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Abstract: The proof of principle of an on-line digitizer designed to be integrated into the digital
control loop of a high-voltage modulator for ultra-repeatable power converters is presented. The
presented selective analogue zoom allows digitizing with ±18 ppm repeatability the voltage around
the nominal level (10V±1V) and, at the same time, the initial transients with relaxed performance.
In addition, in order not to jeopardize the digital control loop stability, thewhole digitizing systemhas
to introduce a low real-time delay; this is assessed to be less than 1.2 µs. Initially, the specifications
of the real-time control are presented and translated into data acquisition requirements. Then, the
main design choices of the digitizer are discussed and Pspice simulation results are reported to
validate the concept design. Finally, experimental results of a validation case study developed for
the power converter designed at ETH Zurich and University of Laval for the new linear particle
accelerator under study at CE RN , the Compact LInear Collider CLIC, are reported and compared
with the simulation outcomes.
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1 Introduction

Real-time data acquisition systems are used in many industrial or research situations which require
monitoring and control operations [1, 2] and are nowadays considered as a fundamental part of
digital control loops [3]. They provide, by means of a feedback, a suitable adjustment to the loop
controller in order to reach the required performance. For this reason, there is a new-found interest in
this line of research in fields ranging from military [4] to electronic controls in automotive [5]. This
is the case, for example, in effective energy management of fuel cell powered electric vehicles [6],
and even heavy trucks [7]. The main challenge in designing an efficient digital control system is
to meet both metrological requirements and time constraints imposed by the specific application.
Some new applications require acquisition systems with precision in the order of few tens of parts
per million, capable of digitizing and providing data to the controller within a very short delay,
in the order of few µs. This is the case, for example, of smart power flow management between
separate energy storage units [8] and high-performance electric vehicles [9].

In this context, challenging applications are provided by a new generation of power converters,
using enhanced digital loop methods [10]. Such methods allow to (i) add new features, (ii) improve
performance, and (iii) increase flexibility, while keeping the cost low [11]. High-performance
pulsed power converters are increasingly used for discontinuous loads where significant power
savings are achievable by using pulsed power converters instead of DC ones [12].

This is the case of the new linear electron-positron particle accelerator currently under study
at CERN, the Compact LInear Collider (CLIC) [13]. It will allow collisions up to several TeV,
exploring energy regions never reached before, thanks to its unprecedented combination of high
energy and experiment precision. In order to reach the desired energy level, together with reasonable
power consumption from the electrical grid [14], CLIC needs for power converters [15] with a
pulsed power [16] repeatable in the order of few tens of ppm [15]. For this purpose, a high-voltage
modulator is currently being designed by the laboratory for high-power electronics at ETH Zurich
(CH) [17] and the LEEPCI Laval (CA) [18]. This is a typical example of new generation power
converters requiring a real-time digitizer with delay in the order of few µs over a bandwidth of less
than 1MHz, with repeatability performance in the order of few ppm.

In this paper, the design and the experimental proof of principle of a ±18 ppm repeatable
digitizer, with real-time delay less than 1.2 µs on 11V of full-scale, is presented (more details
on the overall metrological aspects of the project can be found in [19]). In section 2, the system
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Figure 1. Typical topology of a pulsed power converter.

requirements are stated, whereas in section 3, the working principle and the concept design are
highlighted. In section 4, the design choices are detailed and the circuital realization of the prototype
for a validation case study at CE RN of the power converter for CLIC, is presented. Finally, in
sections 5 and 6, the simulation and experimental results, respectively, are presented and discussed.

2 Requirements

2.1 Measurand

In figure 1, the typical topology of a pulsed power converter is sketched. The two nodes A and B
denote the two points where measurement systems are needed. In point B, a reference measurement
system is required for assessing the final performance of the converter [20]. In point A, the real-time
digitizing system, discussed in this work, allows an active control of the charging system output
voltage.

Thus, the voltage in point A is the signal to be digitized by the proposed instrument. As
shown in figure 2, the typical measurand waveform is characterized by different regions: (i) a
Pre − charge, with an initial ramp up where the charging system reaches the nominal voltage VN ,
(ii) a Pulse, where the modulator generates the pulse ideally keeping the voltage constant, and (iii)
a Recharge, where the nominal voltage out of the charging system is restored. In the Pre− charge
and Recharge regions, the flat-top of the high-voltage signal might have variations (±∆) with
respect to the nominal voltage. The measurand waveform of figure 2 is firstly transduced into low
voltage by a high-voltage divider. Thus, the flat-top is reduced to 10V, typically. For this reason,
all the issues related to high voltage measurements are not discussed in this work.

One of most crucial design challenges for the digitizer arises from the simultaneous satisfaction
of the performance requirements (i) on the high state, during the Pulse, and (ii) on a wide-range
signal in real time, during the other two regions of Pre − charge and Recharge. Furthermore, a
switched-mode power converter generates a switching noise superimposed on the measurand that
must not jeopardize the final performance of the digitizer.

– 2 –
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Figure 2. Output voltage waveform of the charging system.
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Figure 3. Pulse-to-pulse repeatability definition.

2.2 Repeatability

The digitizer has to guarantee a typical repeatability of the power converter modulator in the order
of ±50 ∼ 100 ppm of full-scale during the pulse. In industrial applications, discussed in [20], a
Pulse-to-Pulse Repeatability (PPR) is defined as:

PPR = max |Vi, j − Vi, j+1 | (2.1)

where Vi, j and Vi, j+1, illustrated in figure 3, are the instantaneous voltage values in the same (in
equivalent time) sampling instant i between two consecutive pulses on the secondary side of the
modulator, namely j th and j th + 1. For the charging system of the power converter, this definition
applies to the region Pulse. Thus, the digitizer PPR is to be set in the order of 50 ∼ 100 ppm.
It has been studied in [20] that if the digitizer has a suitable stability within the pulses period, the
noise is the only factor affecting repeatability, and thus all the long-term effects (e.g. temperature
drift) can be neglected.

2.3 Throughput and bandwidth

When the digital control of a switching power converter has to be designed, a typical choice is to close
the control loop at the switching frequency ( floop = fswitching). Thus, the digitizer must deliver one
sample at each control-loop period (Tloop), defining the throughput as Throughput = floop =

1
Tloop

.

