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Picture 4 Temperature rate course during an arc test




7 Electric arc test procedures

For some time now the aim has been to determine requirements
for protective clothing materials that protect the electrician
against the consequences of electric arc exposure. In general,
there are no great disparities regarding the qualitative assess-
ment of the test results of different materials. But differences of
opinion can be found when discussing quantitative determina-
tions, concerning the choice of settings for test parameters and
assessments with a view to the heat flux for the electric arc. The
aforesaid question is up for discussion not only internationally
but also on a European and even a national level, too. Thus dif-
ferent developments concerning the set-up of test equipment for
electric arc tests have taken place in the course of time.

On account of different test parameters it was not possible to
show a comparability of tested material. Both manufacturers and
users compared very often only on the basis of the prospective
test current value without taking into consideration those other
important parameters such as e.g. clearance and duration.
Moreover the distinction between effective current /o during the
tests and the prospective testing current lpos has often been
neglected.

Today there are two principal ways of testing. The first principal
way is based on the test procedures described in IEC 61482-1
(methods A and B) /3/. It determines a quantitative value char-
acterising the thermal protective performance of the material or
clothing. The value is the Arc Thermal Performance Value
(ATPV), which makes it possible to compare different materials
to each other. It is also possible to compare this value to the pre-
dicted incident energy of an electric arc accident in any particu-
lar working environment, based on the information gained during
the risk assessment of that environment.
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The second principal way of testing is in accordance with ENV
50354 /4/, but is extended in this guideline by the measurement
of the heat flux. This extended procedure may in future be
included as a complementary test method in the IEC 61482-1,
mentioned above /3/.

The main difference between the CENELEC and IEC methods:

1. CENELEC have pass/fail criteria based on a fixed amperage
and clearing time.

2. IEC have pass/fail criteria not based on any fixed amperage
and clearing time (the material has a vertical flame test
before).

There are other test methods also described below. They repre-
sent supplementary test procedures or are based on special
conditions.

CENELEC and IEC, the two most common test procedures,
have been compared for the following test set parameters with
regard to the test intensity. The comparison tests arrived at a
conclusion that the test parameters prospective current, arc
duration and test distance can be compared:

CENELEC test parameters: 7 kA, 500 ms, 300 mm
(Class 2, see 7.3)
IEC test parameters: 8 kA, 167 ms, 300 mm.

In both cases an incident energy value of approx. 423 kWs/m?
can be assumed.

With regard to other test procedures or other test settings com-
parison values still have to be determined.

How the test works
The test may be used for both materials and protective clothing.
The test set-up consists of two vertically positioned rod elec-



trodes (solid electrodes made of stainless steel or another
chosen material) with a clearance of 300 mm, where the electric
arc is ignited. Three sample holder panels are positioned at a
distance of 300 mm from the longitudinal axis of the electrodes,
spaced at 120° from each other (300 mm distance is typical,
though the test method allows for distances ranging from 200 to
600 mm). Each sample holder has a minimum dimension of
550 mm x 200 mm (height x width) and is equipped with two
calorimeters made of electrical grade copper. The test set-up
provides an uninterrupted formation and propagation of the arc
in all directions (see picture 5).

Before testing, the test specimens (fabrics or clothing) are
washed 5 times or according to the manufacturer’s instructions.

In the case of testing fabrics, the materials are fastened to each
of the three vertical sample holders, enabling the simultaneous
testing of three samples during each arc shot. The calorimeters
behind the fabric samples measure the temperature rise and
thus the heat flux transmitted through the sample, and at the
same time additional calorimeters, placed beside each sample
holder, serve the purpose of measuring the total incident energy.
Software is used for the acquisition of all of this temperature
data, for a period of 30 s after ignition of the arc.

In the case of testing protective clothing, instead of material
sample holders, appropriate test mannequins are used which
are similarly equipped with calorimeters.

