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Abstract—Aim of the paper is to investigate on the probability of 

a coordinated surge protective device (SPD) system to reduce the 

risk of failure of electrical and electronic equipment within a 

structure against lightning surges due to direct lightning stroke 

to the connected low voltage overhead lines (source of damage S3 

according to IEC standard 62305). Two SPD systems are 

considered, namely SPD system type SL, consisting of a SPD1 

switching type and a SPD2 limiting type, and an SPD system type 

LL, consisting of a SPD1 and a SPD2 limiting type. The approach 

here presented and discussed takes into account the type of SPD 

system and the characteristics of the upstream power line and of 

the downstream protected circuit. The analysis has been 

performed by several simulations obtained by means of the 

transient software EMTP-RV. The results are compared  with 

those obtained with only one SPD (switching or limiting type) 

installed for the protection of apparatus within the structure. 

Keywords—Appraratus safety; Overvoltage protection; Surge 

Protective Device 

I.  INTRODUCTION 

Flashes to power and communication lines connected to the 
structure (source of damage S3 according to IEC standard 
62305) can cause severe failure of electrical and electronic 
systems within a structure [1-5].  

The typical protection measure suggested by the standard 
[6] with aim to assure equipment protection is a coordinated 
system of surge protective device (SPD). In [7] and [8] the 
stress, in terms of energy and current, which an SPD will 
experience under surge conditions at its installation point has 
been investigated.  

In the contribution [9] an approach to evaluate the 
probability of a given SPD system to reduce the risk of failure 
of apparatus has been presented and discussed taking into 
account the source of damage, the type of SPD system and the 
characteristics of the upstream power line and of the 
downstream protected circuit. According to this approach the 
probability PSPD, that a surge will damage an apparatus 
protected by an SPD system, is associated to the probability 
that, at the installation point, the expected charge overcome the 

one tolerable by the SPD system and to the probability that the 
SPD system  protection level is higher than the value of 
impulse rated voltage (Uw) of  equipment to be protected. 

In the contribution [10] the probability of damage PSPD 
relevant to a SPD system consisting of only one SPD (SPD1), 
switching or limiting type, installed at the entry point of the 
line into the structure, was investigated taking into account not 
only the surges transmitted to the apparatus traveling along the 
line but also the inductive coupling of the lightning current, 
striking different points of the line, with the internal circuit 
supplying the apparatus to be protected.  

The investigation confirmed that, by installing a single 
SPD1 at the entry point of the line into the structure, low value 
of PSPD may be reached only for long multi-conductor power 
lines provided that shielded or multi-conductor cable  are used 
for protected circuit. Otherwise a second SPD (SPD2) close to 
apparatus to be protected should be installed. 

Aim of this paper is to evaluate the probability of damage 
of an SPD system formed by two SPDs. Two main types of 
SPD are considered in the following, namely type SL SPD 
system (SPD1 switching plus SPD2 limiting type) and type LL 
SPD system (SPD1 and SPD2 both limiting type). 

The analysis has been performed by several computer 
simulations obtained by means of the transient software 
EMTP-RV. The results are discussed with those [7] obtained in 
the case of only one SPD (switching or limiting type) installed 
for the protection of apparatus within the structure 

II. PROBABILITY PSPD EVALUATION 

As reported in the contribution [10] and assuming the same 
notations, the probability PSPD that an overvoltage will damage 
an apparatus protected by an SPD system type SL or LL is: 

 PSPD = 1 - (1 – PSPD1Q) ∙ (1 – PSPD2U)     

where: 



- PSPD1Q is the probability that for the positive stroke and 
negative first strokes QSPD1 exceed Iimp / 2 or In / 18,5 of SPD1, 
respectively for class I or class II test SPD; 

- PSPD2U is the probability that for the subsequent stroke of 
negative flashes the voltage USPD2 of SPD2 exceeds the 
required protection level Upr of the SPD2; 

- Iimp is the current (10/350 μs) of class I test SPD; 

- In is the nominal current (8/20 μs) of class II test SPD; 

- USPD is the voltage across SPD when the current ISPD is 
discharged; 

- Upr is the SPD protection level required for apparatus 
protection. 