The digitizer bandwidth should be limited to less than floop
2 to cope with aliasing. In addition, the

– 3 –
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Figure 4. Definition of delay in a power converter real-time data acquisition.

power switches of a switched pulsed converter (e.g. IGBT) working at fswitching = floop, generate a
relevant ripple at that frequency (and harmonics). This has to be rejected effectively in order not
to jeopardize the final performance of the digitizer, thus an adequate filtering strategy has to be
adopted.

2.4 Delay

Delay is one of the most important parameters of a digital control loop. A total delay d is specified
for the whole measurement chain sketched in figure 4 (from the high-voltage divider up to the digital
processing used for signal reconstruction). In the following, for the sake of simplicity, “delay” is
defined as τg(0), with τg(ω) = − dφ(ω)

dω , being the group delay. In order to keep the total delay within
one loop period, 70 % of Tloop is usually intended for the measurement chain delay (d) whereas
the remaining 30 % is allocated for data communication. This is a challenging specification if
typical values of d < 1 µs are needed in combination with an overall bandwidth in the order of few
hundreds of kHz.

3 Concept design

In this section, the design of the proposed digitizer (whose working principle is sketched in figure 5)
is discussed with respect to the defined requirements. The whole digitizer is composed by a high-
voltage divider, an analogue front-end, and an ADC based system.

3.1 Basic principle

During the region Pre − charge, where no particular precision is required (< ±1 %), the switch
S1 allows the input signal to be subtracted from itself in order to obtain (ideally) a null signal
on the upper branch of figure 5. Simultaneously, a wide-range ADC (ADC2) digitizes the input
signal, by carrying out a coarse measurement of the initial ramp. When the ramp is over (this
event is identified by an external trigger provided by the modulator), the switch commutes toward

– 4 –
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Figure 5. Block diagram of the real-time digitizer.

an internal reference voltage, VREF = 10V. This is subtracted from the signal (downstream of the
voltage divider) in order (i) to center its high state around zero, and then (ii) to amplify by a factor
G only the part where a high precision is required to best fit ADC1 range.

Down-stream of these two operations, unwanted offset (Ox in figure 5) and gain errors will
arise from all the possible analogue components. Gain and offset corrections are applied digitally
in order to reconstruct the original signal properly. Real-time delay is a constraining parameter
in digital control applications, therefore both ADCs were based on SAR architectures. SAR and
Flash ADCs have the lowest latency (1-clock cycle) but the latter are less suitable for high-precision
applications.

3.2 Full signal reconstruction

During operations, both the conditioned input signal x and the internal reference DC voltage VREF
are digitized. These two signals are affected by the noise of (i) the front-end (nFE), (ii) the reference
(nREF), and (iii) the two ADCs quantization, respectively n1 and n2 (assuming an ideal additive
noise model for the ADCs). In order to reconstruct the original input signal x, the offset and gain
errors of the analogue path (Ov,Ox, and G) have to be measured and digitally compensated (Oxm

and Gm). The signals ym and Vd are the digitized outcomes of the two digitizer branches in figure 5
summed to achieve the result xm:

xm =
[x − (VREF + nREF +Ov)] · G +Ox + nFE + n1 −Oxm

Gm
+

+VREF + nREF +Ov + n2 (3.1)

Actual gain Gm and offset Oxm = Ox can be accurately measured so that Gm = G and
Oxm = Ox, (full uncertainty estimation not discussed here) and:

xm = x − VREF − nREF −Ov +
nFE + n1

Gm
+

+VREF +Ov + n2 = x +
(nFE + n1

Gm

)
+ (nREF + n2) (3.2)

where all the deterministic errors were already compensated.

– 5 –
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Figure 6. Frequency response of the average 4th order FIR filter.

In conclusion, particular attention should be paid to (i) accurately measure gain and offset of
the digitizer as a whole (analogue front-end plus ADCs) for proper compensation, (ii) design a
low-noise front-end in order to keep nFE

G as low as possible, (iii) heavily filter nREF, and (iv) use
high-resolution ADCs such that n1

G and n2 meet the specs. It is worth nothing that as G increases,
both the contributions of the analogue front-end and the ADC1 decrease; thus, at this stage, the
higher G, the lower the overall noise is.

3.3 Sampling and filtering strategy

The ripple produced by the power switch of the converter has to be rejected using an adequate
filtering strategy. For this purpose, oversampling [21], filtering, and decimation are exploited, by
selecting an adequate sampling rate fs = N · floop, where N is the oversampling ratio.

Aliasing is made negligible by the analogue filter by mitigating the effect of noise in the
range of frequencies folding in baseband. In addition, oversampling has the advantage of relaxing
the analogue anti-aliasing filter requirements. In a high-voltage modulator, the upstream divider,
assumed as a first-order filter with few MHz bandwidth, already plays a role in the analogue
anti-aliasing filtering strategy, by introducing additional attenuation and increasing the delay.

For digital filtering, a simple average filter, belonging to the class of linear-phase FIRs, is
foreseen. In this way, whichever oversampling ratio is chosen, the relative filter will show a notch
at floop and harmonics, ideally eliminating the switching ripple. In figure 6, the frequency response
of a 4th order average filter (N = 5) is depicted to highlight its notches. The group delay introduced
by such filters can be estimated as:

ddigital =
N − 1

2N floop
(3.3)

where N is the number of coefficients.

3.4 ADC noise vs analogue noise

Equation (3.2) states the dependence of the reconstruction quality of x on both the analogue (nFE
and nREF) and the digital noise (n1 and n2).

– 6 –
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In equation (3.4), the definition of the worst-case PPR, namely the Worst-Case Repeatability
(WCR), is reported.

WCR = max
j

(
PPRj

)
(3.4)

In [22], an analytical model describing the statistical distribution of WCR was defined for an
instrument affected by Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN). This happens typically when
an analogue uncertainty source modeled as AWGN is significantly dominant with respect to the
quantization noise of the ADC, assumed to be uniformly distributed between −∆2 and ∆2 , where
∆ is the ADC LSB. Conversely, if the quantization noise is dominant with respect to analogue
uncertainty sources, the WCR cannot be higher than ∆ itself. In the following, the most important
uncertainty sources are discussed.