The test method prescribes a minimum of 20 data points for sta-
tistical significance, and since each test generates three data
points, this translates to a requirement of at least 7 electric arc
shots to be performed for each test series. The incident energy
level is varied by adjusting the arc duration (combustion period
of the arc), while the test current level (prospective current) is
held at 8 kA. The incident energies should lie within a specified
range above and below the Stoll curve.

23



24

Picture 5 Test set-up according to the IEC method

The electric supply voltage should be sufficient to allow for the
discharge of an electric arc with a gap of up to 305 mm. In prac-
tice this corresponds to a mid-voltage source (e.g. 3 up to 15 kV



a.c.). This source voltage guarantees ignition and stability of the
arc throughout the whole test period.

What the test measures

This method enables the determination of a valuation figure
which describes to which extent a specific flame resistant mate-
rial can attenuate or block the heat transmission to the skin
(heat attenuation factor, HAF). Moreover, it predicts — with a
probability of 95 % — the limiting incident energy (in cal/cm? or
kWs/m?) at which onset of 2™ degree burn may begin, based on
the Stoll curve. This limiting energy value is called the ATPV or
arc thermal performance value (see picture 6 and annex 1).
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Picture 6 2™ degree burns according to Stoll, A.M. and Chianta, M.A.
(Aerospace Medicine, Vol. 40, 1968, pp 1232—-1238)

How the test results can be used
The test procedure measures heat flux through test materials
and thus enables an easy material comparison. The ATPV
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results can be used to assist in the selection of appropriate pro-
tective clothing, in accordance with the risk assessment.

How the test works

The CENELEC-developed testing method ENV 50354:2000 /4/
may be used for both materials and protective clothing. It is
based on a fixed test set-up and testing circuit. The source volt-
age corresponds to an open circuit voltage of 400 V (50 Hz).
The electric arc test duration is 500 ms.

The standard sets 2 test levels for which the testing conditions
are exactly defined. The classes differ from each other only with
regard to the test current lpros:

Class 1: 4 kA, 500 ms
Class 2: 7 kA, 500 ms

The current level is chosen according to the class of protection
required for the practical usage conditions defined by the cus-
tomer.

It is to be observed that the effective arc current lefr, which in fact
flows during the electric arc in the test circuit, is lower than the
prospective current. The electric arc possesses a non-linear and
time-dependent resistance that in principle creates a decrease in
the short circuit value (short circuit between the electrodes).
Within the electric arc voltage of 100 to 130 V, which occurs for
a source voltage of 400 V a.c., this influence is quite significant
(15 to 20 %).



The test set-up consists of a vertically placed electrode-pair
arrangement, between which the electric arc is ignited (see pic-
ture 7). The gap between the electrodes is 30 mm. The upper
electrode is made of aluminium and the lower electrode of cop-
per. The electrodes are equipped with inner bore-holes to give
stability to the electric arc and to achieve the arc duration of 500
ms. To maintain a stable arc duration in the 400 V a.c. circuit is
more complicated than in a voltage-circuit of distinctively over
1.000 V a.c.

1: test plate with sample or test mannequin
2: test box

3: connecting cable

4: arc gap
3
.I.
e i
1o 2
. 300%1 i
|| 3t «000
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Picture 7 CENELEC test set-up (side-view, all dimensions in mm)
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The electrodes are surrounded on three sides by a test-box
which has a parabolic form (see picture 8). The box is made of
plaster and, on both top and bottom, is sealed off by means of
insulating plates. This represents an installation with its rear and
side walls, creating a directed arc effect towards the opening of
the box.

Facing this opening is placed a vertical plate, having the dimen-
sion of 400 x 400 mm. The horizontal gap to the electric-arc-axis
is 300 mm. This corresponds to the gap between the upper part
of a human body and the electric arc while working in an instal-
lation and releasing an electric arc (see picture 9).

Before testing, the test samples (fabrics or clothing) are washed
or dry-cleaned 5 times according to the procedures defined in
the standard or according to the manufacturer’s instructions.

