Sony Middle East and Africa FZE
P.O Box 16871, Jebel Ali Free Zone, Dubai,
United Arab Emirates

20-April-2026

Kind Attn: Eurasian Economic Commission

Comments on the draft Amendment No. 1 to TR EAEU 048/2019 (TP_EASC 048/2019)

We appreciate the opportunity to provide our comments on the draft amendment to TR EAEU 048/2019
(TP EASC 048/2019). Having carefully reviewed the proposed changes, we would like to submit the
following observations for your consideration.

<For Annex #5 (standby mode)>

Draft TR text
II. OcHOBHblE NOHATUSA
«PEXUM BbIKNIOUEHUS» - COCTOAHWE 060pYAOBaHWS, NPU KOTOPOM OHO NOAK/IOMEHO K WUCTOYHWMKY NUTAHWS, HE

HaXOAWUTCS B PaBoUEM PeXMME UK PEXMME OXMAAHUS 1 MOXET BbIMONHATL MWL DYHKUMKM 06ecnedeHuns BbINONHEHUA
TpeboBaHUi K 31eKTPOMArHUTHOM COBMECTUMOCTU U (UNN) NHAMKAUMK PEXUMA BbIK/IOYEHNS;

pexxuM «BbIK/IOYEHO» — PEXUM, B KOTOPOM 06opyAcBaHWE NOAKIIOYEHO K UCTOYHUKY NUTaHUSA, U AN AOCTUXKEHUA
HaUMEHbLLEro SHepronoTpebneHns NEpeBoaNTCS B COCTOSIHWE MOKON aBTOMaTUYECKWN, NOCPEACTBOM NepeKnouaTenei

NN 3NEMEHTOB YNpaBnexus, AOCTYNHbIX NOb30BaTeNIo;
Comment E e o ; . L o
Both definitions describe a condition in which the equipment is connected to the power supply, is not in active or
standby mode, and aims to achieve minimal energy consumption. However, the definitions differ only in limited
aspects, such as whether the transition occurs automatically or via user-accessible controls, and whether residual
functions (e.g. EMC-related functions or indication) are explicitly mentioned. As currently drafted, the substantive
overlap between the two definitions creates ambiguity as to whether two distinct regulatory concepts are intended
or whether this is an unintended duplication.

This ambiguity may affect the interpretation of energy consumption limits, testing procedures, and conformity
assessment requirements throughout Annex 5. Without clarification, manufacturers, test laboratories, and market
surveillance authorities may apply inconsistent interpretations, increasing compliance risks and administrative burden.
International standards and regulatory frameworks, including IEC 62301 and EU ecodesign regulations, typically rely
on a single, clearly defined “off mode,” with distinctions based on permitted residual functions rather than parallel
terminology. Aligning with this approach would enhance regulatory clarity and international consistency.

We therefore respectfully request clarification of the regulatory intent behind these two definitions. If both are
intended to coexist, their respective scope and application should be clearly distinguished. If not, we recommend
' consolidating them into a single, clear definition of “off mode” in the final text.

Draft TR text
I1. OcHOBHbIE NOHATUA
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«CETEBON pexuM» — niobble peXxuMmel paboTbl Npubopa, B KOTOPLIX NMpubop, NOTPeBNSIOWWIA 3HEPrni0, NOAKNIOYEH K
CETEBOMY MCTOYHUKY MUTaHUS U aKTUBMPYETCS, KaK MUHUMYM, OAHa ceTeBas (yHKUus (Hanpumep, NOBTOPHOE
BKNIOYEHWE NOCPEACTBOM CETEBOW KOMaHAb! UM COOBLLIEHNE O LeNOCTHOCTU CETH), HO B KOTOPbIX OCHOBHAS PyHKUMNA
He ABNAETCA aKTUBHOW;

Comment

The current definition describes a condition in which the equipment is connected to a network power source, at least
one network function is activated, and the main function is not active. This description corresponds substantively to
what is internationally recognized as "network standby mode" rather than a general "network mode." The term
"network mode" could reasonably be interpreted as encompassing any operational state in which network connectivity
is active, including fully active operating states, which would significantly broaden the scope beyond the apparent
regulatory intent.

This ambiguity may lead to inconsistent interpretation and application across EAEU member states, affecting the
determination of applicable energy consumption limits, testing requirements, and conformity assessment obligations.
To ensure clarity and consistent enforcement, we respectfully recommend that this definition be explicitly designated
as "network standby mode" (cetesoit pexmm oxuaaHus) and that this terminology be applied consistently throughout
the regulation.

We further recommend aligning the definition with the internationally recognized formulation established in EU
Commission Regulation (EC) No 1275/2008, which defines networked standby as:

"3 condition in which the equipment is able to resume a function by way of a remotely initiated trigger from a network
connection.”

This definition is concise, technology-neutral, and applicable across diverse network types and communication
protocols. By contrast, the current draft references specific examples of network functions, which may not capture
all forms of network connectivity in modern products and risks becoming outdated as network architectures evolve.
A technology-neutral definition would ensure long-term regulatory relevance and applicability to a wide range of
product categories.

Aligning with the EU definition would also facilitate international trade, enable the use of existing compliance data,
and reduce unnecessary adaptation costs for manufacturers operating across multiple markets.