3.4.1 ADCs quantization noise, n1 and n2

ADC1 has to digitize the high − state signal only. ADC1 samples at N · floop, then the output is
filtered and decimated (average of N samples) down to floop in order to enhance effective resolution.
The rms value of the quantization noise n1 is attenuated by

√
N thus an equivalent down-sampled

quantization noise with rms value σn1 =
σn1√
N

is considered.
Therefore, the “equivalent” rms quantization noise and, in turn, an “equivalent” LSB, are

defined:

σn1 =
VS1

2ENOB1 ·
√

12 N
(3.5)

∆1 = σn1

√
12

where VS1 and ENOB1 are the input Voltage Swing and Effective Number Of Bits of ADC1
respectively. Finally, the rms noise referred to input is introduced: σn′1

=
σn1
G =

VS1
2ENOB1 ·G

√
12 N

.
ADC2 has to digitize the reference voltage VREF and the signal sketched in figure 2 in the

Pre − charge region. Analogously as for ADC1, the “equivalent” rms quantization noise and the
“equivalent” LSB are defined as:

σn2 =
VS2

2ENOB2
√

12
(3.6)

∆2 = σn2

√
12

3.4.2 Analogue noise

The DC reference voltage to be subtracted from the original signal is affected by the noise nREF. This
branch of the front-end does not have constraining requirements in terms of bandwidth, therefore
the DC reference voltage can be heavily filtered in order to keep σnREF negligible with respect to
σn2 (i.e. at least one order of magnitude smaller).

Finally, σn1
′ is the rms value of the overall noise of the analogue front-end referred to input.

A low-noise design for the front-end is indeed one of the main requirements. Given the proposed
working principle, also the analogue front-end noise will be filtered and decimated. Analogously
as for σn1 , the equivalent down-sampled noise can be defined as σn′FE

=
σnFE
G
√
N
. The assumption of

a quantization noise dominant with respect to the analogue noise is satisfied by keeping also σn′FE

at least one order of magnitude smaller than the total quantization noise (see equation (3.2)).

– 7 –
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3.4.3 Worst-case repeatability

At the required bandwidth, the quantization noises of the two ADCs are expected to be dominant
compared to the front-end’s noise. Under the assumption of uniformly-distributed quantization
noises for the two ADCs, a deterministic superior bound for the Worst-Case Repeatability (WCR),
defined as the worst expected case of PPR, can be estimated. In fact, from (2.1), the worst-case
condition is verified when the j th acquisition is affected by a quantization error

(
∆1
2 +

∆2
2

)
and the

( j + 1)th by −
(
∆1
2 +

∆2
2

)
. Thus, the superior bound can be assessed as:

WCR = ∆1 + ∆2. (3.7)

4 Case study on CLIC power converter modulators

4.1 The CLIC power converter modulator

Avery-challenging case study has been provided in the framework of the new linear electron-positron
particle accelerator currently under study at CE RN , the Compact LInear Collider (CLIC) [13]. It
will allow collisions up to several TeV, by exploring energy regions never reached before, thanks
to its unprecedented combination of high energy and experiment precision. In order to reach the
desired energy level, CLIC power converters [15] are required to deliver pulsed power, repeatable
in the order of few tens of ppm [15].

For this purpose, a high-voltage modulator is currently under design by the laboratories for
high-power electronics at ETH Zurich (CH) [17] and the LEEPCI Laval (CA) [18] (figure 7).

It is composed by a charging system, which, after a region Pre − charge, accumulates energy
from the grid at a nominal output voltage of 3 kV and an active bouncer which allows to limit the
voltage fluctuations to about 10 % of the nominal voltage. The switching unit allows the stored
energy to be released during 140 µs, obtaining a pulse train on the primary side of a split-core
transformer at a repetition rate of 50Hz. The charging system output voltage is also regulated by an
active bouncer to mitigate the effect of discharge of the capacitors bank during the pulses. Finally,
on the secondary side, the pulses are amplified up to 180 kV directly feeding the klystrons.

400 V
Voltage 
Grid

AC

DC

DC

DC

750 V 3 kV

DC

DC

450 V

0 V

0‐300 VActive 
Bouncer

Charging System Split‐Core
Transformer

Switching 
Unit

Klystron
Load

Figure 7. Topology of the high-voltage modulator under design at ETH Zurich [17].
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Table 1. Main requirements of the case study of the power converter modulator for CLIC [17, 18].

Parameter Symbol Value
Repeatability during Pulse Repp 50 ppm
Repeatability elsewhere Rep < 1 %
Digital filtering order N 5

Loop frequency floop 600 kHz
Sampling frequency fs 3MHz

Bandwidth BW 200 kHz < BW < 300 kHz
“Alias-free” bandwidth BAF ( fAF → fs) = (2.7→ 3.0MHz)

Delay d < 1.2 µs

4.2 The measurement system

Ahigh-voltage divider [23] is used to convert the 3 kV±300V into 10V±1V (waveform in figure 2)
to be handled by a suitable real-time digitizing system in order to run a digital control loop at
floop = 600 kHz. In the concept design, oversampling and decimation are exploited, thus the actual
sampling rate is N · floop. However, the oversampling ratio N , and hence maximum achievable
attenuation, is traded against the delay of the digital filter needed to bring the throughput back
to floop. A value of N = 5 was chosen for this design. A minimum attenuation of 10 dB at
fAF = N · floop−

floop
2 was indeed estimated as sufficient, where fAF is the first frequency component

folding back to the base-band
[
0, floop

2

]
. In fact, no significant noise components at high frequency

are expected, except from switching harmonics, suitably rejected by the notches of the moving
average filter. In table 1, the main requirements for the real-time digitizer for the CLIC case
study [17, 18] are summarized.

4.3 The choice of the ADCs

ADC1 has to sample at 5 ·600 kS/s= 3MS/s. AD7625 is a 16-bit SAR ADC with a declared SIN AD
of 92 dB which corresponds to an Effective Number Of Bits, ENOB1 ≈ 14.9. The input Voltage
Swing is VS1 = ±4.096V, thus its “equivalent” LSB can be calculated according to equation (3.6).
It is worth noting that, given the expected signal swing of ±1V (downstream of the voltage divider)
and the maximum input Voltage Swing of ±4.096V allowed by the ADC, the gain applied by
the analogue front-end is limited to G = 4V/V (in order to leave some margin for unexpected
over-voltages). Thus, the “equivalent” LSB can be calculated to be: ∆1 ≈ 30 µV, (σn′1

≈ 0.9 ppm).

ADC2 has to digitize at floop = 600 kS/s the reference voltageVREF and the Pre−charge signal
on a 10V range. AD7634 is a 18−bit SAR ADC with a SINAD of 100 dB (ENOB2 ≈ 16.3) and,
consequently, the “equivalent” LSB is about ∆2 ≈ 124 µV, (σn2 ≈ 3.6 ppm).