In the case of testing fabrics, the material to be tested shall be
fitted tightly on the vertical test plate. In the case of testing cloth-
ing, a mannequin can take the place of the vertical plate.

The test method prescribes for each test two replicate samples
(shots) under the same test conditions, and for every arc shot
only one sample is tested.

What the test measures
The evaluation of the test samples is based on a visual inspec-
tion, depending on the following criteria:

e Burning time of less than or equal to 5 s after exposure to
the electric arc;

® No melting of the samples through to the inside of the ma-
terial;

® No holes of more than 5 mm (measured in any direction);

® Maintenance of function of fasteners on protective clothing
after exposure.



The test is taken to be passed, provided all those conditions are
fulfilled.
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Picture 8 Test box according to the CENELEC method
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Picture 9 Electric arc test according to the CENELEC test procedure —
class 2 test of a working jacket

The test does not measure heat flux or arc thermal performance
values of materials. However, the test set-up, and particularly the
low test voltage of 400 V, together with the requirement for just
two replicate samples, makes this an attractive option in terms
of cost.



How the test results can be used

The test conditions are intended to represent the practical situ-
ation in low-voltage installations and low-voltage networks. The
qualitative results (re-burning, melting, hole formation etc),
derived at either 4 kA/500 ms or at 7 kA/500 ms, may be used to
assess whether any given test system (fabric or protective cloth-
ing) would be appropriate under exactly the same real working
conditions. For specific applications with higher arc intensities
with the aforesaid two classes an extrapolation is not possible,
but the test set-up can also be used for higher currents and/or
longer arc exposure time.

The current CENELEC test method is relatively simple, near to
practice and has a high degree of reproducibility. However, it
does not enable the quantitative measurement of heat flux
through the test system, nor a measure of the thermal protective
performance of the test system. Much work is ongoing at
limenau Technical University in Germany in co-operation with
Saxon Textile Research Institute in Chemnitz, Germany to incor-
porate into the CENELEC method such a quantitative measure
of heat flux.

How the test works

The extended test method incorporates two calorimeter sensors
(according to EN 367 /2/ and these are equivalent to the IEC
method) into the vertical test plate upon which the test material
will be placed for evaluation. Four replicate shots correspond to
one complete test procedure.

What the test measures
The heat flux transferred through the test material or clothing is
measured by means of the two calorimeters on the test plate.
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This heat flux data is then compared to the Stoll curve criterion
to assess whether or not the onset of second degree burns
would be expected.

A test is passed if, in addition to passing the qualitative criteria
mentioned above (visual assessment), all four heat flux curves
are below the Stoll curve, i.e. the onset of second degree burns
is not predicted.

How the test results can be used

The extended method allows for a more quantitative evaluation
of protective clothing systems, within the prescribed range of
incident energy covered in the given test set-ups (either Class 1:
4 kA/500 ms or Class 2: 7 kA/500 ms).

This extended CENELEC test has been practised for several
years and it may in future be included as a complementary test
method in the IEC 61482-1 /3/, mentioned above.

How the test works

The test procedure according to RWEeurotest is applicable to ready-
made protective clothing which are to be worn while working at low-
voltage installations in order to prevent severe injuries in the area
of the chest by electric arcs. Demands upon hand and head pro-
tection can not be taken into consideration during this test method.

In order to ensure a natural reproduction during this test method
the electric arc test is carried out in a three-phase manner. The
voltage of the test cycle is about 400 V a.c. and the root mean
square value of the uninfluenced short circuit current is about 10
kA. In each phase the current has to be in between the limiting



deviation of 0 to +5 %. The test is carried out with a rated fre-
quency of 50 Hz or 60 Hz. The manufacturer stipulates that the
arc duration has to be 500 ms or 1000 ms. The arc gap dimen-
sion between the electrodes (bus-bares) is approximately 5 mm.

