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summary

The crystal ~rameters to be considered for obtaining accurate information
about local oscillator noise suppression in a balanced mixer are theoretically
presented. The interrelationship between available local oscillator noise sup-
pression and the important desi~ characteristics of microwave receivers are dis-
cussed and curves are plotted. A method of accurately measuring local oscillator
noise suppression is given and experimental data is correlated with theoretical
results.

Introduction

It is generally I&own that the degree of local oscillator noise suppression
obtainable in a balanced microwave mixer is dependent on the parameters of the
crystal pair employed, and that a hatched pair~l will give better local oscillator
noise suppression than a pair whose parameters differ. Although there has been some
literature~s2 on the effect of conversion loss and IF impedance unbalance, there has
been no quantitative presentation of the effect of rf impedance, IF impedance, and
conversion loss simultaneously. This paper deals with this theozy in a more rigo-”
rous fashion. J& so doing, it is
as to what constitutes a Wsatched
tative knowledge of the effect of
noise suppression will enable the
balanced mixer performance.’ This
uniform noise figures.

hoped that many of the prevalent misconceptions
Pairtl will be eliminated. Having a more quanti-
crystal parameter unbalance on local oscillator
receiver designer to exercise greater control of
should result in receivers of lower and more

1. Analysis of rf Portion of Balanced ltker

In order to arrive at suitable equations for determining
noise suppression an analysis of the rf portion of a balanced
Fig. 1.

local oscillator
mixer is given in

The rf admittances of the crystals in arms 1 and 2 of the magic tee balanced
mixer shown in Fig.1 can be represented by normalized conductance ~ and g2 and
line lengths 11 and 12. The pkse of the admittances are thus lumped with 11 and
12. The incident voltages on crystals 1 and 2 due to the local oscillator will. be
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The optiions or assertions contained in this paper are the private ones of
author and are not to be construed as official, or reflecting the views of
Navy Department or the Naval Service at large.

R. Pound, Wicrcwave Mixers,t! McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York, ch. 6; 1948.
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(la)

and

(lb)

where @L is the local osci~tor radian frequency and @L is the propagation con-
stant at the local oscillator frequency. Due to mismatch in each arm, the effective
rf voltage across the crystal
These voltages are

differs from the incident voltage bya real constant.

Re #@Lt - ~L~l) (a)

Re ~j(@Lt-PL#2)

and

where

(2b)

5= @’%~d K2 . !-%
l+gl l+g2

Similarly, an incident signal voltage Vi~ fed through the E plane apm would produce
at the crystal terminals

(.3a)

and

(3b)

where

and ~ represents the shift in the time zero relative to the local oscillator wave.
Ih ord*r to compute the resulting IF output voltages froxn the
assumption of square law mixing is made. Thus, the resulting
be

two mixer arms$
output voltages

the
would

(4’s)
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and V02 = B (vi + Vi~2
% ‘2

Substituttig (2a) and (3a) in (@), (2b ) and (3b) in (4b ), and only
terms that are functions of ~S - @L gives

Vifl = C1K3 GOs [ (m~ -

and

Vif2 = --C2K2 COS [ (~~ -

Shce (FL - f3~)(42 - ~~) is at IIIOSt 3°
is usually much less, it is seen from (5a)

‘#+$ +(~L -

(d~)t+$+(~L-

for wavelengths of

(4b)

considering the

(5a)

f3, )/21 (m)

10 cm and below and
is very nearly 1800and (5b ) th~t V~2

out of’ phase with V~l independent of the phase of the rf admittances of the crys-
tals. A similar anal~sis for the local oscillator noise mixing with the local
oscillator would yield two IF noise voltages that are very nearly in phase.

2. Noise Suppression Equations

From the above analysis the equations for CK for a crystal is proportional to
the square root of its conversion loss, where conversion loss is defined as including
the mismatch loss. Thus, in a hybrid coil type of coupling circuit the resultant
output signal voltage is

E this voltage were to be suppressed, it would be equal to

v- = ~-r$

The noise suppression> thus, becomes

(6)

(’7)

(8)

For the non-hybrid IF coupling circuit used in most receivers, the considerations
are slightly different. In the parallel feed circuit of Fig.2, el and e2 are the
equivalent open circuit IF voltages of each mixer arm and R.

ad ‘ifs
their IF

resista~oe.
lfl
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It is assumed that all reactance are neutralized. Taking the square of the
ratio of in-phase and antiphase output voltages, gives:

where

s=

~’
andRif2

/

2

(9)

are the short circuit IF currents of the’t~o crystals. Since the conversion loss
is proportional to the square of the IF output voltage developed by the crystal
across a standard load resistance (400 + jO for the lN23B), e can be-related to
the conversion loss in the manner depicted in Fig.3.