In these conditions, equation (3.7) gives a WCR superior bound of roughly 15.4 ppm which is
comfortably lower than the requirement of 50 ppm.
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Figure 8. Analogue front-end schematics.

4.4 Physical design of the analogue front-end

In figure 8, the schematics of the proposed analogue front-end, the real core of the proposed digitizer,
are depicted. The main stages are described in the following.

4.4.1 Input stage (VREF)

On the upper branch in figure 8 (orange dashed rectangle), the internal reference voltage (VREF) is
realized by means of the voltage reference Linear Technologies LT1236. The low-pass filter R1C1
has a cut-off of about 30Hz. The switch S1 selects the corresponding line to be subtracted from the
signal according to the particular region of the input signal (Pre − charge or Pulse in figure 2).
The input signal is then buffered by AMP1.

4.4.2 Input stage (signal)

On the lower branch in figure 8 (violet dashed rectangle), a differential sensing circuit is used on
the signal input in order to [20, 24]:

• Decouple the voltage divider from the analogue front-end by means of two input buffers;

• Reject the Common Mode Voltage between the analogue front-end and the voltage divider
arising from the ground loop related to separated grounds, by means of a suitable unity gain
difference amplifier. As a matter of fact, the voltage divider and the measurement system
will be installed into two separate racks, therefore the relative ground voltages might be
significantly different.

In addition, a 2nd order low-pass filter (RN5bC11RN5cC12R2C2) represents the first stage of the
anti-aliasing filter described in (3.3) (the stage “zero” of the anti-aliasing filter is represented by the
upstream voltage divider).
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4.4.3 Clipping stage

A fast clipping circuit (red dashed rectangle in figure 8), based on the cascade of two ADA4898 [25]
in super-diode configuration, protects the input stage of ADC1. During the region of Pre− charge,
the low-side clipping is deactivated by setting the voltage Vclip− to ground.

4.4.4 Differential stage

Another difference amplifier is used to translate the input signal (green dashed rectangle in figure 8)
around zero, by subtracting the reference voltage (upper branch in figure 8), and to apply a gain
G1 = 2V/V. Finally, a Fully Differential Amplifier (model THS4531 performs single-ended to
differential conversion and amplifies the signal by a factor G2 = 2V/V. Two separate differential
stages are needed because the FDA only allows a unipolar supply voltage of, at most, 5V. This
means that it cannot handle 10V input signals. With these two amplifying stages, a total gain
G = 4V/V is obtained in order to bring the ±1V fluctuations almost to the full-scale of ADC1 (the
actual full-scale is ±4.096V). The resistor networks RN1,2,3,4 are the Vishay MPM series, which
guarantee a good gain accuracy, given the low relative tolerance resistors of 0.05 %.

4.4.5 Output stage

The last stage in figure 8 completes the analogue anti-aliasing filter described in (3.3) (light blue
dashed rectangle). In figure 8, the reported values for all the resistors and capacitors involved in the
filter are chosen in order to have at least 10 dB of attenuation at fAF = N · floop −

floop
2 = 2.7MHz.

5 Numerical results

In this section, the above design is validated by comparing the requirements stated in section 2
with the simulation results obtained on a Pspice model. In particular, noise and bandwidth of the
analogue front-end are simulated in 5.1, whereas the expected delay and Worst-Case Repeatability
(WCR) of the whole digitizer are discussed in 5.2 and 5.3 respectively.

5.1 Noise and bandwidth

Two simulation campaigns were carried out to verify bandwidth and noise performance.
In the first simulation, the noise introduced by the analogue front-end was assessed. The

contributions of all the components sketched in figure 8 are taken into account. The results,
depicted in figure 9 (dotted curve), show an rms noise value of about σn′FE

≈ 3.2 ppm referred to
input (RT I) which does not take into account the attenuation of 1/

√
N introduced by the digital

filtering.
In the second simulation, the −3 dB bandwidth of the analogue front-end of the proposed

on-line digitizer was assessed. In figure 9, the simulation results are depicted showing that the
−3 dB bandwidth is higher than 1MHz, while an attenuation of more than 10 dB is obtained at
fAF = 2.7MHz, as stated in section 4.
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Figure 9. Magnitude bode diagram and rms noise.
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Figure 10. Group delay.

Table 2. Expected delay.

Source Value [ns]
High-voltage divider 160
Analogue front-end 280

ADC 40
Digital filtering 670

Total 1150

5.2 Delay

The group delay of the analogue front-end was also assessed in simulation. In figure 10, a delay
of about 280 ns is observed in the frequency range of interest (from low frequency up to about
300 kHz). Around 1MHz the poles of the analogue front-end, (figure 9 blue curve), cause a sudden
change in the phase which translates into the peak in the group delay graph. However, also the
contributions of (i) the upstream high-voltage divider, (ii) the ADC, and (iii) digital filtering should
be taken into account. In table 2, all these delay contributions are summarized.

If the bandwidth of the high-voltage divider is less than 1MHz, the analogue anti-aliasing
filter will be re-tuned to increase the bandwidth of the analogue front-end. In fact, as mentioned
in section 3.3, a high-voltage divider is already the first stage of the considered anti-aliasing filter,
thus its delay/attenuation budget has to be included into the design. In this case, the rms noise of
the analogue front-end is not expected to increase drastically, owing to the very low-noise design.
Furthermore, the delay of the digital filter can also be estimated to be about 670 ns by means of
equation (3.3). Finally, the delay introduced by ADC1 can be estimated by its datasheet to be 40 ns
(on the contrary ADC2 is not on the real-time path). In table 2, the delay contributions of the whole
measurement chain is summarized.
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5.3 Worst-case repeatability

The expectedWCR was assessed as defined in equation (3.4). The quantization noise of both ADC1
and ADC2 (assumed as purely additive) was simulated according to their SIN AD specifications
(section 2) by means of the Pspice function RND, which generates random numbers with uniform
distribution. A 10VDC stimulus is given as input to the analogue front-end and the simulated
quantization noise of the two ADCs is added to the front-end’s output in order to model the
digitization of the 10V input. The simulation is then repeated 31 times and each pair of consecutive
acquisitions is used to calculate the WCR as the maximum observed value of PPR according to
equations (2.1) and (3.4). In figure 11, a statistical sample of WCR (31 − 1 = 30 observations) is
highlighted. In conclusion, the WCR assessed in simulation is lower than the superior bound of
15.4 ppm predicted from theoretical calculations in section 4.3.
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Figure 11. Observed worst-case repeatability.