For the test set-up it is necessary to have a specific service
(house-connection) box of the following type: KH 00 100-A
equipped with three bus-bars which are flared out to the bottom
(see German national standard DIN 43627 and DIN VDE 0660-
505 for service boxes). The bus-bars have to be constructed of
warm-rolled flat-bars 40 mm x 5 mm made of steel (see DIN
1017-Ust 37-2). The cap has to be removed (see picture 10).

L\
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Picture 10 Arrangement of flat-bar bus-bars and the CU wire bridge in a
branch box, Typ KH 00 100-A
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The protective clothing for the electric arc test can either be a
suit, an overall or a coat (protective gown). The test refers to pro-
tective clothing of 176 cm to 186 cm stature. The amount of test
(shots) is not defined but two to four shots are recommended.

Before testing, the protective clothing specimens are washed
industrially 40 times according to EN ISO 10528 /5/, or dry-
cleaned 40 times according to ISO 3175 /6/.

The protective clothing to be tested is positioned on a non-flam-
mable mannequin (size 176 cm to 186 cm). There are eight
calorimeters as for EN 367 /2/ on the trunk and two on each arm,
a total of 12 sensors on the upper body area (level with the sur-
face of the mannequin) in order to measure the surface heat flux
(see picture 11).

The mannequin is positioned in front of the above specified ser-
vice box which has been installed in a corner of the test room.
The approximate centre of the dummy’s trunk is positioned 300
mm away from the formation of the electric arc (see picture 12).

The temperature data from the sensors is collected by a meas-
uring device with bandwidth of 10 kHz. The recordable tempera-
ture range is up to 400 °C. Acquisition of the temperature data
continues for a minimum of 20 s after the ignition of the electric
arc.

What the test measures

The heat flux (in kW/m?) can be determined by the following

characteristics:

® mass, area and the specific thermal capacity of the copper
sheets

¢ temperature change during the test (peak temperature minus
the initial temperature of the calorimeters)

¢ time difference between the triggering of the electric arc up
to moment the peak temperature occurs.



Picture 11 Arrangement of thermocouples on RWEeurotest equipment

The protective clothing should protect the human body against
burn injuries which occur through the three-phase electric arc at
either 10 kA/1 s or 10 kA/0,5 s with a clearance of 300 mm. In
this case the body surface should not be exposed to temperatu-
re values which are above the reference Stoll curve, i.e. which
could lead to onset of 2™ degree burns.

The test is said to be passed, if

e the surface heat flux on the calorimeters behind the test
clothing does not exceed the heat fluxes according to Stoll/
Chianta (i.e. onset of 2™ degree burns not predicted)

35



36

: L .
Picture 12 Service box of type KH 00 100-2 and protective clothing befo-
re the electric arc test

e the fasteners of the protective clothing system can be
opened

¢ there are — after inspection — no breaks and holes due to the
spread of flame which are bigger than 10 mm in diameter
(most decisive is the lowest positioned layer)



e the protective clothing system does not after-burn for more
than 5 s.

How the test results can be used

The pass/fail results achieved through this test method can
assist in the selection of appropriate personal protective clothing
for working in these given working conditions, namely 10 kA/
1000 ms or 500 ms/triple phase/directed arc/300 mm distance to
sample.

How the test works

Any object having a temperature above 0 degree Kelvin, emits
electromagnetic radiation, especially “thermal infrared radiation”.
For a perfect emitter or “black body”, this emission is calculated
according to the Planck law.

Generally speaking, an object does not behave as a perfect
emitter (black body) and accordingly, it is necessary to know its
emissivity ¢ when using thermography. This coefficient ¢ is de-
fined as the ratio of the radiation emitted by an object to the
energy a black body would emit at the same temperature. Thus
it takes values between 0 and 1.

For polished metals, the emissivity is abut 0,005, while for other
objects, as human skin, coal, etc. (good emitters), it is almost
1. In general, the emissivity is function of the wave length of the
radiation emitted.