We therefore respectfully recommend that the term "ceTeBon pexuM" be replaced with "ceTeBoi pexum oxuaaHus,"
and that the definition be revised to align with EU Regulation (EC) No 1275/2008. These clarifications would enhance
legal certainty, support consistent enforcement across the EAEU, and strengthen the regulation's alignment with
established international practice. We respectfully request that these revisions be reflected in the final text.

Draft TR text

1. O6bnacTb NpUMeHeHus

1. HacrosiuMe TpeboBaHMS pacnpoCTPaHAIOTCA Ha BbiMyckaeMoe B 06palleHMe Ha TaMOXEHHOW Tepputopun
EBpa3suiickoro 3KOHOMMYeckoro cotosa (aanee - Coto3) creaywouwee obopyaosaHue, NpeaHasHadeHHoe ANs
MCNONb30BaHUA B BbITY Mnn B oduce (B TOM uUWCNe BHE MOMELLEHWA) HE MMEIoWWMMU CNeunanbHoi NOAroTOBKM
nonb3oBaTensmu, paboTatoLiee HeNOCPEACTBEHHO OT 3N1EKTPUUECKOW CETU C HOMWUHAsbHBIM HanpsxeHuem 4o 250 B

(BknounTENbHO) (Aanee - obopyaosaHue):

H) aKTMBHbIE aKyCTUUYECKME CUCTEMb! C MIMTAHWEM OT CETU NEPEMEHHOr0 TOKa;

Comment

HS codes 8528.71 and 8528.72 are assigned to television receivers and related audiovisual display equipment. These
codes are therefore relevant to products regulated under Annex 4 (Electronic Displays / Televisions) and do not
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correspond to audio-only equipment. However, according to the Decision of the EEC Board No. 23, HS codes 8528.71
and 8528.72 are assigned to [n) active acoustic systems powered by an AC network;]

<Decision of the EEC Board No. 23>

-

HamveHoBaHIE NPOAYKIDDI ¢ Kond JoxymeHT { TpiMeyannee
a TH B3J{ EA9C#| 06 omeHRe cOOTBETCTBHL &
1€ 24 3e 4e
H) BKTHBHbIE 8KYCTHIECKHE CICTEMB] C 8528 71¢
IHTAHIEM OT CeTH MepeMEHBOTC ToKa; ¢ 8528 72¢

https://docs.eaeunion.org/documents/399/6419/

Active acoustic systems powered by an AC network are fundamentally different from televisions in terms of their
intended function, technical characteristics, and regulatory treatment. They do not provide image display or television
reception functions and should not be associated with HS codes that are specifically designated for television
equipment.

Including active acoustic systems in Annex 5 without clearly identifying the appropriate HS codes creates a risk of
misclassification at customs and inconsistent application of technical regulation requirements. HS code classification
plays a critical role in determining the applicability of EAEU technical regulations, and unclear or incorrect code
references may lead to enforcement practices that do not accurately reflect the nature of the products concerned.
To ensure legal certainty and consistent enforcement, we respectfully request that the HS codes applicable to active
acoustic systems powered from AC mains be reviewed and clearly identified in line with the Harmonized System
nomenclature and Decision of the EEC Board No. 23. Any implication that HS codes 8528.71 or 8528.72 apply to such
equipment should be corrected or clarified.

Clarifying the correct HS code classification would prevent customs misclassification, enhance consistency between
technical regulation and customs enforcement, and provide greater predictability for manufacturers and importers.
We respectfully request that this issue be addressed in the final text of Annex 5.

Draft TR text

1. ObnacTtb NpuMeHeHns

1. Hactoswme Tpe6oBaHMs pacnpoOCTPAHAIOTCA Ha Bbinyckaemoe B oObpalleHne Ha TaMOXEHHOW TeppuTopuu
EBpasuiicKoro 3KOHOMMYecKoro coto3a (panee - Coto3) cnegyroulee o6opyaoBaHue, NpeaHasHadeHHoe ANA
MCNONb30BaHWS B ObITY UM B oduce (B TOM YMCNe BHE MOMELUEHWIA) He MMEWUMN CneumnanbHol noaroToBKM
nons3osatensmu, paboTarouee HENOCPEACTBEHHO OT 3/IEKTPUUECKOM CeTU C HOMUHAJIbHBIM HaMpsXkeHneM Ro
250 B (BroUNTENBHO) (Aanee - obopyaosaHue):

Comment

We understand that the regulatory intent is to address energy efficiency for end-use equipment that is directly
connected to the mains and used by non-professional users. However, as currently drafted, the scope may be
interpreted to include equipment that does not operate directly from the mains as intended, but instead requires a
low-voltage external power supply (EPS), such as an external AC/DC adapter. This creates ambiguity as to whether
the regulation applies to the end-use product, the external power supply, or both.

Such ambiguity may lead to inconsistent interpretation and enforcement across EAEU member states, increasing legal
uncertainty for manufacturers, test laboratories, and market surveillance authorities. Clear scope definitions are
particularly important because they determine which products are subject to energy consumption limits, testing
requirements, and documentation obligations.
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Many globally marketed products—especially in the ICT, consumer electronics, and small household appliance
sectors—are designed so that the end-use equipment operates exclusively at low voltage, while energy efficiency
requirements for standby and off modes are addressed separately at the level of the external power supply. If these
products are unintentionally brought into scope, manufacturers may face duplicative or overlapping compliance
obligations, the need to redesign globally standardized products for the EAEU market, and increased testing and
certification costs without corresponding energy efficiency benefits.

