of the ig(SH), let ig(SH)

be described by the following equation,

ig(SH) = Ig(SH) cos (ωSHt) (1)

Here, Ig(SH) is the amplitude of the ig(SH), ωSH is the SH component angular frequency
where ωSH = 2π fSH and fSH is the SH frequency, and t is the time vector. The current
flows through the DBR. Consequently, ig(SH) is affected by the DBR. To determine the effect
of the DBR, the following DBR function can be applied [33];

uDBR(t) =
∞

∑
h=1

h=odd

2
hπ

sin
(

hπ

2

)
cos (hωgt) (2)

Here, uDBR is the DBR function and ωg is the grid angular frequency where ωg = 2π fg
and fg is the grid fundamental frequency. Then iDC(SH) can be obtained by multiplying
Equations (1) and (2) as,

iDC(SH) =
(

Ig(SH)cos (ωSHt)
)
×

 ∞

∑
h=1

h=odd

2
hπ

sin
(

hπ

2

)
cos (hωgt)

 (3)
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Equation (3) can be rearranged and modified to be as;

iDC(SH) =
∞

∑
h=1

h=odd

( Ig(SH)

hπ
sin

(
hπ

2

))(
cos

((
ωSH − hωg

)
t
)
+ cos

((
ωSH + hωg

)
t
))

(4)

As deduced in Equation (4), one SH current component in the AC side is reflected into
a sideband of harmonics in the DC side due to the DBR function. The amplitudes of the DC

side reflected current are
Ig(SH)

hπ sin
(

hπ
2

)
with frequencies equal to fSH ± h f g. A graphical

representation in the frequency domain of that phenomenon is shown in Figure 1b.
Likewise, if the SH current component is generated on the DC side, it is reflected in a

band of SH components on the AC side. Equation (4) can be used to calculate the reflected
SH components on the AC side. Figure 2 demonstrates these phenomena with the same
colors and labels used in Figure 1.
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the circuit. (b) The SH current is in the frequency domain on both the AC and DC sides.

2.2. Interference Problem

In this subsection, the interference between the primary emissions of AC/DC con-
verters and the distortion in the grid is discussed and explained. Consider i( fsw) is a
component of the primary emission of the AC/DC converter at the DC side of the DBR due
to the switching behavior of such converters. If the AC/DC converter is subjected to a SH
current component ig( fSH) generated from the background distortion, which represents a
secondary emission of the AC/DC converter under study. Then, the DBR current at the AC
side in the frequency domain is as depicted in Figure 3, in which the secondary emission
added at fSH is in red color, and the primary emission of the AC/DC is indicated in black
color. The following steps clarify the mechanism of the interference between the primary
and secondary emissions of the AC/DC converter:

• The secondary emission current at fSH flows from the AC side of the DC side of the
DBR. Consequently, this current is dissolved into an infinite number of components at
the DC side as a result of the DBR effect, which appears as a sideband of SH around
fSH . The components of that current can be calculated by Equation (4).

• The primary emissions of the AC/DC converter, depicted in black in Figure 4, appear
in three parts as [33]:

# LF distortion.
# Baseband harmonics at the switching frequency and its integer multiples.
# Sideband harmonics around the baseband frequencies.

• The frequency differences between the chosen SHs at fSH ∓ fg and the nearest base-
band are ∆ f1 and ∆ f2, respectively. These differences are shown in green in Figure 4.

• In the LF range, additional emissions appear at ∆ f1 and ∆ f2 due to the interference
between the baseband primary SH and the secondary emission. The additional emis-



Electronics 2024, 13, 2244 5 of 17

sions are drawn in green in Figure 4. Then, these additional emissions flow towards
the DBR.

• The additional emissions at ∆ f1 and ∆ f2 are affected by the DBR function while
they cross the DBR to the AC side. They appear as bands of harmonics based on
Equation (4). The reflections of added emissions in the AC side of the DBR are as
shown in Figure 5.
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of the AC/DC converter on the AC side contains a SH current from the background.
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3. Simulation and Experimental Verification
3.1. System Implementation for Simulation and Experimental Studies