For evaluation of probability PSPD1Q, the current ISPD1 
expected at installation point of SPD1 and the associated 
charge QSPD1 are needed. The current ISPD1 flowing through the 
SPD1 and the associated charge QSPD1 depend on the stricken 
pole and on its conventional earthing impedance Zp; moreover 
the charge QSPD1 is also affected by the installed SPD1 type 
(switching or limiting).  

For evaluation of probability PSPD2U the current ISPD2 
expected at installation point of SPD2 and the associated 
charge QSPD2, the voltage drop ΔU on the SPD2 connecting 
leads, the ratio k = Ua/Up between voltage on the apparatus 
terminals (Ua) and the protection level of SPD2 (Up) and the 
voltage Ui induced by lightning current are needed.  

Such parameters were investigated in [7] and [8]. 

III. CASES UNDER STUDY 

The case investigated in the present paper refers to: 

- source of damage S3; 

- SPD system type SL and type LL; 

- switching type SPD able to extinguish the perspective short 
circuit current at installation point without the help of back up 
disconnector. 

 

Figure 1.  Schematic representation of system analysed where: A – apparatus 

to be protected; SB1 – switchboard were the SPD1 is installed;  SB2 – 

switchboard were the SPD2 is installed; 1-2-3-…-9-10 – number of pole 
stricken by lightning current; L – overhead line span length; l – length of 

circuit between SPD1 and SPD2; Z – structure conventional earthing  

impedance; Zp – poles conventional earthing impedance. 

The analyzed system is shown in Fig. 1 similar to that 
presented in [7] and [ 8]. Low voltage supply TN system with a 
two conductors overhead line is considered as basic 
arrangement. The overhead line is terminated  by the HV/LV 
transformer and apparatus to be protected. The distance 

between poles is  assumed as 50 m. The poles are 6-m high and 
grounded by surge impedance Zp in the range  of 10 to 50 Ω. 
The impulse insulation level of the line is 15 kV. The 
conventional earthing  impedance of the structure is assumed    

Z = 10 . 

Information on the models used in transient software 
EMTP-RV to simulate the components of the system are 
presented in [8] and more in details in [11-19]. 

IV. THE INFLUENCE OF STRICKEN POLE ON THE 

PROBABILITY PSPD 

As reported in [8] the stricken pole affects the peak value 
and shape of the current ISPD1 flowing through the SPD1, while 
has virtually no influence on the charge QSPD1 and on the 
current ISPD2. On the contrary: 

a) the charge QSPD1 increases with the pole earthing impedance 
Zp and with decreasing the number n’ of line conductors. 
Moreover it is to be expected that PSPD1Q will remain constant 
regardless of the stricken pole. 

b) the voltage drop ΔU on the connections leads of the SPD2, 
the ratio k = Ua/Up between voltage on the apparatus terminals 
(Ua) and the protection level of SPD2 (Up) and the voltage Ui 
induced by lightning current in the protected circuit decrease 
with increasing distance between the stricken pole and the SPD 
system and with decreasing of conventional earthing 
impedance Zp of poles.  

As the probability PSPD2U is strongly influenced by ΔU, k 
and Ui, is to be expected that PSPD2U decreases with increasing 
distance between the stricken pole and the SPD system.  

In conclusion, the probability PSPD changes with the length 
of the line and may be calculated as average of different values 
of probability Pi related to each stricken pole of the line: this 
has an influence on the probability PSPD, which should be 
calculated as average of different values of probability Pi 
related to each stricken pole: 

 PSPD = (Pi) / n     

where: 

- n the number of line poles. 

V. DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS   

The probability PSPD as function of factors influencing the 
dimensioning of the SPD system is reported in: 

- Fig. 2 for probability PSPD1Q; 

- Fig. 3 and 4 for probability PSPD2U. 

Fig.5 shows the probability PSPD2U as function of the volt-
current characteristic of the selected limiting types SPD. The 
volt-current characteristics of the selected SPD are reported in 
Fig. 6. 
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Figure 2.  Probability PSPD1Q of SPD1 class I test as a function of the rated 

current Iimp. 

Fig. 2 shows that, as for S/L SPD system [8], at the same 
conditions and at the same value of the rated current Iimp, type 
L SPD1 class I test may assure lower value of probability 
PSPD1Q than type S SPD of the same class test.  

Moreover, from Fig. 2 it is clear that the probability PSPD1Q 
of SPD1 class I test is decreasing with its rated current Iimp.  