We note that EU Commission Regulation (EC) No 1275/2008, while not formally included in the List of international
and regional documents, represents a well-established and internationally recognized regulatory framework for
standby and off-mode energy consumption. A key feature of the EU approach is the explicit exclusion of equipment
that requires a low-voltage external power supply to operate as intended. This ensures regulatory coherence with
other horizontal ecodesign measures, particularly those applicable to external power supplies.

Aligning Annex 5 and the scope of application with this internationally accepted principle would reduce technical
barriers to trade, facilitate the use of existing compliance data and test results, and enhance predictability for
manufacturers operating across multiple markets.

We therefore respectfully recommend clarifying that the requirements do not apply to equipment that requires a low-
voltage external power supply to operate as intended, and that the regulation applies only to equipment designed to
operate directly from the mains electricity supply. This clarification could be introduced either as an explicit exclusion
in the scope of application or through a definition-level distinction.

Such clarification would prevent unintended expansion of regulatory coverage, support consistent enforcement, and
contribute to the effective and proportionate achievement of the regulation’s energy efficiency objectives.

Draft TR text

I. O6nacTb NpUMeHeHUs
1. Hactoswme TpeboBaHWS pacnpoCTPaHSIOTCA Ha BbinyckaeMoe B o6palleHMe Ha TaMOXEHHOW Tepputopum

EBpa3niickoro 3KOHOMWuecKkoro coto3a (panee - Cow3) cregylowee obopyaoBaHue, npeaHasHayeHHoe ANns
MCMoNb30BaHWs B BbITy UM B oduce (B TOM YUCNE BHE MOMELUEHWIA) HE MMEIWMMKU CreunanbHon NMoAroTOBKM
nonb3osaTensmMu, paboTalollee HENOCPEACTBEHHO OT 3NEKTPUYECKON CETU C HOMUHAMbHLIM HanpsxeHnem ao 250 B

(BxmounTenbHO) (Aanee - obopynosaHue):

M) MOHWUTOPSI;

Comment

Under the current draft, monitors are explicitly listed as products subject to Annex 5, while Annex 4 establishes a
comprehensive regulatory framework for electronic displays, including monitors. Annex 4 contains detailed definitions,
performance requirements, test methods, and documentation obligations specifically tailored to electronic displays.
As a result, there is a significant risk that the same monitor product could be subject to requirements under both

Annex 4 and Annex 5.

Such potential double applicability creates legal and practical uncertainty regarding which requirements prevail, which
test methodologies should be applied, and which conformity assessment and labeling obligations are required. From
the perspective of manufacturers, test laboratories, and market surveillance authorities, this ambiguity increases
compliance costs, leads to duplicative testing, and raises the risk of inconsistent enforcement decisions across EAEU
member states.

Monitors are globally traded products that are typically designed and certified under a single, clearly defined regulatory
framework. International regulatory practice, including EU ecodesign and energy labeling regulations, assigns
monitors exclusively to electronic display regulations rather than to general equipment frameworks. This approach
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ensures regulatory clarity, facilitates market access, and avoids conflicting or overlapping requirements.

Annex 4 of the draft technical regulation reflects this international best practice by establishing a horizontal, product-
specific framework for electronic displays, including monitors. By contrast, Annex 5 applies broadly to a wide range
of household and office equipment and is not tailored to the specific technical characteristics of displays. Including
monitors simultaneously under Annex 5 risks undermining the coherence of the regulatory structure and blurring the
intended boundary between product-specific and general requirements.

To ensure clarity, consistency, and effective implementation, we respectfully recommend that the definitions of
“monitor” and “display” be clearly aligned across Annex 4 and Annex 5, and that it be explicitly stated that a single
product shall not be subject to energy efficiency requirements under more than one Annex. As a practical and
proportionate solution, monitors should be regulated exclusively under Annex 4 and excluded from Annex 5.
Clarifying this relationship would prevent double regulation, reduce unnecessary compliance burdens, enhance legal
certainty for all stakeholders, and strengthen alignment with internationally established regulatory practice. We
therefore respectfully request that the final text clearly delineate the applicability of Annex 4 and Annex 5 with respect

to monitors.

Draft TR text

III. Tpe6oBaHUA K 3HEPreTUUYECKon 3PPeKTUBHOCTN 060PYAOBAHUA B PEXUME OXWAAHUSA, BbIK/MIOHEHUSA U CETEBOM
peXMMe 0XMAaHUS U 0COBEHHOCTM OMNpeAeneHns nokasarenei sHepreTMHeckon 3heKTUBHOCTH

3. O6opyAoBaHMUE AOMXHO UMETb YCTPOICTBa (YCTPOICTBO) YNPaB/eHNs PEXUMOM NEKTPONUTaHUA, KpOMe CETEBOrO,
X0Ts 6bl 0AHOMO U3 CNeayuiX BUAOB:

a) aBTOMaTMYeCcKoe ynpasnsiolwee YCTPOCTBO, B KpaTyaiiuee BpeMs nepesoAsiuee o6opyaoBaH/e, NOAKNIOUEHHOE
K CeTW, HO He BLINOMHSIOWEE rNaBHble paboune YHKUMM W He CBA3aHHOe C ApyruM 06opyaoBaHWeMm, B pexuM
OXUAAHUS MU PEXMUM BLIKITIOYEHUSA, €CNN AaHHas BYHKUMS He NPensaTCTBYeT MPUMEHEHWUIO NO HasHaYeHno;