The system under study is the PFC boost converter (Figure 6) as a common example
of AC/DC converters. The control algorithm consists of an outer and an inner control loop.
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The former one is used to control the output voltage, while the latter is used to control the
inductor current for PFC purposes.
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For the simulation and the experimental studies, a PFC boost setup is implemented
in MATLAB/Simulink for the simulation study and in the lab for the experimental one,
as shown in Figure 7. It consists of a step-down transformer that is used to reduce the
grid voltage from 230 V down to 66 V in the experimental setup. The transformer is used
because the output resistor has a 100 W rating with a resistance value of 600 Ω. This means
the maximum voltage that can be applied at the output is around 240 V, which highlights
the importance of using the step-down transformer. As there are no limitations in the
simulation study, no transformer is used for the simulation model. However, the grid
voltage used for the simulation study is 66 V, as in the experimental one. It was found
that the simulation and experimental results were identical. This, in turn, assures that
the transformer used in the experimental study has no significant effect on the results.
According to the PFC boost theory, no capacitor is used on the DC side of the DBR for the
purpose of PFC [33]. The parameters used for the PFC boost setup are listed in Table 1
for both simulation and experimental studies. The parameters are chosen based on what
exists in the lab. Indeed, there should be harmony between the power and control circuit
parameters designs to obtain the optimum PFC operation. However, the parameter values
used for the simulation and experimental ones give accepted PFC performance for this
study. For the experimental study, the control algorithm is built, and the driving pulse is
obtained from dSPACE MicroLabBox rti1102 with a step time of 20 µSec. This limits the
switching frequency to 5 kHz. The voltage and currents are measured by means of a Taraz
USM-3IV voltage current measurement kit. The bandwidths of the Taraz USM-3IV are
100 kHz and 200 kHz, respectively. The SH voltage components added to the grid voltage
are generated by the IMU SLAVE SMART EXT-SMART V1, which is driven by the IMU-
MGS 5KV EFT/burst and surge compact generator.

Table 1. System parameters were used for the simulation and experimental studies.

Parameter Value

Grid Voltage (Root mean square) 66 V
Boosting inductance 10 mH
Boosting capacitor 470 µF

Output resistor 600 Ω
Switching frequency 5 kHz

Output voltage 120 V
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Figure 7. Experimental setup.

Two case studies were performed in both simulation and experimental studies to study
the effect of the PFC boost converter exposed to a SH background distortion. In each case
study, two scenarios are compared. The first scenario is conducted with no distortion in the
grid. The second scenario is polluting the grid with a SH distortion. The two case studies
are similar. However, the diversity between the SH distortion frequencies in each case study
confirms the analysis. The SH distortion is added to the grid by means of EXT-SMART V1
for the experimental study. In the simulation study, the two case studies are repeated with
an output resistance of 100 Ω, which means the output power increases by six times.

3.2. Simulation Study

Before going to the case studies, the system results in the time domain are presented
at no SH distortion to confirm the system performance. The output voltage waveforms
with the reference values are shown in Figures 8 and 9 for the low and high output power,
respectively. It is clear that the voltage loop controller succeeds in regulating the output
voltage according to the reference one.
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The simulated results of the reference current that is calculated from the rectified
voltage and the actual inductor currents are as demonstrated in Figures 10 and 11 for the
low and high output power, respectively. It is clear from the simulated results that, the
inner loop for the current controller managed to make the inductor current follow the
reference one.
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Figure 11. Simulated PFC boost inductor current Ro = 100 Ω.

The resultant simulated input currents at the AC side of the DBR and the grid voltage
are as shown in Figures 12 and 13 for the low and high output power, respectively. It is
clear that the PFC function is achieved in both cases.
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3.2.1. Case Study 1: Grid Voltage Distorted with a SH Component at 5029 Hz

In the 1st case study, two scenarios are compared; the first scenario is conducted by
adding no SH distortion to the grid. The second scenario is carried out by adding a SH
distortion at 5029 Hz, with an amplitude of 3% of the grid one. The results of the grid
current and the boost inductor current in the frequency domain for both scenarios of Study
1 are shown in Figure 14. From the results, the SH current generated from the background
distortion at 5029 Hz is transferred to the DC side of the DBR as a sideband SH around
5029 Hz. The components at 4979 Hz and 5079 Hz represent two examples of the DC-side
components of the SH distortion at 5029 Hz from the grid. Due to the switching behavior
of the PFC boost, many SH components at the DC side of the DBR are transferred to the
grid side based on the DBR function. For example, the SH at 5000 Hz represents one of the
primary emissions of the PFC boost on the DC side. This primary component interferes
with the grid distortion at the DC side of the DBR. The frequency differences between the
primary SH component and the chosen examples at 4979 Hz and 5079 Hz, which can be
defined as ∆ f1 and ∆ f2, are 21 Hz and 79 Hz, respectively. As a result of the interference,
LF components appear in the DC side current at 21 Hz and 79 Hz. Then, the generated LF
components transfer to the AC side as a sideband emission based on the DBR function. For
example, the LF at 29 Hz and 71 Hz resulted from the DBR DC-side emissions at 79 Hz and
21 Hz, respectively. The relationship among the additional emissions, the grid distortion,
and the primary emissions of the PFC boost are summarized in Tables 2 and 3.
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Figure 14. Simulation results of case study 1 at Ro = 600 Ω, a comparison between a PFC boost
converter exposed to a SH free grid voltage and the same PFC boost exposed to a distortion in the
grid voltage at 5029 Hz. (a) The grid current, and (b) the inductor current.
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Table 2. Relationship among the added LF emissions, main emissions, and the ig( fSH) components
in the DC side of the DBR for both simulation and experimental studies.

