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Abstract – Monitoring of electromagnetic field (EMF)
near power distribution facilities, both in the low- and
the high-frequency ranges, has become highly demanded
in recent years. The reason lies in the accumulated con-
cerns on public health, which is mostly caused by the
evolution of electric power and communication infras-
tructure, in and around the power substations, as well
as their closeness to residential areas. In this paper,
the initial comparative analysis of the EMF monitor-
ing results of three one-day campaigns, in 2015, 2018
and 2020, performed in the vicinity of the Serbian high-
power distribution substation “Novi Sad 7”, is presented.
The overall EMF levels in all campaigns comply with
the reference levels prescribed by the Serbian legis-
lation, including some new EMF sources which were
detected in 2018 and 2020. Likewise, the used contin-
uous monitoring has demonstrated suitability to system-
atically address EMF fluctuation on daily basis, as well
as corresponding concerns on EMF exposure.

Keywords – electromagnetic field, power system, power
substation, radiation monitoring, RF signals.

I. INTRODUCTION
Constantly growing number of industrial and resi-

dential consumers resulted in a greater demand for elec-
tric energy, particularly in recent decade. The first action
and an accepted response to such demand is to boost
existing power substations, followed by the installation
of new ones. Also, the interconnection is accomplished
between substations, strengthening the power distribu-
tion network, while enabling its remote management.

The power distribution facilities are well known
as sources of the low-frequency magnetic fields [1].
However, their remote-control by using radio links,
as well as different wireless equipment, promote
them as sources of the high-frequency electric field.

Consequently, their usual presence in residential and
industrial areas has increased the public concerns on
adverse health effects, demanding the electromagnetic
field (EMF) level monitoring in their vicinity [1].

The worldwide efforts are invested in measurements
and simulations of both the low-frequency magnetic and
the high-frequency electric fields. In a number of recent
studies, measurements were oriented towards the short-
term methods and estimation of the exposure. Results are
used in a computational prediction of the low-frequency
magnetic field strength within the power substation [2]
or for the high-frequency electric field investigation pro-
duced by the cellular network base stations over sensitive
locations [3]. The obtained results were mandatory com-
pared with the proposed reference levels [4].

Additionally, the short-term measurements of mag-
netic and electric fields were conducted inside the power
substation in order to determine EMF distribution [5], as
well as indoor and outdoor substation evaluation [6–8],
elaborating safety levels of the human exposure to those
fields. Also, the measurements of magnetic field inside
the substations of various voltage levels were presented,
as well as measurements related to near feeder lines, such
as the overhead power lines and underground cables [9].

Similarly, wide range of the magnetic field mea-
surements were performed in surrounding areas of the
power substations in [10]. Consequently, occupational
EMF exposure were also in focus [11], particularly dur-
ing working tasks within the power substations, such
as switching and transforming 110 kV and 20 kV, ana-
lyzing whether the occupational reference levels were
exceeded [4].

A common attribute in the mentioned studies is that
measurements were short-term oriented, no longer than
a few minutes. Unfortunately, in utmost cases, such
approach cannot provide a full insight in EMFs fluctu-
ation and their long-term behavior. In order to provide
a comprehensive insight, the modern long-term EMF
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monitoring systems have been developed and utilized
[12, 13]. They are intended to perform continuous
EMF monitoring in numerous sensitive zones, such as
schools, kindergartens, hospitals and other public insti-
tutions [13].

In this study, the approach of broadband continu-
ous EMF monitoring was used. It is implemented in
the Serbian Electromagnetic Field Monitoring Network
– SEMONT [14], counting the contribution of all active
EMF sources in the frequency range of interest. Fur-
thermore, such long-term monitoring is followed by con-
tinuous exposure assessment, using SEMONT boundary
exposure assessment approach [15, 16].

This paper presents a comparative analysis of mea-
surement results of three different one-day EMF mon-
itoring campaigns, performed in 2015, 2018 and 2020,
in the vicinity of the high-power distribution substation
“Novi Sad 7”. Those campaigns are first systematic
monitoring campaigns in the Serbian power distribution
system.

This paper is established on Serbian national legis-
lation, where appropriate field reference levels have been
prescribed [17]. The reference levels ensure the protec-
tion of people against all established health hazards when
they are exposed to EMFs. In that sense, this paper is
intended to only check compliance with the prescribed
reference limits and has no intention of further investi-
gation on basic effects of EMF interaction with human
tissues.