6) MexaHWuYecKoe ynpasnsiollee YCTPOWCTBO, PacnonoXeHHOe Ha nepeaHen MaHenu NOAKIIIYEHHOro K CeTu u
YCTaHOBAEHHOro B pabouee nonoxeHune o60pyaoBaHUS MAM B APYroM BU3yasibHO Habnto4aeMoM W NerkoaoCTyNHOM
MecTe Ha 3ToM 060pyAOBaHNM, B PyHHOM pexume nepeksovalouiee o6opyaoBaHne B PeXUM OXUAAHWUA UM PEXNM

BbIK/IOYEHUS;
B) AN MYNbTUMEAWAHBIX aKYCTUUYECKUX CUCTEM CO BCTPOEHHBLIM 3NEKTPOHHBIM AMCMEeeM C MNOLWAAbI0 3KPaHa He
MeHee 100 u He Bonee 500 KB.CM YHKUMIO yripaBneHWs NnuTaHMeM, KOTopaa B TedeHune 4 4acos nocie nocneaHero
B3aMMOAENCTBMA C NONb3OBATENEM AO0/MKHA NEpPeKiovaTh MYNbTUMEAUMHYI0 aKyCTUYECKYKD CUCTEMY U3 pexuMma
BK/IOYEHO B PEXMM OXWAAHWS MNN CETEBOM PEXWM OXWAAHUS WM APYrOoW PEXuM, KOTOPblA He npesbillaer
YCTBHOBEHHbIE TPEGOBAHUA K SHEPronoTpebneHnto AN pexuma OXXMASHUA WUIM CETEBOr0 PEXUMa 0XUAAHMA.

Comment

Regarding subparagraphs (a) and (b), we note an important internal inconsistency. Subparagraph (a) already includes
a valuable safeguard, requiring automatic transition to lower-power modes only when "this function does not prevent
the intended use of the equipment." This qualification is essential, as certain categories of equipment—such as
security and surveillance devices, video cameras, and other event-driven or mission-critical products—must remain
in on-mode at all times to fulfill their primary function.

However, subparagraph (b) does not include a comparable qualification. For the categories of equipment described
above, even a manually accessible power management control may conflict with the intended use if it inadvertently
facilitates inappropriate mode transitions. To ensure internal consistency and prevent unintended compliance conflicts,
we respectfully recommend that subparagraph (b) be revised to include the same qualification as subparagraph (a),
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explicitly stating that the requirement applies only where it does not prevent or contradict the intended use of the
equipment.

Regarding the range of acceptabie low-power modes, we note a further inconsistency between subparagraphs (a)
and (b) on the one hand, and subparagraph (c) on the other. Subparagraph (c) already recognizes that products may
transition into "another mode that does not exceed the applicable power consumption requirements for standby or
network standby mode," reflecting the practical reality that modern equipment often incorporates low-power states
that do not fit neatly into formal mode definitions.

Subparagraphs (a) and (b), however, restrict transitions exclusively to standby mode or off mode. This asymmetry
may force manufacturers to redesign power management systems solely to comply with formal mode definitions,
incurring additional costs without delivering additional energy savings. To ensure consistency and technical neutrality,
we recommend that subparagraphs (a) and (b) be aligned with subparagraph (c) by explicitly permitting transition
to:

"standby mode, off mode, or another mode that does not exceed the established power consumption requirements
for standby mode or network standby mode."

Addressing both points would enhance internal consistency, support practical product design, reduce unnecessary
compliance burdens, and maintain the effectiveness of the regulation's energy efficiency objectives. We respectfully
request that these clarifications be reflected in the final text.

Draft TR text

I11. Tpe6oBaHus K 3HepreTuyeckon 3HpPeKTMBHOCTU 06OPYAOBAHUS B PEXWUME OXNAAHWA, BBIKNOYEHUS N CETEBOM
peX1Me OXWAAHUSA U OCOBEHHOCTV ONpeAeneHus nokasaTenei sHepreTnyeckon sddekTMBHOCTH

7. O60pynoBaHUWe AOMKHO UMeTb (YHKUMIO YNpaBNeHUs DPEeXMMOM 3NEeKTPoNUTaHus, B KpaTtdaiiwee BpeMs
aBTOMaTUYECKM NepeBoAsiLY0 060pyAOBaHME, NOAKMIOHEHHOE K CETU, HO HE BbIMOMHAIOLWEE OCHOBHbIX GYHKUMUIA 1 He
CBA3aHHOE C ApYruM 060pyAOBaHUEM, B CETEBOM PEXMUM OXUAAHNA.

Comment

We fully support the objective of improving energy efficiency and reducing unnecessary power consumption. However,
the requirement as currently drafted may conflict with the intended use of certain categories of equipment that are
designed to remain continuously operational or immediately available.