Infrared thermographic systems are devices designed for receiv-
ing this radiation emitted and to turn them into a signal, normally
electrical currents or voltages.
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According to the above mentioned test methods calorimeters
made of thermocouples are used in pairs or in large numbers for
measuring during electric arc testing, the reason being the
hottest spot on the test sample can be found in various points
while testing. In order to take the measurements of this spot and
to evaluate the heat flux on the sample as well, the method of
thermography may be applied. Another advantage in contrast to
the usage of thermocouples is the spacious distance to the
sample. Any sort of impairment of the thermographic measuring
set-up from heat or molten metal splashes can be excluded
because the measuring device is positioned behind the sample.

What the test measures

The images obtained by the measuring method are analysed by
the monitoring system of the thermographic equipment, so that
it is possible to do a sequence of snapshots of the very moment
in which maximum temperature has been reached with parallel
specification of its heat flux. Of each snapshot the hottest spot
is taken as basis for further calculation (see pictures 13 and 14).
Through the temperature characteristic of the area around the
hottest point with predefined dimensions, the average tempera-
ture T is calculated.

Picture 13 Thermographic snapshot series of an electric arc test



Picture 14 Evaluation of the hottest spot through thermography

Afterwards, the average heat flux which has passed through the
sample can be calculated. This flux refers to the fact that tem-
perature increases after the fabric has been exposed to the heat.
Standard deviations of the size of this area are approximately 20
for the hottest shot, decreasing when cooling off.

The graphics (see picture 15) represent the evolution of the flux
measurements for these areas (in Celsius degrees) with respect
to time, as well as maximum temperatures reached on the fabric
at each moment. Every AMYS sequence is preceded by a flux
shot, also corresponding to the “hottest shot”.

The emissivity of the fabric is measured in laboratory obtaining
a value of 0.90 (maximum error 0.03). This shows an error of
temperature depending on the temperature value:
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Picture 15.2 Heat flux curve during the test




for 150° C, the maximum error is 3°C
for 350° C, the maximum error is 13°C

In order to get flux data from temperature data, it suffices to
multiply the fourth power of T [K] by the constant of Stephen-
Boltzmann (5.7 x 10-%) and by the emissivity (0.9) for obtaining
the flux in W/mz

O=¢-0-T

where
¢ = 0.9 for the fabric
0=5.7x 10" W/m2 K*

The areas where the fluxes are averaged describe the hottest
spots of each shot and determine a concentric square of
8.72 cm of edge. Thus, the respective area includes 76.04 cm?.

Measurement speed is somewhat more than four shots per sec-
ond, which means about 90 shots for a sequence. This number
is limited by the storing capacity of the computer, and corre-
sponds to 21.42 seconds.

Each sequence contains a variable number of data that can be
rejected. They belong to the first data obtained and correspond
to room temperature measurement. The fact that these data
appear is due to method, namely the temperature measurement
during the test; the thermographic equipment is connected
before triggering any electric arc. For that reason there is a vari-
able time space in which the thermographic equipment stores
data of the testing sample at room temperature. This is to secure
registration of the very instant the electric arc is triggered.

For the time being, automatic tuning in of both equipment (ther-
mographic and electric arc control) is not possible. That is why
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some of the initial data has to be rejected, approximating to a
sequence of about 20 seconds.

During the thermographic test three data columns are regis-
tered. The first one represents the time in seconds of the
measurement process, the second one reveals the temperature
of the hottest point on the fabric for each time unit and the third
column shows the thermal flux of the specified area in W/cm?
(in the first testing in kW/m?) for each time unit.

How the test results can be used

Generally speaking, the data on peak thermal flux which passed
through the sample are used for describing the most un-
favourable circumstance from the point of view of protective
clothing. The data of the other columns are used as comple-
mentary information to highlight anomalous or specially signifi-
cant cases.