6 Experimental results

In this section, the design performance assessed in simulation are verified experimentally on a
prototype of the on-line digitizer developed at CE RN .

The experimental tests assessing the performance of both the custom analogue front-end and
the two ADCs are reported. For the two ADCs, their commercially-available evaluation boards
were used (EV AL − AD7625FMCZ and EV AL − AD7634EDZ). In particular, the results of the
following tests are illustrated:

• Noise test: the analogue noise is assessed together with the quantization noise of the two
ADCs;

• Bandwidth test: the amplitude Bode diagram of the analogue front-end is measured thanks to
a custom test setup in order to verify that no significant resonances are present and bandwidth
requirements are met;

• Delay test: the group delay assessed in simulation is compared with the measured step
response of the analogue front-end;
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Cin

Vin

CNV
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Figure 12. Equivalent circuit of the sample-and-hold input stage of the AD7625 and AD7634.

• DC CMRR test: the DC CMRR is assessed by means of a custom setup according to the
working principle of the analogue front-end (zero-translation);

• AC CMRR test: the differential sensing circuit, described in section 4, allows the common-
mode voltage between the high-voltage divider ground and the analogue front-end ground to
be rejected. The effectiveness of this rejection is tested over a wide frequency range;

• Full signal acquisition and Pulse-to-Pulse repeatability test: the Pulse-to-Pulse Repeatability
(PPR) of the whole on-line digitizer is measured to verify that the requirements on the main
quality figure of the specific CLIC application are met.

6.1 The ADCs sample-and-hold

The sample-and-hold circuits of the two SAR ADCs exploit a capacitor Cin of few tens of pF
(figure 12). When the pulse conversion start (CNV) arrives, the capacitor is disconnected from
the input voltage source Vin in order to hold its voltage as constant as possible during the quanti-
zation. This switched capacitor produces a dynamic variation of the load for the upstream driving
operational amplifiers, risking to generate relevant glitches. Therefore, the dynamic response of
the amplifiers to the load variation is crucial in order for the voltage across the capacitor to settle
within the acquisition time. If on one hand this is not a challenging problem for ADC2, which has
to sample at 600 kS/s (the driving opamp ADA4898 comfortably settles within the acquisition time
of 310 ns), on the other hand, ADC1 has only 40 ns of acquisition time, thus the input capacitor
should be settled within this time interval.

The output amplifier THS4531 of the front-end is connected to the input stage of the ADC
evaluation board EV AL−AD7625FMCZ equipped with fast unity gain buffers (model ADA4899).
Indeed they assure suitable bandwidth and output current to settle the capacitor within the required
time for the metrological tests discussed in sections 6.6 and 6.7.

6.2 Noise test

In section 5.3, it was simulated that a WCR better than 15.4 ppm could be achieved provided that
the analogue noise is lower than the quantization noise of the two ADCs. In this section, this
assumption on the rms noise level of the analogue front-end is validated experimentally.

In figure 13(a), the setup used for the test is depicted. The trigger signal is set to 0 and the switch
S1 in figure 8 is positioned such that the difference stage (green in figure 8) subtracts the signal on the
terminal x (shorted to ground in this test) from itself in order to achieve a null output ideally. In this
case, on the differential output (OUT p −OUTn), only the intrinsic noise of the analogue front-end
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(b) Analogue front-end’s bandwidth

Figure 14. Test of analogue front-end’s bandwidth.

is measured by the evaluation board of the AD7625. By acquiring 6.000 samples at 3MS/s, a noise
record of 2ms is obtained. The rms noise σn′FE+n

′
1
≈ 2.5 ppm, includes the contribution of the

analogue front-end and the quantization noise of ADC1 both at 3 MS/s. The attenuation produced
by the digital filter brings this value to σn′FE+n

′
1
≈ 1.1 ppm, thus σn′FE

=
√
σ2
n′FE+n

′
1
− σ2

n′1
≈ 0.6 ppm

(σn′1
was calculated from equation (3.6) in the specific case of the case study detailed in section 4.3).

In conclusion, σn′FE
� σn2 as needed from system requirements.

6.3 Bandwidth

In this test, the amplitude of the frequency response of the analogue front-end is measured in order
to verify the attenuation level at fAF = 2.7MHz and to locate the −3 dB point. It is worth noting
that in this test, only the bandwidth of the analogue front-end is measured. Given the working
principle of the whole digitizer (oversampling and digital filtering) the overall bandwidth will be
limited by the digital filtering as discussed in section 3.3

The experimental test setup is sketched in figure 14(a). An arbitrary waveform generator
(Agilent/Keysight 33220A) generates a set of sine waves of 2Vpp, with frequency ranging from
10 Hz to 10MHz. The sine waves are sent both to a digital multimeter (HP − 3458A) and to the
negative terminal of a reference DC voltage generator [26] (PBC). The positive terminal of the
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Figure 15. Test of analogue front-end’s delay.

PBC applies the sine waves, shifted-up of 10VDC , to the signal input of the analogue front-end.
The DC voltage shift is needed to center the ±1V sine waves around 10V in order to not activate
the clipping circuitry (which clips voltages below Vclip− ≈ 9V and above Vclip+ ≈ 11V). At this
point, according to the working principle of the front-end, the VREF = 10VDC is subtracted from
the input signal and the difference is amplified by a total gain of about 4V/V. The sine waves out
of the analogue front-end are finally measured by another digital multimeter. At each step, the rms
values of the two signals (input and output of the analogue front-end) are measured by the two
multimeters (HP − 3458A) in AC voltage mode in order to obtain the corresponding point of the
Bode diagram.

The experimental results (figure 14) are compatible with the simulation outcomes of figure 9.
Furthermore, an attenuation of about 17 dB is achieved at fAF = 2.7MHz, more than the design
expectations.

6.4 Delay

In this test, the step response of the analogue front-end is measured and compared with the group
delay assessed in simulation.

The test setup is shown in figure 15(a). The arbitrary waveform generator provides a step of
±1V, with 50 ns of rise time, to the channel 1 (CH1) of a digital oscilloscope. In nominal working
conditions, however, such sharp transition signals are not to be expected. This test evaluates
therefore a worst-case delay with respect to the simulation. Also in this case, a generator PBC
shifts-up the step around 10V in order to center it in the “non-clipping” range of the analogue
front-end. The oscilloscope digitizes also the positive and negative outputs of the front-end on
channels 2 and 3, respectively. In this way, by subtracting the CH3 from CH2, the results in
figure 15 are obtained. A delay at 50 % of the transition of about 310 ns is observed; this value is
compatible with the simulated group delay of figure 10.