II. SUBSTATION EQUIPMENT
The distribution substation “Novi Sad 7”, with nom-

inal rates of 110/35/20 kV, is a high-power outdoor air-
insulated electric power substation. With outer dimen-
sions of 85 m by 85 m, it is situated in a residential area
of the Serbian city of Novi Sad, at the corner of Heroja
Pinkija and Ohridska streets, as shown in Figure 1.

The substation is equipped for remote control and
supervision of power distribution and its other processes.

Fig. 1. Position of the substation “Novi Sad 7”.

Table 1: Technical characteristics of radios
- Radio #1

(Narrowband)
Radio #2

(Broadband)
Frequency range 438 – 470 MHz 5.725 – 5.850 GHz
Radiated power 25.35 W 31.52 W
Directional
Antenna,
Elevation/
Azimuth

No Yes, 8◦/8◦

Position/Height AN1/11 m AN2/12 m

The control is done via dedicated radio links, from dis-
patch center of “EPS Distribucija”, which is the national
electricity Distribution System Operator (DSO) [18].

A. Installed high-frequency equipment
Regarding the sources of the high-frequency electric

field, the communication between the substation techni-
cians and dispatchers is realized via a narrowband radio
link – radio #1, described in Table 1.

Furthermore, the broadband radio link, named
radio #2, is intended for the control and supervision of
the following substation processes: SCADA (Supervi-
sory Control and Data Acquisition) application, then the
continuous video surveillance and facility access control,
as well as the internal IP telephony system.

The antenna systems for the narrowband radio are
installed at the AN1 place, while for the broadband radio
at the AN2, as depicted in Figure 1, avoiding the existing
obstacles in the line of sight between the antenna and
dispatch center. The main beam of directed antenna from
radio link #2 (dashed white lines) is oriented towards the
DSO dispatch center.

It should be stated that additional narrow-band radio
link on AN1 site, with directional antenna (dashed white
lines), was used for SCADA in 2015 [19], while during
2018 it was used as the redundant one [20]. In the 2020
campaign, this radio link was out of order. Considering
antenna radiation patterns, the half-power beam width of
directional antennas is shown in Figure 1 (dotted red and
blue lines), while the radiation pattern of the omnidirec-
tional antenna (radio #1), positioned on AN1, is omitted.

B. Installed low-frequency equipment
The substation high-voltage (HV) and medium-

voltage (MV) electric power equipment is a dominant
source of the low-frequency magnetic field. These
includes the three-phase HV (110 kV) overhead line,
which enter the substation from the south side, shown by
red lines in Figure 1, while in the central part of the sub-
station, there are 110 kV circuit breakers, lighting protec-
tion and bus bar systems. Two high-power transformers
have nominal voltage rates of 110/20 kV (nominal power
of 31.5 MVA), whereas the third one has a nominal rate
of 110/35 kV (with the nominal power of 20 MVA).
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Also, the MV compartments with MV bus bars and
circuit breakers are located inside the substation build-
ing. There are twenty-one MV 20 kV lines, from which
eighteen were present in the 2015 monitoring campaign,
and three MV 35 kV lines connected to the substation
on the north side, as depicted by dashed orange lines in
Figure 1. All of them are installed as underground cables.

The MV 35 kV lines are used for the interconnec-
tion with neighboring 35/10 kV power substations, while
MV 20 kV lines supply consumers with electricity via
20/0.4 kV distribution substations.

III. MONITORING CAMPAIGNS
The initial one-day EMF monitoring campaign was

performed in 2015, followed by additional one-day cam-
paigns in 2018 and 2020, shown in Table 2.

The opening step of each campaign was the visual
inspection of the substation surroundings in order to dis-
cover the present EMF sources – antenna systems of
radio communication links and mobile telephony base
station sites for the high-frequency electric field, as well
as overhead power lines and power transformers for the
low-frequency magnetic field.

During visual inspection in 2015, the two substation
locations, labeled as L1 and L2 in Figure 1, were identi-
fied as locations with potentially increased field levels.

Location L1 presents an area on the south of the
substation, in Ohridska street, whose driveway is also a
pedestrian pathway, passing below the HV power line, as
shown in Figure 2a.