For the moment this sort of test can not be carried out accord-
ing to the described procedure because there is no laboratory
available to do these tests.



8 Flammability of fabrics

It must be emphasised that all fibres, either natural or synthetic,
can burn to some extent. Thus in standardisation the term
“flame-resistant” is used. The fabrics are especially charac-
terised by how they react after having been exposed to flames.

The protective efficiency of a material lies in the fact that the
user has to be insulated from the exposed heat energy and that
the material in the specific areas that start burning cease to do
so as soon as possible (see after-flame time). Ultimately, the
user should not be injured by the material used. However, the
protective clothing cannot ‘guarantee’ 100% protection against
exposure to a certain hazard.
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9 Classification of arc resistant
clothing as protective clothing

There is one question which constantly arises, namely whether
working clothing for electro-technical work should be assigned
as ‘personal protective equipment (PPE). In most of the
countries world-wide, and all over Europe and North America,
there are directives which require an estimation of exposure to
danger to be made for every workplace. This also is applicable
to electro-technical work. For this sort of work the aforesaid
estimation will mean as a result that the operator — more or less
— runs the risk to a large extent of being exposed to an electric
arc. As far as it is possible any sort of danger originating from
the danger zone has to be eliminated which consequently
means — disconnecting!

But this is not always possible when circumstances demand to
do “working in the vicinity of live parts” or “live working”. However
these specific operation methods are only allowed if protective
measures against electric arc hazards have been accomplished.
The protection of the operator by means of protective clothing
should be the last step to be taken.

The danger of an electric arc ignition in normal networks (elec-
tro-technical work takes place here to a great extent) can not be
eliminated completely. In order to counteract any sort of danger
for the person concerned precautions should be taken in any
case, even if the risk for specific work seems to be quite small.
If the test requirements for the clothing consists in the expected
intensity of the exposure and the quality requirements of each
product are guaranteed, then the question whether clothing has
to be called work clothing or rather protective clothing resistant
against electric arcs seems to be of secondary importance.

However it has to be emphasised that the tested materials do not
resist each and every electric arc. An electric arc is an unex-



pected incident, the intensity of which can only be estimated by
network parameters. However, additional danger and uncertain-
ty arises by e.g. the distance the person concerned is standing
away from the arc. It has to be remarked here that with regard to
most electric arc test procedures a distance of approximately
300 mm to the chest area is taken as the basis.

45



46

10 Recommendations for
specimen selection of material

If an electric arc hazard is at all possible at a workplace, work
clothing of flame resistant or flame-retardant material shall be
used. Pure cotton without additional finishing (impregnation) can
only compensate to a certain degree the missing flame-retardant
properties by means of a higher weight.

The construction of the fabric is essential, too. Thus a light ma-
terial with less close construction and less twisted yarn offers
lower heat flux resistance. A very closely-woven material with
tightly woven and twisted yarn will not start burning so quickly.

In most of the countries world-wide a risk analysis has to be
absolved for each work site according to the safety regulations,
i.e. the European Directives 89/391/EEC /7/ and 89/686/EEC /1/.
As a result of a risk analysis, and a knowledge of the relative
thermal performances of various fabric systems according to
one or the other test method described above, the appropriate
level of protective clothing should be selected. As a minimum
guideline, for workplaces with increased electric arc hazard the
persons concerned shall wear protective clothing according to
the Classes 1 or 2 of the CENELEC method, namely approxi-
mately 248 kWs/m? or 423 kWs/m? (5,8 cal/cm? or 10,2 cal/cm?)
respectively. Picture 16 shows approximate values for a co-ordi-
nation of necessary weights of fabrics. On account of different
procedures during the production of fabrics deviations from the
aforesaid values are quite possible and chosen fabric systems
should be tested in order to measure their specific arc thermal
performance values.