6.5 CMRR

Two different test setups were used in order to characterize the CMRR of the digitizer both in DC
and AC.

– 16 –



2
0
1
7
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
2
 
P
0
9
0
0
2

Figure 16. Configuration of the three differential stages during DC CMRR measurement.
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Figure 17. Test setups for DC CMRR measurement.

6.5.1 DC CMRR

Given the working principle of the analogue front-end (VREF subtraction first, and amplification
afterwards), the Common-Mode Rejection Ratio (CMRR) in DC is a critical parameter. As a matter
of fact, a poor DC CMRR would have the effect of not properly center the nominal 10VDC around
zero. In addition, the tolerances of the gain-setting resistors of a differential stage as in section 4
affect directly DC CMRR performance of the stage itself [27]. For this reason, in this design, the
resistor networks Vishay MPM with 0.05 % of relative tolerance were used.

It is worth noting that the definition and procedure used for this test are significantly adapted to
the specific CLIC application. In particular, the three differential stages of the analogue front-end
were setup as depicted in figure 16. The stage responsible of rejecting the DC common mode
voltage is the second difference amplifier, corresponding to the first amplifier in the green block
in figure 8. By setting the switch S1 in the appropriate position, this stage sees a common mode
voltage of VX and the level of this rejection is assessed with this test.

To do that, the DC CMRR was measured in twofold test phases, by means of the two cor-
responding setups in figures 17. The ADC AD7625, controlled by its evaluation board, acquires
50 records of the front-end’s offset. Each record is composed by 450 samples acquired at 3MS/s
(150 µs), emulating the acquisition of the charger voltage during the region Pulse (figure 2).

• The first phase (setup in figure 17(a)) consisted of measuring the output offset of the front-end
when the signal input is shorted to ground. An offset of about VOsc ≈ −380 µV is measured
for an input common mode voltage of V0 = 0V (shorted and grounded inputs).

• The second phase (setup in figure 17(b)) consisted of measuring the output offsets (VOx =

VO2 · · ·VO10) corresponding to particular input common-mode voltages. A variable DC
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voltage source was used for generating a DC voltage Vx = 2 · · · 10V (2V steps), applied to
the signal input of the analogue front-end. The focus was on the DC CMRR of the difference
stage (green part in figure 8). Therefore, a first order RC low-pass filter (R = 820 kΩ,
C = 10 nF) was used to effectively attenuate disturbances arising from the DC voltage source
with frequency content above 20Hz. At each step, a common-mode voltage equal to the
output of the variable DC source was applied to the circuit.

In figure 18(a), the results of 50 repeated measurements are depicted with the relative 1 − σ
repeatability bands.

The Common-Mode Rejection Ratio is computed as:

CMRRdiff = 20 · Log10

(
G · Vx

|VOx − VOsc |

)
(6.1)

where G is the gain of the front-end (G = 4V/V), Vx the corresponding common-mode input, VOx

and VOsc the offset measured when x V are applied to the inputs and when both the inputs are
shorted to ground (first phase), respectively.
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(b) CMRR vs common-mode input voltage

Figure 18. Output offset and CMRR vs common-mode input voltage.

In figure 18(b), the DC CMRR is reported with respect to the applied common-mode input
voltage. A considerable result of more than 94 dB in nominal working conditions (Vx = 10V) is
highlighted.

6.5.2 AC CMRR

The input stage of the analogue front-end is based on a differential sensing circuit (in violet in
figure 8) [20], in order to reject the common-mode voltage between the ground of the voltage
divider and the ground of the analogue front-end (figure 19).

The test setup of figure 20a, already used in [24], allows CMRRref to be assessed over a
frequency range of 1MHz. In this test, the AC common-mode voltage was imposed between the
references of two DC generators. A Transfer Function Analyzer (TF A also known as Frequency
Response Analyzer or Gain Phase Analyzer) Powertek GP 102 was used to generate a set of sine
waves (2V amplitude), ranging in frequency from 10mHz to 1MHz. The sine waves were applied
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Figure 19. The effect of two far grounds [28].

between the chassis reference of a fully floating DC 10V portable generator (PBC) [26], and the
local ground of the analogue front-end. The PBC, in turn, fed the signal input of the front-end by
fixing the static working point at 10V. Amplitude and phase (difference) of the input sine waves
and the output of the front-end were then measured by the TF A in order to determine the Bode
diagram.
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(b) VCM definition

Figure 20. Test setup for CMRRref measurement and VCM definition.

In this test, the PBC emulates the signal from the voltage divider, whereas the input VREF is
connected to the 10VDC reference voltage (VREF) by means of the switch S1. The configuration of
the test setup in figure 20a highlights how the chassis of the PBC is connected to the negative terminal
of the differential signal input x on the front-end (not connected to the local ground). Conversely,
the reference voltage ofVREF is directly connected to the front-end’s ground. Figure 20b shows how
VAC is combined at the input stage and highlights the common mode voltage actually experienced
by the front-end:

VCM =
x + VREF

2
=
(VPBC1 + VAC) + VREF

2

= 10 V +
VAC

2
(6.2)

The DC part of VCM (10V) is rejected as explained in section 6.5.1, while the measurement
of the rejection of VAC/2 is the actual purpose of this test. Analogously as the CMRRdiff in (6.1),
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Figure 21. CMRR of the circuit for rejecting common mode voltage between the voltage divider and the
local ground (1-σ repeatability bands).

CMRRref can be defined as:

CMRRref = 20 · Log10

(
GD

GCM

)
= 20 · Log10

(
GDVCM

Vout

)
=

= 20 · Log10

(
GDVAC

2 · Vout

)
= 20 · Log10

(
GDVAC

Vout

)
− 20 · Log10 (2) (6.3)

where GD and GCM are the differential and common-mode gains, respectively, and Vout is the
voltage output of the analogue front-end. This shows that a correction factor of −20 · Log10(2)
needs to be applied to the instrument reading.

The average results obtained over 10 repetitions with the 1-σ repeatability bands are shown in
figure 21. The CMRRref of about 87 dB up to 5 kHz decreases at higher frequencies down to about
45 dB at 1MHz which is still a considerable result.

