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ABSTRACT

The determination of whether high voltage (HV) devices suffer from high levels of partial dis-

charge (PD) has received significant attention to ascertain the safety of neighboring utilities and

achieve economic satisfaction. Such HV devices include gas-insulated switchgear (GIS), power

transformers, rotating electric machines, and power transmission lines. Albeit such capital assets

are rarely damaged due to their high robustness, such devices can still experience significant degra-

dation, primarily due to PD events. Therefore, monitoring high voltage systems against PD has

become of paramount significance. This has contributed to developing a plethora of PD-based

detection techniques, including acoustics, optical, electromagnetic (using Ultra-high frequency

sensors and high-frequency current transformers), and chemical techniques.

The recent advances in ultra-high frequency-based (UHF) techniques have led to the utiliza-

tion of such techniques in PD detection for many high voltage devices like GIS, transformers, and

power cables. This is attributed to the superior immunity and high sensitivity of UHF techniques

in detecting, localizing, and classifying different PD defects. UHF detection was predominantly

concerned with implementing antennas or sensors to detect PD activities and localizing PD defects

based on the time-of-flight (ToF) or the time-difference-of-arrival (TDoA) in GIS and power trans-

formers. The work done hitherto covered either simplified models of disconnecting parts inside

GIS enclosures or addressed a single disconnecting part at a time. This work, on the other hand,

analyzes EM waves due to multiple disconnecting parts simultaneously.

First, this work utilizes CIGRE sensitivity verification recommendations to overcome the tree-

ing issue associated with partial discharge and properly analyze EM waves inside two different GIS

structures. A 145kV L-structured GIS model was implemented in COMSOL multi-physics, and

EM wave propagation has been analyzed. Moreover, a 550kV Siemens π model GIS has also been

implemented and analyzed. The obtained results have been compared with experimental results

to verify the model’s accuracy. It has been shown that GIS systems are very complex structures

for propagating electromagnetic waves due to the multiple barriers existing within such devices.

ii



Hence, many reflections and signal attenuation are experienced by electromagnetic waves.

Then, a disk-cone (DISCONE) planar class of antennas has been optimized, implemented, and

tested against partial discharge. A size-reduction technique, which utilizes the structural symme-

try of the antenna, has also been proposed and discussed to reduce the cost of implementation

and improve the antenna’s directivity. The experimental results largely agree with the simulation

results verifying the modeling accuracy. A maximum gain of 6.25dBi has been achieved using

the proposed antenna, and 47% size-reduction has been accomplished without significant perfor-

mance degradation. After testing the antenna performance, the device has also been tested against

PD activities within ceramic insulators and induction machines. The obtained results show that the

antenna can be used to obtain different PD signatures, and hence, PD defect classification can be

easily performed.
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1. INTRODUCTION

As per the "IEC," partial discharge (PD) can be defined as a localized dielectric breakdown

in a portion of a solid, fluid, or gaseous insulator. Such breakdown takes place when the electric

field stress across an insulator exceeds the dielectric strength of the insulator, partially bridging

the gap between the electrodes [1]. Different medium voltage (MV) and high voltage (HV) power

equipment have different PD defects. These defects can be classified based on the location of

occurrence as corona discharge, surface discharge, and internal discharge. Corona discharge occurs

in the presence of sharp edges or coarse surfaces of electrodes in MV or HV equipment. The

existence of corona discharge contributes to the enhancement of electric field at these tips due to

the accumulation of charges. Surface discharge arises when current flows through a conductor due

to a high voltage difference between two electrodes. When the current flows along with one of the

electrodes, charges might accumulate at the sharp edges, causing a breakdown on the surface of the

insulator [2]. Internal discharge usually takes place inside oil-filled MV and HV power devices.

Such discharge usually occurs due to small cavities inside the insulation material [2, 3].

1.1 Problem Statement

With the rapid development of UHF-based detection techniques in PD applications over the

past few decades, a deeper understanding of the generated electromagnetic (EM) wave behavior

due to PD is demanded to better accommodate and utilize UHF sensors for PD detection. This

gives rise to questions such as: What is the impact of different disconnecting parts, or barriers, in

GIS on the propagating EM waves due to PD? Are there any other low-cost yet wideband UHF

sensors that can efficiently detect, localize, and classify PD defects? Would it be possible to apply

any techniques to reduce the size of existing sensors without significant degradation of the sensors’

performance? In this work, finite element analysis (FEA) is used to model a GIS and investigate the

impact of EM wave behavior in such a device due to PD. On the other hand, disk-cone (Discone)

antennas have been utilized for PD applications. To the best of the author’s knowledge, utilizing
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such antennas for PD applications has not yet been covered. The planar Discone antenna proposed

in this work has been reduced in size using the structural symmetry of the antenna.

In this thesis, accurate FE models for different GIS structures, including L-Structures and

extended-T (or π-structures), are built and analyzed. Models’ results are initially compared with

existing analytical and experimental data to verify the modeling accuracy. Then, an extensive EM

wave propagation analysis is carried out to improve the utilization of UHF antennas in detect-

ing PD activities within such capital assets. On the other side, a new class of CPW-fed annular

monopole antennas to detect PD activities is proposed and analyzed. A size-reduction technique

has been proposed to reduce the sensors’ size by 47% without degrading the performance of the

sensors. Finally, classical machine learning algorithms are used to classify different classes of PD

defects in ceramic insulators. The impact of 2 dimensionality-reduction techniques, namely PCA

and RFE, is presented and discussed.