In addition, for a given selected SPD1, the probability 
PSPD1Q decreases with the earthing impedance Zp of the poles 
and with the number n’ of line conductors, it is the number of 
parallel paths, on which the lightning current is flowing.             
A reduction of PSPD1Q has been found: 
- 8 times for a LL system, and 5.5 times for a SL system, going 
from a value of Zp = 50 Ω to a value of Zp = 10 Ω; 
- 3 times going from a n’ = 2 to a n’ = 4. 

It results that the most critical condition for probability 
PSPD1Q is where the internal equipment is connected to a two 
conductors supply line with high value of pole earthing 
impedance Zp. 
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Figure 3.  Probability PSPD2U of  the SPD2 in an SL and LL SPD system as a 

function of the length L of line for different length l2a of circuit SPD2 - 
apparatus. Number of line conductors n’ = 2; earthing impedance of poles     

Zp = 50 Ω; length the connections leads of the SPD2: lc = 0,5 m; width of the 

circuit between SPD1 and SPD2: w = 0,1 m; width of the circuit between 
SPD2 and apparatus: w2a = 0,005 m; SPD = SPD Y, as in Fig. 6. 
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Figure 4.  Probability PSPD2U of the SPD2 in an SL and LL SPD system as a 

function of the length L of line for different width w2a of circuit SPD2 - 

apparatus. Number of line conductors n’ = 2; earthing impedance of poles Zp = 

50 Ω; length the connections leads of the SPD2: lc = 0,5 m; length of the 
circuit between SPD1 and SPD2: l =  l2a= 50 m; SPD = SPD Y, as in Fig. 6. 

Figs. 3 and 4 show the values of probability PSPD2U that the 
voltage USPD of SPD2 is exceeding the required protection 
level Upr. It is clear that such probability strongly depends on 
the dimensions of the circuit between the SPD2 and the 
apparatus to be protected, in particular on the length l2a and on 
the width w2a of circuit SPD2-apparatus, as well as on the 
length lc of SPD2 connections. The probability PSPD2U is also 
decreasing with the line length L, due to decreasing of ΔU, k 
and Ui with increasing distance between the stricken pole and 
the SPD2, as already mentioned.  

While the characteristics of the circuit-SPD1-SPD2 have 
little influence on PSPD2U, the determining factor is the width 
w2a of circuit SPD2-apparatus; if it is w2a > 0,005 m it is 
unlikely to get low values of PSPD2U unless the line is longer 
than several hundred meters. 
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Figure 5.  Probability PSPD2U of SPD class I test as a function of the length L 

of  line; type LL SPD system; Number of line conductors n’ = 2; earthing 

impedance of poles Zp = 50 Ω  ; w = w2a = 0,1 m; lc = 0,5 m; l =50 m ; SPD 

type X and SPD type Y (see Fig.6). 

When circuits SPD2-apparatus are made with 

multiconductors or shielded cable (w2a  0,005 m), comparison 



between Fig. 3 and Figs. 4 and 5, leads to the conclusion that 
PSPD2U is generally much less than the PSPD1Q, and that 
therefore the probability PSPD of the SPD system is in practice 
coincident with PSPD1Q. 

In Fig. 5 the values of probability PSPD2U as a function of 
the line length L are given for two types of  type L SPD class I 
test with the characteristics reported in Fig. 6, as  SPD type X 
and SPD type Y. Lower values of probability may be obtained 
with SPD X, which, according to the U/I characteristic, assure 
a lower protection level Up at higher values of impulse current. 
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Figure 6.  U-I characteristic of  SPD type L selected for probability 

evaluation. 

VI. EXAMPLE OF FREQUENCY OF DAMAGES EVALUATION 

The frequency of damage FS3 relevant to source of damage 
S3 is the value of the number of damages in the internal 
systems of structure to be protected, caused by lightning 
flashes to the line. 

For internal systems with rated impulse withstand voltage 
Uw = 2500 V supplied by an aerial line, the evaluation of the 
frequency of damage FS3 related to source S3, may be 
performed according to the following relationships: 

 FS3 = NL ∙ PSPD 

where: 

− NL = NG ∙ L ∙ 40 ∙ 10
-6

  is the average annual number of 
dangerous events due to flashes to an aerial line in rural 
environment [20]; 

− NG  is the lightning ground flash density of the area where the 
line is installed (1/km

2
 x year); 

− L  is the length of the power line (m). 