6.6 Full signal acquisition and pulse-to-pulse repeatability

The test setup in figure 22(a) allows the full reconstruction of a 10V signal to be verified and
the experimental Pulse-to-Pulse Repeatability (PPR) of the whole on-line digitizer to be assessed.
The floating generator PBC [26] emulates the voltage of the voltage divider by providing a 10V
signal at the input of the analogue front-end. The nominal working conditions are emulated by
shorting the negative terminal of the PBC to a fixed potential, different from the front-end’s ground.
The ADC AD7625, controlled by its commercial evaluation board, digitizes at 3 MS/s the input
signal conditioned according to the working principle of the front-end. At the same time, the ADC
AD7634, by its evaluation board, acquires at 600 kS/s the internal reference voltage (VREF), which is
subtracted from the input signal in order to be centered around zero. In post-processing, the signal
coming from the AD7625 is filtered and decimated as discussed in section 3.3, in order to reduce
the final throughput to 600 kS/s. Furthermore, offset and gain compensations for the analogue
front-end were applied according to equation (3.2).
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Figure 22. Pulse-to-pulse repeatability measurement.

The post-processing operations for reconstructing the original signal are:

Xk = Zk +
1

N · Gm

N∑
i=1
(Yi −Oxm) (6.4)

The subscript k refers to data delivered at 600 kS/s; the variable Yi needs to be averaged and
decimated by a factor N = 5 in order to be combined with Zk . Gm is the overall gain of the
analogue front-end obtained as the average of the first 10 points of figure 14. Oxm is the offset of
the front-end when working in nominal working conditions.

For PPR measurement, the analogue front-end input was connected to a 10V source (PBC)
and the corresponding offset was measured by a digital multimeter (model HP − 3458A). In this
configuration, the measured offset is given by the difference between the input 10V (PBC) and the
internal reference (LT1236), amplified by the front-end’s gain (neglecting the effect of non-infinite
DC CMRR). Thus, the variable Xk was measured 1000 times (each acquisition lasts 150 µs, as in
nominal working conditions) and the PPR definition of equation (2.1) was applied in order to obtain
the histogram depicted in figure 22(b). The mode of the experimental PPR is clearly lower than
15.4 ppm and shows a good agreement with theoretical prediction and simulation results achieving
the main design goal of the CLIC application.

6.7 Accuracy

Though the CLIC application requirements only concern repeatability (in particular Pulse-to-Pulse
Repeatability as defined in equation (2.1)), for the sake of completeness, the accuracy of the
proposed on-line digitizer was also assessed in this work. Clearly, the proposed digitizer must be
firstly calibrated in order to compensate gain and offset errors both of the analogue front-end and
the two ADCs. Two calibration strategies are proposed according to the accuracy requirements of
the specific application.
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6.7.1 Coarse calibration

The first procedure consists on a single-step, two-points calibration; by shorting the input x to
ground and acquiring the voltages on the two ADCs, the offset error can be estimated. Afterwards,
to assess the gain error, a variable DC generator was connected both to the input of the instrument
and to a digital multimeter (HP − 3458A). By firstly compensating the offset, the remaining error
(obtained as the difference between readings of the instrument and the HP − 3458A) was modeled
as a gain error. In conclusion, by this procedure, two global calibration constants are required, the
gain and offset errors.

6.7.2 Fine calibration

The second procedure allows higher accuracy by means of a two-step, two-point calibration. The
first step consists in compensating the gain and offset errors of the analogue front-end, computed
as in section 6.6. Afterwards, the procedure described in 6.7.1 is executed in order to assess the
gain and offset errors of the combination of the two ADCs. Thus, in this case, four calibration
constants are required, gain/offset errors of the front-end (first step) and gain/offset errors of the
ADCs (second step).

6.7.3 Results

The two calibration procedures were applied to the proposed instrument and the relative accuracy
errorwas assessed bymeans of the test setup of figure 23. At each step, a variable DC generator sends
to the analogue front-end a DC voltage ranging from 9V to 11V (0.5V steps) and the corresponding
output ismeasured by the two ADCs. After applying the two compensation procedures, the accuracy
error can be assessed by comparing the reading of the proposed instrument to the one obtained
with the digital multimeter HP − 3458A. Figures 24, show the accuracy errors obtained with the
two calibration procedures. Obviously, the fine calibration allows a more effective reduction of the
reconstruction error.
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Figure 24. On-line digitizer error distribution.

7 Conclusion

The proof of principle of a custom on-line digitizer for controlling the high-voltage of power
converters has been presented. Starting from the requirements, the concept design and a physical
architecture are presented and discussed.

Pspice simulations were performed to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed archi-
tecture with respect to the defined requirements in a very challenging case study of the CLIC
accelerator under study at CE RN . Experimental test setups allowed the performance of the pro-
totype developed at CE RN to be assessed, by highlighting also compatibility with the design
simulation results.

In conclusion, noise, bandwidth, DC CMRR and Pulse-to-Pulse Repeatability (PPR) were
demonstrated to be comfortably inside the requirements of the case study, while the delay turned
out to be very critical at the required bandwidth, even if still inside the specification.

Acknowledgments

This work is dedicated to the memory of the late Prof. Felice Cennamo.
The authors would like to thank the anonymous Referees for the work spent on the manuscript,

resulting in a significant quality improvement of the revised version.

References

[1] V. Silva, T. Malheiro, J.A. Mendes, J. Cabral and A. Tavares, Real-time low-cost industrial
acquisition system, in 9th IEEE International Conference on Industrial Informatics (INDIN) 2011,
Lisbon Portugal (2011), pg. 763.

[2] H. Kopetz, Real-Time Systems: Design Principles for Distributed Embedded Applications, Springer,
New York U.S.A. (2011).

[3] U.A. Bakshi and M.V. Bakshi,Modern Control Theory, Technical Publications Pune (2008).

– 23 –



2
0
1
7
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
2
 
P
0
9
0
0
2

[4] Y. Zhang, X. Li and M.G. Amin, Real-time acquisition and tracking of sniper bullets using
multi-sensor multi-frequency radar techniques, in IEEE/SP 15th Workshop on Statistical Signal
Processing, SSP ’09, Cardiff U.K. (2009), pg. 265.

[5] K. Enisz, D. Fodor, I. Szalay and L. Kovacs, Reconfigurable real-time hardware-in-the-loop
environment for automotive electronic control unit testing and verification, IEEE Instrum. Measm.
Mag. 17 (2014) 31.