SH Component Frequency
Added to the Grid (Hz)

Main SH Emission
Frequency (Hz) ig(fSH) Components (Hz) ∆f (Hz)

Case Study 1 5029 5000
4979 21

5079 79

Case Study 2 5038.6 5000
4988.6 11.4

5088.6 88.6

Table 3. Additional harmonics in the LF range in the AC side of the DBR and their origin harmonics
in the DC side in both simulation and experimental studies.

Origin Harmonic Frequency
in the DC Side (Hz)

Relationship Based on
Equation (4)

Added Emissions
Frequencies in the AC Side (Hz)

Case Study 1
79 79 − fg 29
21 21 + fg 71

Case Study 2
88.6 88.6 − fg 38.6
11.4 11.4 + fg 61.4

To check the interference and the added emissions in higher power PFC boost, the
output resistance is changed from 600 Ω to 100 Ω, which means the output power increases
by six times. Then, scenarios 1 and 2 of study 1 are performed for both loading conditions.
The results of study 1 with higher power are then compared with the one with lower power,
as shown in Figures 15 and 16. It can be concluded from the results that The SH primary
emissions are almost the same for both loading conditions. Moreover, the added emissions
due to the interference are detected at the same frequencies but with different amplitudes.
As the amplitudes of the added emissions depend on the grid impedance, which is still
unmodelled in the SH range, calculating the amplitudes is considered as a future work.
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Figure 16. A comparison between a PFC boost converter exposed to a distortion in the grid voltage at
5029 Hz under different loading conditions. (a) The grid current, and (b) the inductor current.

3.2.2. Case Study 2: Grid Voltage Distorted with a SH Component at 5038.6 Hz

In the 2nd case study, two scenarios are performed and compared. In the first scenario,
no SH is added to the grid. While a SH grid distortion at 5038.6 Hz is added to the grid
voltage. The frequency domain results of the AC-side and the DC-side currents of the
DBR for both scenarios of Study 2 are shown in Figure 17. The SH current at 5038.6 Hz
is transferred as a sideband SH in the DC-side of the DBR, for example, at 4988.6 Hz
and 5088.6 Hz. The aforementioned SH distortion components interfere with the primary
emission component of the PFC boost at 5000 Hz. The resultant is additional LF emissions
appear in the DC-side current at 11.4 Hz and 88.6 Hz. The resultant LF emissions on the
DC side of the DBR are then transferred to the AC side of the DBR based on the DBR effect.
For example, the LF emission at 38.6 Hz is the grid current is a component of the AC-side
reflection of the DC-side component at 88.6 Hz. While the LF emission at 61.4 Hz in the
grid current is resulted from the DC-side component at 11.4 Hz. Tables 2 and 3 sum up the
relationship between grid distortion, primary emission, and added emissions.
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converter exposed to a SH free grid voltage and the same PFC boost exposed to a distortion in the
grid voltage at 5038.6 Hz. (a) The grid current, and (b) the inductor current.
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The output resistance is changed from 600 Ω to 100 Ω in order to compare the interfer-
ence and the added emissions between PFC boost with different loading conditions. Then,
scenario 2 of study 2 is performed for both loading conditions, while scenario 1 of study 2
is with the same results shown in Figure 15. The results of the comparison are shown in
Figure 18. It is clear from the results that The SH primary emissions are almost the same
for both loading conditions. In addition to that, the added emissions are detected at the
same frequencies but with different amplitudes.
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3.3. Experimental Study

The two case studies in the simulation were conducted experimentally in order to
verify the analysis and the simulation results. The following subsections provide the
experimental verification of case studies 1 and 2. Before going to the two case studies, the
measured time data is first discussed to show the performance of the system. Figure 19
gives the experimental data of the output voltage at the steady state, which confirms the
good performance of the output voltage loop controller.
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Figure 19. Experimental data of the output voltage of the PFC boost.

The experimental data of the inductor current is as shown in Figure 20. It is clear from
the results that, the inductor current has a rectified shape. This, in turn, confirms the inner
loop controller operation. As a result, the input current in the AC-side of the DBR follows
the sinusoidal shape of the input voltage as shown in Figure 21.
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3.3.1. Case Study 1: Grid Voltage Distorted with a SH Component at 5029 Hz