In this section it is considered the evaluation of the 
frequency of damages FS3 for a structure located in area with 
lightning ground flash density NG = 4, protected by an SPD 
system type L and type LL. Information on the characteristics 
of supplying line and the SPD adopted are given in Tab. 1.  

TABLE I.  BASIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE STRUCTURES UNDER 

CONSIDERATION 

Aerial line 

in rural 

environment  

Number of line conductors n’ = 2;   

Conventional earthing impedance of poles Zp = 50 Ω   

SPD Class I; SPD Y (see Fig. 6); lc = 0,5 m 

SPD system 

Only SPD limiting type at 

entry point of the line  
L 

An SPD system type LL 
(SPD1 and SPD2 both 

limiting type) 

LL 

Circuit 

SPD1-

apparatus 

l = 50 m; w = 0,1 m 

Main circuit SPD1-SPD2:      

l = 40 m; w = 0,1 m   

Secondary circuit SPD2-
apparatus: l2a = 10 m; w2a = 

0,1 m 

 
In Fig. 7 the results of the reduction of the frequency of 

damages FS3 by using an SPD system type LL for different 
values of  impulse current Iimp of SPD1 are reported. 
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Figure 7.  Frequency of damages FS3 as a function of power line length L for 

SPD system type LL and different values of  impulse current Iimp of SPD1.           

NL ŕ Structure unprotected. 
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Figure 8.  Frequency of damages FS3 as a function of power line length L for 

SPD system type L and type LL.  NL ŕ Structure unprotected. 



In Fig. 8 the results of the frequency of damages FS3 of an 
apparatus protected by an SPD system type LL are compared 
with those obtained with only one SPD type L, installed at the 
entry point of line into the structure, for two values of impulse 
current Iimp of the SPD. 

In the SPD system type L, because the high value of the 
loop area of the circuit SPD1 – apparatus, the probability PSPDU 
is the component which contributes most to the buildup of 
probability PSPD; therefore, the attempt to lower the frequency 
of damage FS3, by installing SPD with high values of Iimp, is 
vain. However, low values of PSPD, and thus of the frequency 
of damage FS3, can be obtained with an SPD system type LL, 
by installing an SPD2 close to apparatus to be protected. 

VII. CONCLUSIONS 

Probability PSPD of an SPD system to reduce the probability 
of failure of electrical and electronic equipment within a 
structure depends on SPD system provided as well as on the 
upstream power line characteristics and on characteristics of 
the circuit between SPD and apparatus to be protected.  

The probability that an apparatus, protected by a single 
SPD1 installed at the entry point of line into the structure, will 
be damaged by a lightning flash to the line, strongly depends 
on the length and on the width of circuit SPD1-apparatus, as 
well as on the length of SPD1 connections. When it is 
impractical for installation difficulties to reduce the length of 
SPD1 connections and the loop area of circuit SPD1-apparatus, 
lower values of probability may be obtained by installation of 
an SPD2 close to apparatus to be protected. 

While the characteristics of the circuit between SPD1-
SPD2 have little influence on PSPD, the determining factor is 
the loop area of circuit SPD2-apparatus.  

When circuits SPD2-apparatus are made with 

multiconductors or screened cable (w2a  0,005 m), the PSPD2U 
is generally much less than the PSPD1Q, and therefore the 
probability PSPD of the SPD system is in practice coincident 
with PSPD1Q. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

The paper has been prepared in the frame of international 
cooperation between Warsaw University of Technology and 
University of Rome “La Sapienza”. The Authors wish to 
express their gratefulness to the Authorities of both 
Universities. 