Certain products—such as video cameras, security and surveillance devices, and other event-driven or safety-related
equipment—must remain in on-mode at all times in order to fulfill their primary function. These devices need to be
ready to respond instantly to external triggers, initiate recording or monitoring without delay, or ensure continuous
system availability. For such equipment, an automatic transition into network standby mode could impair core
functionality and compromise the product’s intended purpose.

We note that the regulation already recognizes this principle in Section III, paragraph 3(a), which requires automatic
transition to lower-power modes only when this does not prevent the intended use of the equipment. This safeguard
appropriately balances energy efficiency objectives with functional requirements. However, paragraph 7 does not
include a similar qualification, despite imposing a comparable automatic transition requirement. This creates an
internal inconsistency within the regulation and may lead to conflicting compliance obligations.

From a practical implementation perspective, applying paragraph 7 without consideration of intended use could force
manufacturers to redesign products in ways that reduce usability, reliability, or safety, or to withdraw certain products
from the market altogether. Such outcomes would be disproportionate to the potential energy savings and inconsistent
with a risk-based and proportionate regulatory approach.

To address this issue while maintaining the regulation’s energy efficiency goals, we respectfully recommend adding a
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condition to paragraph 7 clarifying that the automatic transition to network standby mode is required only where it
does not prevent or contradict the intended use of the equipment. This would align paragraph 7 with paragraph 3(a)
and ensure coherent application across the regulation.

Introducing this clarification would enhance internal consistency, support practical and safe product design, and
ensure that energy efficiency requirements are implemented in a proportionate and effective manner. We therefore
respectfully request that paragraph 7 be revised accordingly in the final text.

Draft TR text

I11. TpeboBaHUA K 3HepreTnyeckoin 3cdeKTMBHOCTU 060PYAOBAHUS B PEXMME OXMAHWA, BLIKTHOYEHNA U CETEBOM
pexuMe OXuUaaHNS 1 0COBEHHOCTV ONpeaeneHUs nokasatenei sHepreTuyeckon 3(HeKTUBHOCTA

13. NpunaraeMble K 060PYAOBAHWIO 3KCM/yaTaUMOHHbIE AOKYMEHTbI, NPeAyCMOTPeHHbe NYHKTOM 13 HacTosLliero
TEXHUUECKOro pernaMeHTa, AO/DKHbl COAepXaTb CBeAeHWs 06 ero XapakTepucTUKax W napametrpax B pexume

OXWUAAHUA U PEXNME BbIKAOHEHUS |
Comment

We note that most of the information listed under paragraph 13 is highly technical in nature, including measured
power consumption values, testing conditions, transition times between operating modes, and detailec descriptions
of measurement methods. While this information is essential for regulatory comphance conformity assessment, and
market surveillance, it provides limited practical value to end users. ‘

Instruction manuals are primarily intended to support the safe and correct use of products and to expiain key
operational features in a clear and accessible manner. Including extensive test-related technical data in user
documentation may reduce readability and usability, without delivering meaningful benefits to users or improving
energy efficiency outcomes.

By contrast, such detailed technical information is more appropriately included in test reports and technical
documentation, which are designed for expert review by conformity assessment bodies and regulatory authorities.
Requiring the same level of technical detail in instruction manuals risks unnecessary duplication and increased
documentation and translation costs for manufacturers.

We further note that Section 15 of the draft regulation already establishes a clear and proportionate framework for
providing user-relevant information through publicly accessible websites. This includes key power consumption values
for relevant modes and guidance on activation and deactivation of network functions. From a user information
perspective, it is sufficient for the instruction manual to contain the same level of information as required under
Section 15, or to refer users to that information source for additional details. '
Maintaining a clear distinction between user-oriented information (instruction manuals) and compliance-oriented
information (test reports and technical files) would improve regulatory efficiency and proportionality. It would also
help ensure that users receive clear, relevant information, while authorities retain full access to the detailed data

necessary for verification and enforcement.

We therefore respectfully recommend clarifying that the detailed technical parameters and test-related information
listed in paragraph 13 should be included in test reports and technical documentation, while instruction manuals
should be limited to user-relevant information consistent with Section 15.

Such clarification would enhance the clarity and usability of instruction manuals, reduce unnecessary administrative
burdens, and maintain the effectiveness and transparency of the regulatory framework. We respectfully request that
paragraph 13 be revised or clarified accordingly in the final text.
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<For Annex #10 (External power supplies)>

Draft TR text

1. O6nacTb NpUMEHEHNA
1. Hacrosiwuve TpeBoBaHWs pPacnpOCTPAHAIOTCS Ha BbiMyckaeMble B ObpalleHne Ha TaMOXEHHOW TeppuTopuu

EBPa3MICKOro IKOHOMUYECKOrO COt03a (Aanee — Coto3) BHEWHWE UCTOUHUKM NUTAHUS, 38 UCK/IIOHEHNeM:
3) BHELWHUX UCTOUHWKOB NUTaHMs, BLINYCKaeMbix B o6palleHne Ha TaMOXeHHoM Tepputopuu Coto3a B TedeHne 2 net
C MOMEHTa BCTYNNIEHWUS B CUNY HACTOSALLEro TeXHUYECKOro pernamMeHTa B BUAE 3anacHbIX YacTen Ans obopyaosaHus,
BbINYLLEHHOro B obpalueHve Ha Tepputopun Coto3a A0 BCTYMNEHUS HACTOSLWEro TEXHUYECKOro pernameHTa 8 cuny,
NPU YCNOBWM, YTO B 3IKCM/YaTaUMOHHbIX AOKYMEHTaX Ha BHEWHWA WCTOYHMK NWUTaHWA WMAEHTUDULIMPOBAHO
obopyaosaHue, Ans paboTbl C KOTOPbIM NpeAHa3HaYeHbl YKa3aHHbIE UCTOMHUKW MUTaHWs,;