In this study, Scenario 2 is conducted by adding a SH voltage component to the grid
voltage at 5029 Hz with an amplitude of 5% of the grid voltage one. Then, scenario 2 is
compared with scenario 1, where no SH distortion is added to the grid. The experimental
results of the inductor current, which is the DBR DC side current, and the grid current,
which is the DBR AC side current, are shown in Figure 22 for both scenarios. It is obvious
from the results of scenario 2 that the 5029 Hz component appears as a band in the DC
side of the DBR, for example, at 4979 Hz and 5079 Hz with ∆ f1 and ∆ f2 equal to 21 Hz
and 79 Hz, respectively. Then, additional LF emissions are measured at 21 Hz and 79 Hz
in the inductor current, which is not seen in scenario 1. The added LF emissions are then
transferred through and affected by the DBR. Consequently, additional emissions at 29 Hz
and 71 Hz are detected in scenario 2 grid current. Following Equation (4), the component
at 29 Hz is an AC side component of the DC side emission at 79 Hz. While the one at 71 Hz
is an AC side component of the DC side emission at 21 Hz. The additional emissions and
their relationship with the grid distortion and the primary emissions of the PFC boost are
summarized in Tables 2 and 3.

3.3.2. Case Study 2: Grid Voltage Distorted with a SH Component at 5038.6 Hz

Scenario 1 of study 2, where there is no SH distortion in the grid, is compared with
scenario 2, where a SH voltage component at 5038.6 Hz is added to the grid voltage with
5% amplitude of the grid one. The experimental study results of this study in the frequency
domain are shown in Figure 23. In scenario 1, no additional emissions are measured in the
AC and DC side currents of the DBR. However, adding a SH distortion at 5038.6 Hz to the
grid leads to measuring additional emissions in the grid and inductor currents of the PFC
boost. As discussed in Section 2, The AC side component at 5038.6 Hz is converted into an
infinite number of components at the DC side; for example, at 4988.6 Hz and 5088.6 Hz
with ∆ f1 and ∆ f2 equal to 11.4 Hz and 88.6 Hz, respectively. Then, additional emissions
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appear at 11.4 Hz and 88.6 Hz in the DC side current. These components flow towards
the grid and are affected by the DBR. This, in turn, contributes to the additional emissions
in the AC side current. For example, the additional emission at 38.6 Hz is a result of the
DC component at 88.6 Hz. While the one at 61.4 Hz is an AC side component of the DC
emission at 11.4 Hz. Tables 2 and 3 show the relationship between the additional emissions,
the grid distortion, and the primary emissions of the PFC boost.
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current, and (b) the inductor current.
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Figure 23. Case study 2 is a comparison between a PFC boost exposed to a SH free grid voltage and
the same PFC boost exposed to a distortion in the grid voltage at 5038.6 Hz. (a) The grid current, and
(b) the inductor current.

4. Conclusions and Future Work

In this paper, the effect of a distorted grid voltage in the SH range on the AC/DC
converters has been studied. It has been found that the SH current generated from the
distorted grid is reflected as a sideband of SH components in the DC side of the PFC boost
converter directly after the DBR. The DBR function is the main reason for that phenomenon.
These SH components in the DC side of the DBR interfere with the switching harmonics of
the AC/DC converters in the SH range, resulting in additional emissions in the LF range.
The additional emissions are transferred through and affected by the DBR. This results in
the occurrence of LF components, both sub- and interharmonics, at the AC side current
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of the AC/DC converters. The study was conducted by implementing a dSPACE-based
setup for a PFC boost as an example of AC/DC converters, and the results obtained were
analyzed in a MATLAB software environment.

This work can be extended in the future to fulfill the following:

# Developing a mathematical modeling approach to calculate the additional emissions
resulting from the interference between the background voltage distortions in the
SH range and the primary emissions of AC/DC converters. However, developing
this mathematical model still faces many challenges [30], such as the grid impedance
model in SH range still being simulation-based. However, obtaining a mathematical
modeling approach in SH range for the grid is essential to predict the amplitudes and
phases of this additional emissions which is still missing in literature [30].

# This study will include the experimental interference in high-power AC/DC convert-
ers by taking into account the effect of the equivalent series resistance on the primary
emissions of such converters.

# Studying the effect of the continuous, critical and discontinuous modes on the primary
emissions of AC/DC converter as is still missing in the literature [33]. This could
help side by side with the grid modeling approach in predicting the effect of the
aforementioned modes on the interference.
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Abbreviations
The following abbreviations are used in this manuscript:
DBR diode bridge rectifier
EMI electromagnetic interference
EV electric vehicles
GCI grid connected inverters
LED light emitting diode
LV low voltage
PE power electronics
PFC Power Factor Correction
RC ripple control
SH supraharmonic
VFD variable frequency drives

Variables
The following variables are used in this manuscript:
fg Grid frequency
fSH The frequency of the SH current generated from the background distortion
Ig(SH) The amplitude of the SH current generated from the background distortion
ig(SH) Instantaneous SH current generated from the background distortion
iDC(SH) The instantaneous reflection of ig(SH) in the DC side of the DBR
uDBR Diode bridge rectifier
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