 

REFERENCES 

 
[1] R. Zeng, X. Zhou, Z. Wang, C. Zhuang, Z. Yu, J. He: Review of 

research advances and fronts on international lightning and protection, 
Gaodianya Jishu/High Voltage Engineering, ISSN: 10036520, Vol. 41, 
Issue 1, 31 January 2015 

[2] J. Ribič: Impact of line length on the operation of overvoltage protection 
in LV networks, Electric Power Systems Research, ISSN: 0378-7796, 
Vol. 121, April 2015 

[3] H. Sehovic, Z. Juric: Protection of computer equipment from power 
surges,  56th International Symposium ELMAR-2014, 10-12 September 
2014, Zadar, Croatia 

[4] T. Kisielewicz, F. Fiamingo, C. Mazzetti, B. Kuca, D. Krasowski: 
Impact of Overvoltage Shape Caused by Lightning Stroke on Sensitive 
Apparatus Protection by Means of SPD, Przeglad Elektrotechniczny, 
ISSN 0033-2097, R. 88 Nr 9b/2012 

[5] I. Hidetoshi, T. Koji: Two Case Studies on Energy and Protection Level 
Coordination of an SPD System, International Conference on Lightning 
Protection 2014, Shanghai, China  

[6] IEC 62305-4, ed 2,0 2010-12, "Protection against lightning – Part 4: 
Electrical and Electronic Systems within structures 

[7] T. Kisielewicz, G.B. Lo Piparo, C. Mazzetti, A. Rousseau: 
Dimensioning of SPD for the protection against surges due to lightning 
to LV overhead lines, International Conference on Lightning Protection 
2014, Shanghai, China 

[8] T. Kisielewicz, C. Mazzetti, G.B. Lo Piparo, F. Fiamingo: Stress to 
surge protective devices system due to direct flashes to low voltage 
lines, Electric Power Systems Research, ISSN: 0378-7796, Vol. 129, 
December 2015 

[9] G.B. Lo Piparo, T. Kisielewicz, C. Mazzetti, A. Rousseau: Procedure for 
selection of the SPD system according to the probability of damage, 15 
IEEE International Conference on Environment and Electrical 
Engineering, 10-13 June 2015, Rome, Italy 

[10] T. Kisielewicz, G.B. Lo Piparo, C. Mazzetti: Surge protective devices 
efficiency for apparatus protection in front of direct flashes to overhead 
low voltage lines, Electric Power Systems Research, ISSN: 0378-7796, 
Vol. 134, May 2016 

[11] P. N. Mikropoulos, T. E. Tsovilis, S. G. Koutoula: Lightning 
Performance of Distribution Transformer Feeding GSM Base Station; 
IEEE Transactions on Power Delivery, vol. 29, no. 6, December 2014 

[12] Z. G. Datsios, P. N. Mikropoulos, T. E. Tsovilis: Estimation of the 
minimum shielding failure flashover current for first and subsequent 
lightning strokes to overhead transmission lines, Electric Power Systems 
Research, ISSN: 0378-7796, Vol. 113, August 2014 

[13] W. Bassi, N.M. Matsuo, A. Piantini: Currents and charge absorbed by 
low-voltage SPDs in overhead distribution systems due to lightning, 
Eleventh International Symposium on High Voltage Engineering (Conf. 
Publ. No. 467), 1999 

[14] L. Grcev: Modeling of Grounding Electrodes Under Lightning Currents, 
IEEE Transactions on Electromagnetic Compatibility, Volume: 51 , 
Issue: 3 , Part: 1 2009 

[15] F.M. Gatta, A. Geri, S. Lauria, M. Maccioni: Generalized pi-circuit 
tower grounding model for direct lightning response simulation, Electric 
Power Systems Research, Vol. 116, 2014 

[16] T. Kisielewicz: Selected problems for the protection of electrical and 
electronic systems against lightning overvoltages, PhD thesis, Faculty of 
Civil and Industrial Engineering, Astronautic, Electrical and Energetic 
Engineering Department, ING-IND/33 – Electrical Systems for Energy, 
Sapienza University of Rome, Italy, 2013 

[17] A. Piantini, D.M. Duarte, F. Romero:  Lightning Overvoltages on Rural 
Distribution Lines, International Conference on High Voltage 
Engineering and Application, ICHVE 2008 

[18] C.A. Nucci: A survey on cigré and IEEE procedures for the estimation 
of the lightning performance of overhead transmission and distribution 
lines, 2010 Asia-Pacific Symposium on Electromagnetic Compatibility, 
APEMC 2010, Beijing, China 

[19] A. Hileman: Insulation coordination for power systems, Marcel Dekker, 
Inc., New York, 1999 

[20] IEC 62305-2, ed 2,0 2010-12, " Protection against lightning – Part 2: 
Risk management” 

 

 