(RL +Rif)

(

Rif
e = Eb

RL =
Eb 1+—

RL )

(lo)

In order to easily determine conversion loss and IF impedance unbalance limits for
a given noise suppression, Eq. (9), which can be written as

where

s% = ()l+a210 log —
l-a

q Rif2 /’% Rif* @ifl+Ro)
a=—

e2 Rifl = ~ ~ (Rif2+Ro)

(11)

was plot’ted in Fig. 4. in the above equation, R. is the average IF impedance of
the crystal. Fig.4 is a plot of local oscillator noise suppression in db as a
function of db unbalance in conversion loss with IF impedance unbalance factor
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as a parameter. It is seen from these curves that 20 db suppression can be
achieved with 1.0 db of conversion loss unbalance and an IF impedance unbalance
factor of O*9. The IF impedance limits can be calculated from the value of the
unbalance factor by using an approximation of ‘this factor equal to

Rif2 - Rifl
1 + ~-m—

This is a good approximation when R~2 - R~l is small compared to R,o.

3. Receiver Noise Figure

The increase in receiver noise figure due to local oscillator noise is given by

FN* =

(

10 log 10 1 + t’

)
Fif+t-l

(12)

where %’ is the increase in apparent crystal noise temperature due to local oscil-
lator noise. Fif is the effective IF noise figure, and t is the crystal noise
temperature. If a balanced mixer of noise suppression S is employed,, FN becomes

FNa = 10 log lo

( )

~+__&&___
Fif+t-l

(33)

Since it is desirable to have FN well
than 1; therefore,

FNm .~
Fif+t-l

*’/s ~st be much smallerunder 1 db, —
Fif+t-l

(u)

Data compiled by P. D. Strum of Airborne Instruments’ Laboratory shows that the
excess local oscillator noise ratio (t’ - 1) is proportional to the local oscillator

frequency. These data for the side of the reflector mode exhibiting highest klystron ‘
noise are given in Table I.

TABLE 1. KLYSTRON NOISE VERSUS

Frequency

3000
9375

16ooo
24000
35000

LOCAL OSCILLATOR FREQUENCY

t“

4.2
10.5
1’7.1
25.0
35.0

(Fif = 30 m)
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Substituting the data of Table I in Eq. (14), a family of curves was plotted for
the db of noise suppression required to give 0.2 db receiver noise figure deteri-
oration as a function of frequency with (t - 1 + Fif) as a parameter. Similar
curves were also plotted for AFNdb = 0.3 db and ().4 db. These graphs are shown
in Figs. 5, 6 and 7, respectively. It is readily seen that these curves can be
useful in that they enable the receiver designer to quickly determine the degree
of balanced mixer noise

In order to verify

suppression required in terms of other design parameters.

4. Experimental Procedure

the theoretical conclusions set forth it was necessary to
o“btain experimental correlation. The experimental approach decided upon was to
measure the conversion loss, IF impedance, rf impedance~ and crystal current for
a large number of crystal pairs. These quantities were measured using standard
measurement techniques. With this data, the theoretical noise suppression was
calculated for each pair. Using a balanced mixer receiver, the actual noise sup-
pression was measured and correlation with the theoretical results was studied.
The m=surement techniques for determining local oscillator noise suppression
considered were:

a) The use of a fluorescent noise source in the local oscil.htor arm (coupled
through a magic tee to avoid interaction of the local oscillator andnoi,se signals]
and the measurement of the change in noise figure with the noise source on and off.
Noise suppression as a ratio then is

s=~
MN

(15)

where P = the power ratio above KTB of the fluorescent noise source.