Comment
We support the objective of ensuring that spare-part EPSs are clearly linked to the equipment they are intended to
serve. However, limiting this identification exclusively to the instruction manual creates significant practical and

implementation challenges.
External power supplies are typically designed to globally harmonized specifications and distributed across muitiple

markets. For spare parts, distribution volumes are often limited, and modifying or rebundling instruction manuals
solely to meet a market-specific requirement would impose disproportionate costs and logistical burdens on
manufacturers and importers. This challenge is particularly acute for EPSs that were placed on the market before the
entry into force of the regulation, for which instruction manuals cannot realistically be recreated, reprinted, or
redistributed.

As a result, spare-part EPSs that do not already include the required identification in their manuals could be effectively
excluded from the market, even though they are functionally identical and fully suitable replacements. This would
undermine the intended purpose of paragraph 1(z), which is to facilitate continued availability of spare parts for
equipment placed on the market before the regulation entered into force.

The regulatory objective of identifying the equipment for which an EPS is intended can be achieved through alternative
and functionally equivalent means. In practice, after-sales and service contexts commonly rely on:

markings or labels on the EPS itself,

information on the packaging of the spare part,

accompanying service documentation, or

publicly accessible manufacturer or importer websites.

These channels are effective, accessible, and well understood by service personnel and end users.

Allowing flexibility in where the required identification is provided would support proportional regulation, reduce
unnecessary administrative and printing costs, and minimize environmental impact associated with low-volume
service parts. It would also help avoid unnecessary market restrictions and support longer product lifetimes,
contributing to sustainability objectives.

We therefore respectfully recommend clarifying that the identification of the equipment for which an EPS is intended
should not be limited to the instruction manual, and may be provided through alternative means such as product
labeling, packaging information, service documentation, or online resources.

Such clarification would ensure that the exemption for spare-part EPSs functions as intended, maintains transparency
regarding intended use, and supports efficient and sustainable after-sales service. We respectfully request that Annex

10 be clarified accordingly in the final text.
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Draft TR text
111, TpeboBaHua K 3HepreTnueckon 3hHEKTUBHOCTU BHELIHWX UCTOYHMKOB MUTaHUS U OCOBEHHOCTM onpeaeneHus

nokasaTenen sHepreTnyeckon ab@PeKTMBHOCTH

7. IKCNNYaTaUMOHHbIE AOKYMEHTbI, NPUNAraeMble K BHEWHNUM UCTOMHUKAM NUTaHWS, NPeAyCMOTPeHHbIe NMYHKTOM 13
HaCTOALLEro TEXHWYECKOro pernaMeHTa, AO/MKHbl coaepaTtb cBeaeHMs 06 ux XapakTepucTukax v napamerpax
cornacHo tabnuue 3.

Comment

We fully support the objective of ensuring that users have access to essential information regarding the technical
characteristics and energy efficiency performance of EPSs. However, this objective can be achieved as long as the
information is accessible, regardless of whether it is printed in the instruction manual or provided through other
reliable means.

The information listed in Table 3 is largely technical and is primarily relevant to professional users, service personnel,
and regulatory authorities. Including all such information in printed instruction manuals offers limited additional value
to end users, while significantly increasing documentation volume, translation effort, and printing costs. This is
particularly challenging for EPSs that are marketed internationally using globally standardized documentation.
Allowing the required information to be provided via a publicly accessible website, with the instruction manual
including a URL or QR code, would fully satisfy the purpose of the requirement. This approach enables users to easily
access the information, ensures that data can be kept up to date, and avoids unnecessary duplication of printed
materials. It also reflects modern information provision practices and is consistent with approaches already recognized
in other parts of the draft regulation and in international regulatory frameworks.

From a proportionality perspective, mandatory inclusion of extensive technical data in printed manuals may impose
unnecessary administrative burdens on manufacturers and importers, particularly for low-volume products,
replacement units, and service parts. In contrast, digital disclosure reduces logistical complexity and supports efficient
compliance without weakening transparency.

There are also clear environmental benefits to allowing website-based disclosure. Reducing printed documentation
lowers paper consumption, minimizes waste, and supports sustainability objectives without compromising user access
to information.

We therefore respectfully recommend clarifying that the information specified in Table 3 may be provided through a
publicly accessible website, and that the instruction manual may fulfill its obligation by including a clear reference to
that information, such as a URL or QR code.

Such clarification would maintain full transparency for users, improve regulatory efficiency and proportionality, reduce
environmental impact, and align the regulation with international best practices. We respectfully request that Annex
10, Section 111, paragraph 7 be clarified accordingly in the final text.

<For Annex #11 (Display)>

Draft TR text

® Formula of EEI

«3. Mpeaensl MHAEKCA 3HEProdP@PEKTUBHOCTN ANA PEXUMa BKIHOYEHO.