CE':‘.EI'E? Cotton FR Aramid fibre
Classification
Class 1
4kA 300g/m? 250 g/m?
> 2
Class 2 SSOO?/m 4500?/'“
7 kA 2 x 320 g/m? 2 x 250 g/m?

Picture 16 Required minimum weight of material
(approximate values as material properties can vary quite a lot in the course

of production)
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11 Quality assurance

Tests have always shown that the grade of flame-retardant
fabrics deviate from production to production, even in one pro-
duction huge deviations could be realised. This is applicable to
fabrics made of chemical fibres, especially for natural fibres
equipped with flame-retardant properties.

Fabrics which have passed the electric arc test may not pass if
other fabrics of another production are tested. Thus the produc-
tion of flame-retardant fabrics have to be tested shortly after-
wards with regard to the fact whether flame-retardant properties
deteriorate or not.

The manufacturers have to develop suitable random sample
tests for this so that a constant quality can be guaranteed.
Abrasion of the fabrics which takes place in practice by numer-
ous launderings has to be taken into consideration, too.

A cost-saving check of electric arc properties of a fabric could
be given by laser technology in the future. However, these con-
siderations are still in an initial stage.

It shall be emphasised that there are very restrictive regulations
for the production of personal protective clothing in many
countries. In the European Community it is compulsory to do
type tests for a personal protective equipment. In order to guar-
antee the defined properties of the product during manufacturing
a quality assurance system or random tests taken by a certified
test laboratory is required.



12 Recommendations for wearing

The work clothing or protective clothing will only protect effec-
tively, if it is really used and worn. Numerous severe accidents
only happened because the aforesaid clothing had not been
worn, the jacket had not been closed or the sleeves had been
rolled up. Often ergonomic points of view are reasons for the
inappropriate wearing of clothing; thus the personnel should be
included in the process of selection and trial wearing of the pro-
tective clothing before purchasing.

During its wearing the flame-retardant property of the clothing
can be neutralised by other worn garments which are easily
flammable. Thus it has to be taken care that clothing for protec-
tion from both the weather and the cold should fulfil the same
requirements. Regarding underwear, garments of pure cotton
were judged to be suitable during electric arc tests.

Moreover there is another problem that arises, namely that the
clothing gets dirty. Flame-resistant properties can be reduced or
even neutralised by any sort of flammable impurities. So the per-
son concerned has to take care that the protective clothing is
regularly cleaned according to the manufacturer’s instructions.
Each garment has got a marking according to EN 340 /8/ which
describes the manufactured material and the recommended
washing procedure (see picture 17).

Picture 17 Care labelling of
manufacturer
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The European Directive 89/686/EEC /1/ requires that the manu-
facturer has to give product information for the user. The clothing
shall be marked for example with the address of the manufac-
turer, number of standard, protection level, size of clothing,
washing and/or dry cleaning procedure, comfort, ageing.
Additionally each product has to be equipped with “relevant infor-
mation” for the customer in order to explain the kind of use, the
level or classes mentioned, restrictions for use, warnings and
information about storing, cleaning, decontamination, repairing
and so on.
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15 Test results of
typical clothing materials

Test picture 1 CENELEC/7 kA/0,5 sIMeta-Aramid, 3 layers 630 g/m?
Top layer destroyed/No afterglow/Stoll criteria complied

Test picture 2 CENELECI/7 kAl0,5 sIMeta-Aramid, 2 layers 420 gim*
Top layer destroyed/No afterglow/Stoll criteria exceeded

53



Test picture 3 CENELEC/7 kA/0,5 s/Cotton FR, 2 layers 650 g/m?
No perforation/No afterglow/Stoll criteria complied

Test picture 4 CENELEC/7 kA/0,5 s/Cotton FR, 1 layers 330 g/m?
No perforation/No afterglow/Stoll criteria exceeded
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Test picture 5 CENELEC/4 kA/0,5 s/Cotton FR, 2 layers 650 gim*
No perforation/No afterglow/Stoll criteria complied
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Test picture 6.1 ATPV-test results according to IEC of NOMEX® Delta A,
267 gim?, navy
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Test picture 6.2 Test result NOMEX® Delta A, 267 g/m?, navy
IECI8 kAI0,15 s with E; = 27,9 Ws/cn?