[6] O. Ellabban, O. Hegazy, J. Van Mierlo and P. Lataire, Dual loop digital control design and
implementation of a DSP based high power boost converter in fuel cell electric vehicle, in 12th
International Conference on Optimization of Electrical and Electronic Equipment (OPTIM) 2010,
Brasov Romania (2010), pg. 610.

[7] Y. Cho, H. Miwa and J.S. Lai, A digital single-loop control of multi-phase dc-dc converter for fuel cell
powered truck auxiliary power unit, in IEEE 8th International Conference on Power Electronics and
ECCE Asia (ICPE & ECCE) 2011, Jeju South Korea (2011), pg. 2261.

[8] C. Attaianese, M. Di Monaco and G. Tomasso, High performance power converter for combined
batteries-supercapacitor systems, in XIX International Conference on Electrical Machines (ICEM)
2010, Rome Italy (2010).

[9] W.H. Martinez and C.A. Cortes, High power density interleaved DC-dc converter for a high
performance electric vehicle, in Workshop on Power Electronics and Power Quality Applications
(PEPQA) 2013, Bogotá Colombia (2013).

[10] P.K. Dash and N. Nayak, Nonlinear Control of Voltage Source Converters in AD-DC Power System,
ISA Trans. 53 (2014) 1268.

[11] G. Potter, An Introduction to Digital Control of Switching Power Converters, Technical report,
Emerson Network Power (2004).

[12] N. Mohan and T.M. Undeland, Power electronics: converters, applications, and design, Wiley India,
Bangalore India (2007).

[13] M. Battaglia, A. De Roeck, J. Ellis and D. Schulte, Physics at the CLIC Multi-TeV Linear Collider,
CERN-2004-005 (2004) [hep-ph/0412251].

[14] F. Cabaleiro Magallanes, D. Aguglia, C. de Almeida Martins and P. Viarouge, Review of design
solutions for high performance pulsed power converters, in 15th Power Electronics and Motion
Control International Conference (EPE/PEMC) 2012, Novi Sad Serbia (2012).

[15] D. Aguglia et al., Klystron modulator technology challenges for the compact linear collider (clic), in
IEEE Pulsed Power Conference (PPC) 2011, Chicago U.S.A. (2011), pg. 1413.

[16] C. Ji, P. Zanchetta, J. Clare and F. Carastro, High performance pulsed power resonant converter for
radio frequency applications, in IEEE Energy Conversion Congress and Exposition (ECCE) 2011,
Phoenix U.S.A. (2011), pg. 3516.

[17] S. Blume and J. Biela, Design procedure of an active bouncer for an ultra precise long pulse solid
state modulator, in IEEE Pulsed Power Conference (PPC) 2013, Piscataway U.S.A. (2013).

[18] F. Cabaleiro Magallanes, D. Aguglia, P. Viarouge, C. De Almeida Martins and J. Cros, A novel active
bouncer system for klystron modulators with constant AC power consumption, in IEEE Pulsed Power
Conference (PPC) 2013, Piscataway U.S.A. (2013).

[19] C. Baccigalupi, High-Repeatable Data Acquisition Systems for Pulsed Power Converters in Particle
Accelerator Structures, PhD Thesis, University of Calabria, Arcavacata Italy (2016).

– 24 –

https://doi.org/10.1109/MIM.2014.6873729
https://doi.org/10.1109/MIM.2014.6873729
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isatra.2014.03.011
https://cds.cern.ch/record/749219?ln=en
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412251


2
0
1
7
 
J
I
N
S
T
 
1
2
 
P
0
9
0
0
2

[20] P. Arpaia, C Baccigalupi, M.C. Bastos and M. Martino, ± 25 ppm Repeatable Measurement of
Trapezoidal Pulses with 5 MHz Bandwidth, 2014 JINST 9 P06002.

[21] Atmel Corporation, Enhancing adc resolution by oversampling, Technical report, Application Note
(2005).

[22] P. Arpaia, C. Baccigalupi and M. Martino, Type-A Worst-Case Uncertainty for Gaussian Noise
Instruments, 2015 JINST 10 P07007.

[23] M. Cerqueira Bastos, M. Hammarquist and A. Bergman, A High-Voltage Test Bed for the Evaluation
of High-Voltage Dividers for Pulsed Applications, IEEE Trans. Instrum. Meas. 60 (2011) 2462.

[24] P. Arpaia, C. Baccigalupi and M. Martino, Enhanced analogue front-end for the measurement of the
high state of wide-band voltage pulses with 87 db common-mode rejection ratio and ± 0.65 ppm
1-day offset stability, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 86 (2015) 095108.

[25] M.M.S. Anand and L.K. Maheshwari, Analog Electronics. Vol. 5.5, Prentice-Hall of India, Delhi
India (2006).

[26] G. Fernqvist, G. Hudson, J. Pickering and F. Power, Design and Evaluation of a 10-mA DC Current
Reference Standard, IEEE Trans. Instrum. Meas. 52 (2003) 440.

[27] K. Lokere, T. Hutchison and G. Zimmer, Precision Matched Resistors Automatically Improve
Differential Amplifier CMRR, Technical report, Linear Technology (2012).

[28] P. Arpaia, C. Baccigalupi and M. Martino,Metrological Characterization of an Ultra-Low Noise
Acquisition System for Fast Voltage Pulses Measurements, in IEEE International Instrumentation and
Measurement Technology Conference (I2MTC 2015), Pisa Italy (2015).

– 25 –

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/9/06/P06002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/10/07/P07007
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2010.2099950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4930553
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2003.809915

	Introduction
	Requirements
	Measurand
	Repeatability
	Throughput and bandwidth
	Delay

	Concept design
	Basic principle
	Full signal reconstruction
	Sampling and filtering strategy
	ADC noise vs analogue noise
	 ADCs quantization noise, n(1) and n(2)
	Analogue noise
	Worst-case repeatability


	Case study on CLIC power converter modulators
	The CLIC power converter modulator
	The measurement system
	The choice of the ADCs
	Physical design of the analogue front-end
	Input stage (V(REF))
	Input stage (signal)
	Clipping stage
	Differential stage
	Output stage


	Numerical results
	Noise and bandwidth
	Delay
	Worst-case repeatability

	Experimental results
	The ADCs sample-and-hold
	Noise test
	Bandwidth
	Delay
	CMRR
	DC CMRR
	AC CMRR

	Full signal acquisition and pulse-to-pulse repeatability
	Accuracy
	Coarse calibration
	Fine calibration
	Results


	Conclusion