This location was selected considering the fact that
a few residential houses, parking lots and business build-
ings are present in the vicinity of HV power lines. There-
fore, there is a significant probability that residents could
be exposed to the EMF radiation, passing beneath those
lines. Besides, in line of sight on L1 location, the anten-
nas of AN1 site are visible, where the distance between
L1 and AN1 is about 80 m.

Location L2 is situated in the public access area,
on the north side of the substation facility, on the fre-
quently used sidewalk of Heroj Pinki street, as shown
in Figure 2b. The L2 is close to the residential houses,
as well as to the antenna AN2, which is a dominant
source of the high-frequency electric field, positioned at
a distance of about 15 m from L2. Moreover, L2 loca-
tion is above the intersected underground MV power line
corridors.

Both locations are of high importance, since they
are frequently passed by local residents, as well as by
employees of local companies.

In 2018 and 2020 campaigns, the visual inspections
were repeated, observing the presence of some new the
low- and the high-frequency sources in and around the
substation, as well in L1-L2 vicinity.

Table 2: Details of one-day EMF monitoring campaigns
Year Date Time Label
2015 06/15/2015 9:00 – 13:00 2015
2018 07/24/2018 9:00 – 13:00 2018
2020 05/22/2020 9:00 – 13:00 May r 2020
2020 05/29/2020 9:00 – 13:00 May 2020
2020 09/17/2020 9:00 – 13:00 Sep 2020

A. The high-frequency campaign
During the first visual inspection in 2015, two sites

with antennas were detected, labeled as AN1 and AN2.
Substation internal radio systems appeared to be domi-
nant source of the high-frequency field [19, 20].

Since no changes were detected in 2020 campaign,
it was decided to perform the high-frequency monitor-
ing only at location L2. Insignificant difference between
the high-frequency electric field strengths over locations
L1 and L2, in 2015 and 2018 campaigns, was additional
reason for such decision [19–21].

During the 2015 campaign, only at location L2, the
appropriate spectral components of the internal DSO
radio communication links were detected [19]. How-
ever, the spectral component of the broadband radio #2
on L1 location was not noticed, since that location was
influenced only by low-power side-lobes of the directed
antenna [19], while it has a considerable distance of
115 m from AN2.

B. The low-frequency campaign
Regarding the low-frequency part, besides one HV

line and three HV power transformers, there was no pres-
ence of newly installed low-frequency sources in 2020.
Hence, it was decided to conduct the new measurements
only at location L1, which is in vicinity of the HV power
line [16]. There was almost certain presence of peo-
ple, since L1 site has only one traffic lane and all vehi-
cles/pedestrians have to pass through that lane.

Another reason was that magnetic field attenuation
from underground MV cables, present on location L2,
was higher than field attenuation from HV power lines.
It turned out that L1 has higher field levels, thus it is
better suited for population EMF exposure assessment.

IV. PROCEDURE AND EQUIPMENT
The same measuring procedure was used in all three

monitoring campaigns. The low-frequency magnetic and
high-frequency electric field monitoring were conducted
over L1 and L2, applying the broadband monitoring
approach and accompanying frequency selective mea-
surement. The broadband monitoring was done accord-
ing to the SEMONT measuring procedure [14, 15], fol-
lowed by the frequency spectrum analysis [22].

Regarding monitoring campaigns, all measurements
were conducted in the hot-spot position of the measuring
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Fig. 2. Monitoring locations near the substation “Novi Sad 7”.

network [14, 15], at L1 for the low-frequency and at L2
for the high-frequency field.

Monitoring started at 9:00 A.M. and lasted for
four hours, as presented in Table 2. Such monitoring
period was selected regarding assumption that maximum
daily activities of the general population and substation’s
employees occur during that period of the day, causing
an increase of usual telecommunication traffic and elec-
tric power consumption.

A. Measuring equipment
The high-frequency broadband monitoring was per-

formed using Narda NBM-550 measurement equipment,
covering the frequency range of 100 kHz to 6 GHz [19]
and using sampling rate of 6 minutes, as recommended
in [23]. The frequency selective analysis was performed
using Narda SRM 3006 measurement equipment, cover-
ing the frequency range from 420 MHz to 6 GHz [19].