MHaekc 3sHepreTnyeckoin sddektmeHoctn (EEI) anekTpoHHOro Aaucrnies paccyntbliBaeTcs no
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cneayolwen hopmyne:
(Pmeasured + 1)
(3 x [90n(0,02 + 0,004 x (A —11)) + 4] + 3) +[3

EEl =

roe:
A npeacrasnseT coboit nnowaab dKpaHa B AMZ2;

Pmeasured - U3MepeHHas MOLHOCTb B BATTax B PeXuMe BKIOYEHO B HOPMasnbHOW KOHDUIypauuu,
onpeaeneHHasn Kak ykasaHo B Tabnuue 1,

COrr - NONPaBOYHbI KO3DDULNEHT, yCTaHOBNEHHbIW B Tabnuue 2.»

® Electronic displays with automatic brightness control (ABC)

4.1. neKTpOHHbIE ANCNNEN C aBTOMATUYECKON perynmposkoi sipkoctu (ABC)

SNEeKTPOHHbIE AMCNAEN UMEIOT Npaso Ha 10-NpoLEHTHOE CHYKEHNE MOLWHOCTU B peXMMe BK/TIOHEHO
P, ecnv oHW oTBEYalOT BCEM cneayowmnm TpebosaHnamM:

a) ABC BkNloyaeTcs B 06bIYHON KOH(MUIypauum SNeKTPOHHOro AMCNAEs U COXpaHseTca B Ntobon
APYrovi  CTaHaapTHOM  KOHbMWrypauuv AWHAMWYeCKoro Auvanas’oHa, AOCTYNHOW  KOHEYHOMY
nonb3oBaTento;

6) u3MepeHHoe 3HayeHne P B HOpPManbHOM KOHOUrypauuu MsMepseTcs € oTKAYeHHbIM ABC nnu,
ecnv ABC He MoxeT 6biTb OTKAOMEHO, MpU YCNoBMM OKpyxawuwero ocselweHua 100 niokc,
M3MepeHHOM Ha aatdyuke ABC;

8) 3HauYeHne P, usMepeHHoe Npu oTkloYeHHo ABC, ecnu 3TO NPUMEHUMO, AO/HKHO ObiTb PABHO WK
6onblie MOLWHOCTY peXuMa BKIIOYEHO, M3MEPEHHOW Npu BKIoueHHon ABC-cucTeme npu ycnosuu
oKpyxatuwero ocselieHus 8 100 nk, namepeHHon Ha aatunke ABC;

r) npu BKNOYEHHOU cucteme ABC nsaMepeHHoe 3HaveHne MOWHOCTU B PEXWME BK/TIOYEHO AO/MHKHO
yMeHbwaTbcs Ha 20 % 1 6onee Npy CHUXKEHUN COCTOSHUS OKPY>KaKoLWEro OCBeleHUs, U3MepPeHHOro
Ha aaTumke ABC, co 100 nwokc Ao 12 noKc; u

‘@ Power demand limits other than on-mode

5. DNEKTPOHHbIE ANCTIIEN B PEXUME BbIKJIIOYEHO, PEXMME OXKUAAHUA N CETEBOM PeXMMe OXUAAHUS
HE JO/MKHLI MpesblillaTe npeaentl NoTpebnseMoi MOWHOCTW, YKasaHHbie B Tabnuue 4, C yyeToMm
AONYCKOB ANs AONOMHUTENbHbIX PYHKUMIA cornacHo Tabnuue 4.

MpeaenbHble 3HaYeHUs NoTpebnsemMolrt MOWHOCTU B PEXWME BbIK/IYEHO, PEeXWUMe OXUAAHUA U

CETEBOM peXunMe oXxXnaaHus
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PexnM Pexum CereBo# pexKHM
BBIKITIOYEHO 0XHAJAHHA OJKHJAHHA
IIpenenbHbie 3HAYEHHA 0.30 0,50 2,00

TIONmyCKH /A AONONHHTENBHEX GYHKIHH, €C/H OHH NPHCYTCTBYIOT H BKITIOIEHBI

OrolpaxeHHe COCTOAHHA 0.0 0,20 0,20
nomompto | 0,0 0,50 0,50

JleakTHBaHA ¢
oOHapy)KeHHA IPHCYTCTBHA B

TNNOMECIICHHH

CeHcOpHBIH ¢yrkuuoran, | 0,0 1,00 1,00

€CJIH €ro MOXKHO HCIIOJIb30BaTh

JUIA aKTHBALHH
Oysxuaa HINA 0,0 0,0 4,00
Obman MakcHMampHag | 0,30 2,20 7,70

IIO'I])CGJ’DIC]\’IM MOIIHOCTE CO
BCEMH
yaKIHAMH,
MIPHCYTCTBYIOT H BKIYOUEHBI

DOIIOMHHTEIPHBIMH

€CIIH OHH

2,0 5,0

Comment

This Annex seems to be adopted the good and leading practice by harmonizing with EU regulation. The policy is very
effective and suitable, so we would like to support it.

However, it is found that there are some differences with EU regulation. These differences will occur the unnecessity
burden and confusion. Therefore, these differences should be modified based on EU regulation. The below points
should be modified;

For reference; Latest version of Lot5 regulation text

® Formula of EEI
In this Annex 4, the EEI formula is as follow. But, it is the old version, so it should be revised as the below Lot5 one.