FN = the difference in noise figure ratios for the two cases. This method
gives an error for values of suppression greater than 10 db since the output power
from the fluorescent noise source, which is initially small (x2.86 db/KTB), when
suppressed by more than 10 db, produces negligible change in noise figure ratio.
This low output power, therefore, makes the fluorescent noise source unsuitable
for local oscillator noise suppression measurements.

b) The use of a OW signal generator tuned to the signal frequency, and the
injection of this signal alternately into the local oscillator and signal arms.
The amount of added attenuation in the signal arm for the same receiver output
reading is then a dtiect measure of the local oscillator noise suppression. ~
order to have stable operation, the frequency of the klystron signal generator
must be 60 mc away from the local oscillator center frequency, and the frequency
drift allowed is less than the bandwidth of the receiver. This degree of stability
is difficult to obtain unless special stabilization circuits are employed.

c) Jn order to circumvent the dtificulties inherent h (a) and in (b), a new
technique was devised. This makes use of a signal source having the high power OIF

a klystron and whose power spectrum simulates the effect of a fluorescent noise
source. T?hen a 2K25 klystron with sine wave modulation of the repeller electrode
was employed$ both of these desirable properties were obtained. If, for example,
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the repeller is modulated at a 60 cycle rate (fq= 60) =d the -i-
deviation, fd, is 6 me, the components of the power spectrum will be

p(f) C4 J: (x)

frequency

(16)

where X is equal to ‘d ad
q

n ~= fq , an integer.

Since X is large for this case (10~), the power spectrum can be approximated by:

p(f) &&cos (X-yin) (17)

provided X =-an.

Eq. (17), for its range of validity, predicts a power spectrum existing at
60 cycle intervals with only two repeating magnitudes. The exact spectr~wofid

depend on X but for a given value of X the spectrum could resemble those shown in
Fig. 8.

This proves that the frequency modulated wave used had a spectrum tk+ would simu-
late, for the purpose of the noise suppression measurement, a white noise spectrum
provided the bandwidth of the receiver is sufficiently small to keep X>>n. Since
the system employed for determining local oscillator noise suppression measures the
difference in the rf attenuation of the signal of the klystron when its output is
shifted from the local oscillator arm to the signal arm, the absolute power level
of,that tube need net be known. The only limitation imposed upon this type of
signal source is that its frequency modulated output power, within the bandwidth
of the receiver, remain constant during the time required to make one measurement.
The frequency deviation of this signal was much larger thm the receiver bandwidth.
Therefore, the small sample of the spectrum used had little varia~ion. Measurements
~:cre Terformed to ascertain the stability of the output power level of the receiver.
This output was found to be constant in all cases for periods much lcnger than the
time required to mke one m~surement. A block diagram of the components used for
this measurement is shown in Fig.9. A 2K39 klystron was used as the local oscil-
lator. Its output was fed through a frequency meter, tuner, and attenuator to a
w@gic tee. Half the power was dissipated in a matched termination and the remaining
half was coupled into one arm of the short slot ~brid section3 where it was split
equally between the two crystals. The power level was set so that one milliwatt
of local oscillator power was available at each crystal. The output power of the
21Q5 frequency modulated klystron was coupled from an attenuator to a coaxial cable
so that jt could be fed into either of two channels. h one case the output power

3H. Riblett, ItShort slot hybrid section,ll Proc. I.R.E., VO1.40, pp.lW3-l&4;
February 1952.
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was fed through a precision calibrated attenuator and Wnilinelf (non-reeipr’ocal
attenuator) to a magic tee. Half this power was dissipated in the termination and
the other half coupled to the short slot hybrid section from the same armas the
local oscillator. It is seen that the signal power present in the local oscillator
arm of the balanced mixer is analogous to local oscillator noise. The magic tee “was
used to couple these signals$ to asswre that there be no interaction between the two.

Since the IF input transformer cancell.ed in-phase signals, the simulated noise
signal was suppressed. Since the IF outputs initially were in phase because the
signal was coupled in the same arm as the local oscillator, the IF signals (tith
respect to the local oscillator) will always be of the same phase. In the other
case$ the signal was coupled through a calibrated attenuator and !t~ilinel’ to the
other arm of the balanced mixer and was out of phase with respect to the local
oscillator~ thereby giving maximcn IF output power. In this case, the2K25 output
power simulated signal power from an antenna. The pre-amplifier, communications
receiver, detector, and output meter were used to amplify and detect this II? si~l.
It is readily seen from the above discussion that if the output meter reading is
set at the same level f~r the two cases, the local oscillator noise suppression
is simply the difference of the required attenuation in the two paths.