Observing the low-frequency magnetic field, Narda
EFA 300 instrument, with the magnetic field probe, was
used, covering the frequency range from 5 Hz to 32 kHz
[16] and employing the sampling rate of 6 minutes [23].
This equipment was used for field measurements, as well
as for its spectral analysis.

V. MEASUREMENT RESULTS
Results of the broadband continuous EMF monitor-

ing and the frequency selective analysis, in the substation
vicinity, are presented in this chapter.

A. The broadband EMF monitoring approach
The broadband monitoring approach is able to pro-

vide information on cumulative EMF level, which origi-
nates from all active sources on location, in the observed
frequency range. Unfortunately, the broadband approach
cannot provide field level per each frequency, nor the
individual contribution of specific EMF sources.

A.1. The high-frequency electric field monitoring
Regarding the high-frequency electric field strength

monitoring, at location L2, the comparative overview

of obtained average values in 2015, 2018 and 2020 is
depicted in Figure 3.

Once more, it should be pointed out that those cam-
paigns are one-day campaigns, as described in Table 2.

Even though there was slight fluctuation, the pre-
sented high-frequency electric field strengths were sig-
nificantly below the minimal reference level of 11 V/m,
prescribed by legislation of the Republic of Serbia [17],
for the NBM-550 field probe’s frequency range.

Average field strength values in 2018 and 2020 were
lower than 0.2 V/m, while in 2015 they ranged up to
0.27 V/m. This could be explained by the fact that one
of the dominant sources, the narrowband radio intended
for the SCADA system [19], was in a full operational
mode in 2015, while in 2018 it was put by DSO to hot
stand-by mode. That was done because the SCADA traf-
fic needed to be diverted to the radio #2 link in order
to accommodate more efficient management of the pro-
cesses in the substation, by providing faster links with

Fig. 3. Comparative view of L2 location monitoring.
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Fig. 4. Comparative view on the low-frequency magnetic field continuous monitoring.

higher throughputs. In a stand-by mode, the inspec-
tion of radio-communication was performed at least few
times a day, increasing the high-frequency EMF level in
substation vicinity. In the year 2020, this radio was put
out of order.

A.2. The low-frequency magnetic field monitoring
A comparative overview of the average values of

the L1 low-frequency magnetic field strength, acquired
during 2015, 2018 and 2020 campaigns, is shown in
Figure 4a.

An increase could be noticed in field strength levels
approaching 13:00 P.M. It is the period of the day when
electric energy consumption regularly grows. However,
observing the campaigns, the maximum average value
was around 0.32 µT, which was about eight times lower
than the maximum one, allowed by reference level of
2.5 µT, prescribed by the Republic of Serbia national leg-
islation [17].

The obtained results demonstrated that the average
magnetic field strength values were around 0.25 µT in
2018, slightly lower than those from 2015. However, the
average field strength values from 2020, close to 0.1 µT,
were noticeably lower than in previous campaigns.

Unfortunately, while the original May 2020 mea-
surement campaign was in progress, the DSO informed
the public on the malfunction of the city distribution
system. They needed to make certain reconfiguration
and reconstruction in core distribution network, chang-
ing the power loads between the HV power substations.
As a result, some of the city consumers were supplied
from the neighboring substations instead of “Novi Sad
7”. Therefore, its current intensity was decreased, com-
pared with regular day – May r 2020, as presented in
Table 3a.

The current intensity of the HV power line, as a very
important parameter for the management of the substa-
tion, for the entire monitoring period of all campaigns,
was registered by the internal SCADA system [18] and
at the end of each campaign was provided to the research
team by DSO. The simple statistical analysis of those
data is offered in Table 3.

The reduction of the current intensity for sure would
affect the magnetic field strength, as it is directly pro-
portional to the current intensity [4]. Since the state of
the distribution system was not regular, it was decided
to finish the ongoing May 2020 campaign and to per-
form an additional monitoring of the magnetic field
after the establishment of the system’s steady state
condition.

Comparison of the averaged magnetic field strength
values, including the repeated monitoring campaign in
September 2020, is provided in Figure 4b. The max-
imum average value for magnetic field was 0.37 µT,
which was also the highest measured value in all
campaigns. Additionally, the average magnetic field
strengths from September 2020 were higher than in pre-
vious campaigns, as it is noticeable in Figure 4b. How-
ever, it was expected, having in mind increased num-
ber of industrial and residential consumers with a greater
demand for electric energy.