<In this Annex 4>

[= (Pmeasured + 1)
(3 x [90h(0,02 + 0,004 x (A — 11)) + 4] + 3) +[3

<EU Lot5>
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(Pmeasured + 1)
(3 x[90 x tanh(0,02 + 0,004 x (A—11))+4]+3)+ corr

EEI =

o Electronic displays with automatic brightness control (ABC);
In this Annex 4, the below described in EU Lot5 cannot be found. It should be added for harmonizing with EU Lot5.

(e) the ABC control of the display screen luminance meets all of the following characteristics when the ambient light conditio
measured at the ABC sensor changes:

—  the measured screen luminance at 60 lux is between 65 % and 95 % of the screen luminance measured at 100 lux;
—  the measured screen luminance at 35 lux is between 50 % and 80 % of the screen luminance measured at 100 lux; and

— the measured screen luminance at 12 lux is between 35 % and 70 % of the screen luminance measured at 100 lux.

o Power demand limits other than on-mode;
This annex 4 seems to not have the test method and the test criteria, so it cannot be tested. Considering that there

is no requirement on “Reactivation via voice control” in EU Lot5, so there is no the test method and test criteria, it
should be removed from this annex 4 also.

Draft TR text
I. QR-koa (ykasbiBaeTcs no Bbl6opy (yCMOTpPEHMIO) 3assuTens, a WMEHHO W3roToBuTens,

yNONHOMOYEHHOrO M3roToBMTENEM Nuua, uMnopTepa (NpoAasua), Mpu Hanuuyun UHpopmaumn o
nokasaTensix 3HepreTU4eckoi 3PheKTUBHOCTM NPOAYKUMU B rNobanbHON KOMMbIOTEPHOW CeTu

WHTepHeT Ha nx obuienocTynHom sebcaiiTte);

e— (1)
(1) —— ToProscs mawENoRANG mogens (1)
a—
V) ——
W) ————XYZ «er-v / 10004
(v —_———————aBecotrc
vin) XYZ v
WXYZ cuxe
Xy ———— *“; g E
' —w
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Comment
It is reasonable that the indication of QR code is optional for the producer. If the contents of WEB

page linked to QR code is optional also, it is more effective.

Draft TR text

I. O6bnacTb NpUMeHeHns
1. Hacrosiwume Tpe6oBaHUS PacnpoCTPaHSIOTCA Ha BbiMyckaeMble B obpalleHne Ha TaMOXeHHOW

TeppuTopun EBPa3sninckoro 3KOHOMUYECKoro colosa (aanee - Co3) BHELWHWE UCTOUHUKW NUTaHNS,

3a UCKNIOYEeHUeEM:

Comment

We respectfully request that multifunction external power supplies (e.g., combined AC adapter and
battery charger) be excluded from the scope. Such products necessarily integrate both AC-DC
conversion and battery-charging control/protection circuits; to ensure safe charging (monitoring,
isolation, fault detection), a non-zero standby load is scientifically unavoidable even when not actively
charging. Applying single-function EPS no-load limits would therefore create an inequitable
compliance disadvantage unrelated to design quality, and could discourage integration that reduces
material use, packaging, and e-waste. A targeted exclusion (or separate tier) would improve fairness
and enforceability while supporting policy goals for durable, multifunction products.
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Inquiries on the draft Amendment No. 1 to TR EAEU 048/2019 (TP EA3C 048/2019)

<For Annex #5>

Draft TR text
I11. Tpe6oBaHuA K aHepreTudeckor 3dhexTBHOCTM 060PYA0BaHUA B PEXUME OXKUAAHNSA, BBIKTIOYEHUS N CETEBOM

pexXuMe oXXnaaHusa m ocobeHHOCTY onpeaeneHns nokasarenen 3H€p|’€TW-IeCKOlZ 3(bCDeKTMBHOCTM

7.

B coctosaHun, obecneunsatoLiem CEeTEBON PeXUM OXWAAHUA, GYyHKUNSA ynpaBneHns peXxmuMoM 3NeKTPONUTaHNA
MOXET NepesoanTb obopynosaHne B OAUH N3 CNEAYIOWUX PEXMMOM.

= PeXUM OXXNaaHUA,;

- pexXxuMm «BblKNHOYEeHO»;
- APYroi pexwvM, npu kotopom notpebnsemas MOLWHOCTb HEe NPEeBbILIET YCTaHOBNEHHbIX TpeboBaHWi ANst pexuma

BbIK/IIOYEHO» N/ PeXUMa OXUAaHMA, Koraa obopynosaHue NoAKNIOHEeHO K UCTOYHWKY CETEBOIO NUTAHUA>,

Question
Can we assume that the 3rd mode is same as “another condition which does not exceed the applicable power

consumption requirements for standby and/or off mode” which is stated in “EU Regulation (EC) No 1275/2008" >
“ANNEX II” > 3 > “(b) Power management for networked equipment”.
Although "when the equipment is connected to a mains power source” has been added from EU regulations, what is

the intention behind this?

Thank you for taking the time to review our comments. We sincerely appreciate your attention to this
matter and look forward to your favorable consideration. Should you require any further clarification,

please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

Balaji Kannan

Manager - Product Safety & Environmental compliance
Sony Middle East and Africa FZE

Email: Balaji.Kannan@sony.com
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