5. Correction for IF Unbalance

Since any unbalance in the two transformers would lead to erroneous results,
a study of the effects and a possible correction for this unbalance is necessary.
The two basic equations for local oscillator noise suppression derived previously
are:

so =

so =

for the magic tee
input circuit

for the non-magic tee
tiput circuit

For either case if
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(a is defined as
pression becomes

less than or equal to one), the true local oscillator noise sup-

()l+a2so=—
1 -a

(18)

The assumption is made that any unbalance in the input circuit can be accounted for
byan unbalance factor K (experimental data, which willbe discussed, shows this
to be a good assumption). If this is true, then any unbalance would modify the
above equation by a factor K (defined to be equal to or less than unity) such that
the suppression would then be:

()

2
l+aKsl=~

- aK

If the crystals were reversed in their

()

1 + a/K 2
S2 =

1- a/K

(19)

holders the suppression would be

(20)

It is readily seen from the above measured values of SZ and S2 that the tne sup-
pression can be found by taking the geometric mean of the constants aK anda/Kand
substituting this value in Eq. 18. There are two possible solutions for So depending
upon the magnitude of a/K. From Eq.19, for K<a,

which becomes

FromEq. (20)

Solving fora/K

aK =
s+- 1

Taking the mean of (22)

a =,

S2* - 1

and (24) gives

~

(21)

(22 )

(23 )

(24)

(25 )



from which So is calculated by substituting this
for K> a,

From the above
as a parameter
respectively.

I (s+ - 1) ( S’$= 1)
a=

(Sz+ + 1) .( S*+ + 1)

value of a in Eq. (18). Similarly

(26)

equations a family of curves giving So as a function of S1 with S2
were plotted for K<a and K=-,a and are shown in Figs. 10 and I.1,
As a check upon the validity of the above correction curves, measure-

ments were made on a group of crystal pairs which consisted of one 1N23B crystal and
one 1N23BR crystal of reversed polarity. Using these pairs, noise suppression
measurements were made using a single transformer. By reversing one crystal the
polarity of the IF signal is reversedat that crystal. Therefore, the noise outputs
are out of phase while the signal outputs are in phase. Since a simple transformer
would then give the desired suppression, the local oscillator noise suppression
measurements taken are therefore independent of unbalance in the IF circuit. Using
these results as the true values of noise suppression, the noise suppression of the
same crystal pairs using the push-pull type of IF circuit were measured. From the
measured values of S1 and S2 the correction curves were used and the resulting So
was compared to the So measured with one transformer. The push-pull transformer .
arrangement was deliberately unbalanced to obtain tne most severe case where K~a.
The results show exoellent agreement between ”the two values of local oscillator
noise suppression obtained for each pair, indicating that the method described for
correcting IF unbalance is .yalid.

6. Experimental Results

Ustig this procedure for measuring local oscillator noise suppression which
gives results that depend only on the degree of crystal balance, noise suppression
of a large number of crystal pairs for both the magic tee and the non-magic tee IF
circuits was studied. The results show conclusively that correlation with single
ended measurements, is very good provided the correct equation for the type of
IF circuit employed is used. Typical. correlation curves for the two types of IF
circuits are shcnm ih Figs. 12 and 13. It is to be noted that the results were
obtained for orystal pairs of arbitrary rf impedance phase. Thus, these data cor-
roborate the theory. In obtaining the data for conversion loss and ~ impedance,
the rectified crystal current was also noted. The degree of correlation was not
as definite as in the other cases. As a further check upon the results, meam.re-
ments were made at 35,000 me using lN53 crystals. A photograph of the equipment
used in this study,is shown in Fig. 1.4. These results are very similar to those
obtained in X band. They further demonstrated that local oscillator noise suppres--
sion is a function only of conversion loss and lY impedance of the crystal pair.

The authors
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.
THEORETICAL NOISE SUPPRESSION (@b)

Fig* 12 - Correlation curve of noise
suppression with magic tee
IF circuit versus calcuhted
values.

Fig. 13 - Correlation curve of noise
suppression with non magic
tee IF circuit versus calc-
ulated values.

.—
.:$

Fig. 1.4- Microwave components employed
at 35,000 me for local oscillator
noise suppression measurements.
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