The significant differences in current intensity were
found for the incident May 2020 monitoring, where cur-
rent consumption was lowered more than twice, com-
paring it with 2015 and 2108 campaigns. However,
regarding regular day in May – May r 2020, the sub-
station current was on the expected level, as shown in
Table 3.

Finally, the consumption was the highest in all cam-
paigns during September 2020, as presented in Table 3b.
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Table 3: The HV power line current intensity
Campaign Imin (A) Imax (A) Iaverage (A) Campaign Imin (A) Imax (A) Iaverage (A)

Sept 2020 157.20 190.70 175.25
May 2020 55.00 80.10 61.96 May 2020 55.00 80.10 61.96

May r 2020
(regular day)

148.20 171.00 162.20 May r 2020
(regular day)

148.20 171.00 162.20

2018 123.81 148.28 139.78 2018 123.81 148.28 139.78
2015 137.14 165.57 155.61 2015 137.14 165.57 155.61

a) Current intensity in May 2020 b) Current intensity in September 2020

That can be explained with the increased number of con-
nections to the power supply network for newly built res-
idential objects, malls and enterprise buildings of Novi
Sad, in the nearby area of the power substations.

Such conclusion is supported by energy consump-
tion diagrams of the high-power substation “Novi Sad 7”
[18], presented in Figure 5. We can clearly notice the dif-
ference in the shape of the curve for May 2020 in period
of the power system failure, which occurs between 07:00
A.M. and 17:00 P.M., compared to other curves.

Fig. 5. Energy consumption of substation “Novi Sad 7”.

According to the DSO, the overall energy consump-
tion of the substation “Novi Sad 7” up to the year 2020,
compared to 2015, increased from about 2.8% to about
3.5%, in the region under the DSO dispatch center [24].

B. Frequency selective measurement
The frequency selective analysis, as an important

part of the monitoring process, was intended for the spec-
tral evaluation of monitored locations, providing valu-
able information on neighboring EMF sources.

B.1. The high-frequency spectrum
The analyses of the high-frequency spectrum were

performed at position of L2 hot-spot. This spectral mea-
surement was performed once, assuming that the present
EMF sources regularly emitted at detected frequencies.

The analyses of spectral content were made for all three
campaigns, and the results for 2015 and 2020 campaigns
are displayed in Figure 6.

Spectral components were detected in several sub-
bands, which are produced by well-known telecommu-
nications services: the TV broadcasting, GSM 900,
GSM 1800 and UMTS 2100. The highest strength of
the electric field in 2020 campaign was observed in sub-
bands near 1800 MHz, while in the 2015 campaign that
was the case with UHF sub-band near 450 MHz.

The decreased activity of the UHF sub-band sources
(near 450 MHz) can be noticed in 2020, since, accord-
ing to national “Decree on determining the allocation
plan of radio frequency bands” [25], this sub-band
is intended for DSO internal communication systems,
such as the voice communication system presented in
Table 1.

Furthermore, more RF carriers were logged in 2020,
in the sub-band intended for the emission of the digital
broadcasting DBV-T2 signal. This telecommunications
service was not in full operational usage in the Republic
of Serbia during the 2015 campaign [19].

Similarly, the increased activity in the sub-band near
800 MHz was present in 2020, which is intended for LTE
service, a technology that was extensively deployed dur-
ing 2018 by the Serbian mobile telephony operators [20].
Also, the GSM 900, GSM 1800 and UMTS 2100 sub-
bands had more radio-frequency carriers in 2020 than in
the 2015 campaign, due to the increased number of resi-
dential subscribers and increased traffic needs.

Furthermore, spectral components in 2.4 GHz sub-
band could be observed in both campaigns, since it was
likely that local residents extensively used Wi-Fi equip-
ment. Finally, the origin of the spectral components in
5.8 GHz sub-band was an internal DSO point-to-point
broadband radio link, described in Table 1.

B.2. The low-frequency spectrum
The results of the low-frequency selective analysis,

during the 2020 campaign, in the hot-spot of location L1,
are presented in Figure 7.