57



Tha iniiiuin fof tha imvaligaion of Elscirical Accidenis
344 e GECANE! 100Ps FR Comiees Prosbaenll, syl bive twil, ES 122 FIX 3850

Trm tndowing st wers periormed on el paneis speced 13 incheil vom P B2 NG N seDTos Spatrn) of
12 mohwen weeh i awernge commnl of B DS end e ey renge of 4800 11 calom® The s wied 200
B Dlane Pows? TPl High Consm L in Torels, Carads on Th by 04, 2000

T MEICE R ORI o oo e el AS T F1SSR e

- |
L
- I
[ 3 S —
= = & L Lw = =T L
._ — ol x i L 5 _ M
| m LT -
| - - S B Ciph o
- ..
ke '
-
| =
| P T b b e s o % e W W E D
ATP Vpiusi calier) = BB HAF %L & TR
ATV il Corbea Paea s 7010 Pl % Corldese seer = TLT TR
P B Comtaeroy E- : it P B Corcance el s B 15
. e E] 1
P M
o GBS

Test picture 7.1 ATPV-test results according to IEC of SECAN® 100% Cotton
FR, 350 g/m? royal blue
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7 B &

Test picture 7.2 Test result SECAN® 100% Cotton FR, 350 g/n?, royal blue
IECI8 kAI0,17 s with E; = 21,5 Ws/cn??
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Test picture 8.1 ATPV-test results according to IEC of NOMEX® IlIA,
360 g/m?, forest green

60



Test picture 8.2 Test result NOMEX® llIA, 360 g/m?, forest green
IECI8 kA/0,17 s with E; = 31,77 Wslcm?
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Test picture 9.1 ATPV-test results according to IEC of SECAN® FR 100%,
511 g/m? royal blue
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Test picture 9.2 Test result SECAN® FR, 100% Cotton, 511 g/im? royal blue
IECI8 kAI0,39 s with E; = 73,01 Ws/cm?
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Annex 1 Stoll curve

Human Tissue Telerance te Heat, Second Degree Bumm"

Exposure Heat Mux Tatal heat Calerimater
time equivalent
lrenlConatantan

thermozouple

L HWIm* Ci_lF:m H'ﬁ']nlm Callem | &T"C | &mV
g z

1 50 1.2 1] 1.2 B8 0.46
2 i 073 61 1.448 10.8 0.67
3 23 055 (5] 1.65 12.2 0,63
d 1] 045 75 1.60 13.3 0.6%
-1 18 038 8 1.5 14.1 0.72
& 14 0.34 a5 204 151 0.TE
7 13 030 a8 210 15.5 080
B 115 0Erd g2 219 16.2 0.83
§ 106 | 0.252 a5 227 16.8 .88
10 6.8 0.233 a8 pdk <] 173 | 088
1" - B 0.219 101 241 178 0,92
12 BB 02056 103 2 .45 18,2 0.94
13 8.1 0,154 106 262 18,7 0.a7
14 7.7 0184 10k 254 18,14 .55
15 T4 0ATT 111 .66 19,7 1.02
16 To 0168 113 289 10.8 1.03
i7 6.7 0160 114 A 20.2 1.04
18 G4 0154 116 20T 20.6 1.06
19 52 0,148 118 F o | 20.8 1.08
20 6.0 0143 120 286 21.2 1.10
25 5.1 oAz2 128 3.5 22.6 147
30 45 ooT 134 i | 238 1.23

1. Bibliography: A M. Stoll and M.A. Chianta, “Method and Rating System
for Evaluation of Thermal Protection™, Asrospace Medicine, Vol 40, 1988,
pp. 12321238
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