In the low-frequency spectrum, there was no differ-
ence between three campaigns [16], since no new low-
frequency magnetic field sources were detected.
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Fig. 6. The high-frequency spectrum at location L2 per campaigns.

Fig. 7. The low-frequency spectrum at location L1.

Regarding this spectral content, the highest strength
of the magnetic field was at the dominant spectral com-
ponent of 50 Hz, as expected, while the last detected
harmonic was at 450 Hz. The field strength of higher
components was below the threshold of Narda EFA 300
analyzer and thus they could be neglected.

VI. EXPOSURE ASSESSMENT ANALYSIS
The exposure assessment was carried out by apply-

ing the SEMONT approach, based on the calculation of
daily boundaries of Global Exposure Ratio (GER), thus
determining the range where actual exposure lied [15].

The assessment of exposure, regarding the high-
frequency electric field, was performed using the follow-
ing equations [15]:

GERlower =

(
Em

Ere f max

)2
and GERuppper =

(
Em

Ere f min

)2
.

(1)
The Em is the average measured value of the electric field
strength, while Ere f min and Ere f max are the minimum and
maximum reference levels prescribed by the Serbian leg-
islation for the general population [17], in the observed
frequency range.

The assessment of lower and upper exposure
boundaries, for the low-frequency magnetic field, was
calculated using the following equations [16]:

GERlower =
Bm

Bre f max
and GERuppper =

Bm

Bre f min
, (2)

where Bm is average measured strength of magnetic field,
while Bre f min and Bre f max are the minimum and max-
imum Serbian prescribed reference levels [17], in the
observed frequency range.

The exposure boundaries were calculated continu-
ously, day by day, illustrating the campaigns’ exposure
range, while the real exposure was located between those
boundaries [15].

A. The high-frequency electric field GER analysis
The high-frequency GER boundaries for location L2

were calculated for the frequency range of 100 kHz–
6 GHz, and are presented in Figure 8.

There is a visible decrease of the upper GER bound-
ary in 2018 campaign, compared to the data from 2015,
which occur due to the change in the operational regime
of radio #2, described in Table 1 [20]. This source was
turned into a redundant link, intended only for the DSO
SCADA application.

Common to all campaigns is that the maximal activ-
ity of communication services occurred near 10:00 A.M.,
whereas an additional slight increase of the activities can
be noticed after 11:30 A.M.

Statistical analysis of the high-frequency GER val-
ues for all three monitoring campaigns is presented in
Table 4.

In 2020, the maximum values of GER boundaries
were 2.581 ·10−4 and 2.579 ·10−5, which were consider-
ably below the maximum allowed limit of GERallowed =
1, prescribed by Serbian legislation [17].

Likewise, comparing the GER boundary values, it
can be observed that the average value of GERupper
boundary of 1.360 · 10−4 in 2018 was almost two times
lower than 2.196 · 10−4 obtained in 2015. Also, in the



NEDIC, DJURIC, KLJAJIC: THE COMPARISON OF EMF MONITORING CAMPAIGNS IN VICINITY OF POWER DISTRIBUTION FACILITIES 136

Fig. 8. The high-frequency GER boundaries.

Table 4: Statistical analysis of the high-frequency GER
Frequency range
(100 kHz–6 GHz) Min Max Avg

GERupper

2020 7.054·10−6 2.581·10−4 1.552·10−4

2018 3.832·10−5 3.306·10−4 1.360·10−4

2015 4.567·10−5 6.140·10−4 2.196·10−4

GERlower

2020 7.048·10−7 2.579·10−5 1.551·10−5

2018 3.829·10−6 3.304·10−5 1.359·10−5

2015 4.563·10−6 6.134·10−5 2.194·10−5

2020 campaign, this value was 1.552 · 10−4, a slightly
higher than in the 2018 campaign.

However, the GER data confirms that the high-
frequency electric field exposure at L2 location is very
low.
B. The low-frequency magnetic field GER analysis

Measurements of the low-frequency magnetic field,
at location L1, were conducted in the frequency range of
5 Hz to 32 kHz. Regarding the exposure assessment, the
comparative overview of the low-frequency GER bound-
aries is provided in Figure 9.

Analyzing this figure, the trend of the moderate
increase of the upper GER boundaries can be noticed,
as we approach the end of all campaigns. That could
be explained by the increased consumption of elec-
tric power, at that period of the day, as shown in
Figure 5 [18].

Statistical analysis of the low-frequency GER values
is displayed in Table 5.

It can be observed that the maximum values
of GER in September 2020 campaign are between
1.473 ·10−1 and 5.755 ·10−4, which is clearly lower than
GERallowed = 1, the maximum level allowed by the leg-
islation of the Republic of Serbia [17].

Fig. 9. The low-frequency GER boundaries.

Table 5: Statistical analysis of the low-frequency GER
Frequency range
(5 Hz–32 kHz) Min Max Avg

GERupper

Sept
2020 1.223 ·10−1 1.473 ·10−1 1.352 ·10−1

May
2020 4.135 ·10−2 5.813 ·10−2 4.513 ·10−2

2018 9.096 ·10−2 1.074 ·10−1 1.000 ·10−1

2015 1.126 ·10−1 1.276 ·10−1 1.214 ·10−1

GERlower

Sept
2020 4.470 ·10−4 5.755 ·10−4 5.280 ·10−4

May
2020 1.615 ·10−4 2.271 ·10−4 1.763 ·10−4

2018 3.553 ·10−4 4.195 ·10−4 3.907 ·10−4

2015 4.399 ·10−4 4.983 ·10−4 4.470 ·10−4

Furthermore, comparing the obtained GER bound-
aries, it can be observed that the average value of
GERupper in 2018 campaign was less than in 2015 by
nearly 20%. In May 2020 campaign it was more than
2.5 times lower than in 2015, while in September 2020 it
was about 10% higher than in the 2015 campaign.

Conclusively, all those GER values imply that the
L1 location is a continuously low exposed location to the
low-frequency magnetic field.

VII. CONCLUSION
The power distribution facilities cause public con-

cerns related to the EMF exposure and potential health
effects, especially in circumstances of their presence in
residential areas. The high-power substation “Novi Sad
7” is a typical example of a distribution substation that is
surrounded by a moderately populated area.
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Thus, EMF monitoring campaigns were conducted
in 2015, 2018 and 2020, in the close vicinity of this sub-
station. The focus of these campaigns was the determi-
nation of the existing EMF levels, both in the low- and
the high-frequency ranges, as well as general population
exposure. The positions close to substation, where peo-
ple had access, such as frequently used pedestrian paths
outside the substation area, were of special interest.

Regarding the high-frequency electric field, a com-
parative analysis of EMF exposure has showed that GER
boundaries in 2018 were almost two times lower than in
2015. The reason was the fact that the internal radio for
the SCADA application, as one of the dominant sources,
was changed due to the operational regime, transferring
data only in the case of malfunction of the primary link.

Exposure boundaries in 2020 campaign had some-
what higher values than in 2018, possibly due to the
increased mobile communication traffic. The maximal
detected electric field level, in all performed campaigns,
was 0.27 V/m, which is well below the Serbian minimal
prescribed reference level of 11 V/m.

With regard to the low-frequency magnetic field, the
analysis revealed that there was an increase in the current
consumption and also an increase in the maximum value
of upper exposure boundaries, for about 10%, compar-
ing the first 2015 campaign and the last one in September
2020. A significant decrease of the exposure level dur-
ing May 2020 campaign was noticed, which was caused
by the power distribution system failure. However, the
maximum exposure level, detected in September 2020
campaign, was about 6.8 times lower than the maximum
allowed level prescribed by the Serbian legislation.

According to the obtained measurement results and
performed analysis, it can be concluded that monitored
locations at the vicinity of “Novi Sad 7” substation are
low exposed locations, both to the low-frequency mag-
netic and the high-frequency electric fields.

However, the construction of the second HV line,
as an underground cable, interconnecting the “Novi Sad
7” to some other neighboring high-power substations
is under work. Additionally, due to further improve-
ment and construction of Smart Grid, the expansion
of the internal radio communication systems is under
consideration. Finally, the power distribution facilities
have a commercial potential for service providers and
mobile operators. In that sense, in due time, they will
become an even more important radio communication
nodes, besides their already crucial role in electric power
system.

All these circumstances will lead to a potential
increase of EMF radiation, imposing the necessity for
future periodic monitoring campaigns. The goal is and
will be to obtain a detailed insight into the EMF field
changes and exposure levels in the substation’s vicinity.
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