1.2 Motivation

Thus far, around 85% of the seldom recorded GIS failure is attributed to the phenomenon of

PD. GIS devices are costly systems usually designed and built to operate for over 25 to 30 years.

Thus, when implemented, careful management and continuous monitoring to avoid any potential

factors contributing to the failure of such capital assets are of paramount significance. Protecting

GIS devices against PD activities has been given great attention for decades.

Many endeavors have been recently carried out to build FE and FDTD models to improve PD

detection techniques in GIS devices. Most existing models are, nonetheless, using a simple dipole

to model the PD current pulsation. Such a model does not take into account the known treeing

effect associated with PD activities. In this work, CIGRE sensitivity verification recommendations

are utilized to overcome the treeing problem.

Finally, UHF-based detection techniques are amongst the most commonly known and used

techniques in PD detection. This is attributed to the high sensitivity and low noise of such tech-

niques. Nonetheless, the lightweight constraint imposed on some antennas makes it challenging

to use UWB, high gain antennas such as horn, and log-periodic antennas for general purpose PD
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detection. To illustrate, PD detection of ceramic insulators in overhead transmission lines requires

the use of lightweight antennas that can be easily carried and placed next to the insulators to mon-

itor such devices against PD activities. The use of heavy antennas for such an application might

not be feasible. Thus, this work proposes a planar antenna (CPW fed Monopole Antenna) to detect

PD activities for overhead transmission lines. The proposed antenna size has also been reduced by

around 47% without degrading the antenna performance. The proposed reduced-size antenna has

a UWB, high directivity, and high gain based on the obtained simulated and experimental results.

1.3 Novelty

• Modeling GIS enclosures using FEA to understand and analyze EM wave behavior due to

different disconnecting parts such as disconnecting switches, L-structure, extended-T struc-

tures, and relative angle between PD source and sensors.

• Utilizing CIGRE sensitivity verification recommendations (CSVR) as a mean of analyzing

EM wave behavior rather than as a sensitivity testing method. CSVR have been utilized in

this work to inject PD-like pulses into the GIS and overcome the treeing effect of PD pulses

which cannot be easily modeled.

• Optimizing Dicone antennas (which have already been used in wireless communication ap-

plications) to operate over the UHF range to utilize them for PD applications.

• Utilizing the structural symmetry of the Discone antenna to reduce its size without a major

degradation on its performance.

• Investigating the impact of different dimensionality reduction techniques such as PCA and

RFE on different classification metrics of different ceramic insulators’ PD defects.
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2. LITERATURE REVIEW *

2.1 On the Electromagnetic Wave Behavior Due to PD in Gas-Insulated Switchgears: State-

of-Art Review

The rapid growth of gas-insulated switchgear as a compact, efficient, and reliable device has

recently been given great attention. Albeit gas-insulated switchgear can seldom suffer from failure

due to its high resiliency and robustness, some severe damages have been experienced by such

devices, mainly because of partial discharge. Thus, monitoring such accidents has become a vital

part of power reliability. The ultra-high frequency techniques have recently shown superior per-

formance in detecting and classifying electromagnetic waves produced by partial discharge. This

is mainly due to the excellent immunity to the noise of the ultra-high frequency detection tech-

niques compared with the very-high frequency counterparts. This chapter of the thesis highlights

the mathematical aspects of the electromagnetic waves generated by partial discharge. It also de-

livers an overview of the electromagnetic wave behavior in the complex structure of gas-insulated

switchgear and outlines the essential characteristics of the internal and external partial discharge

detection methods using ultra-high frequency techniques.

2.1.1 Introduction

The determination of whether power utilities suffer from high levels of PD is an essential fac-

tor contributing to the safety of neighboring utilities, economic and customer satisfaction, and

the avoidance of regulatory fines. Thus, careful management of such capital assets has become

an essential objective for different power firms [4]. PD occurs when the electric field stress in-

side an insulator exceeds its breakdown strength due to the high applied voltage. Ionization of

atoms could take place, producing a high-frequency transient current inside the insulation material

[5], [6]. Even though PDs might be initially very small, the generated current pulsations might

*Part of this chapter is reprinted with permission from "On the Electromagnetic Wave Behavior Due to Partial
Discharge in Gas Insulated Switchgears: State-of-Art Review" by A. Darwish, S. S. Refaat, H. A. Toliyat and H.
Abu-Rub, 2019. IEEE Access, copyright [2021] by IEEE.
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gradually cause insulators’ chemical decomposition, causing erosion with time. Eventually, the

moving charges might bridge between the two electrodes connecting the insulator. This can cause

a complete breakdown or failure of the device. Different PD sources take place inside an insula-

tor, including but not limited to overvoltage, lightning strikes, aging, and internal manufacturing

defects [7].

Different medium voltage (MV) and high voltage (HV) power equipment have different classes

of PD defects. These defects can be classified as corona discharge, surface discharge, and internal

discharge. Corona discharge occurs in the presence of sharp edges or coarse surfaces of electrodes

in MV or HV equipment. The existence of corona discharge contributes to the enhancement of the

electric field at these tips. It initiates a dramatic stress increase on the insulation material. On the

other hand, Surface Discharge arises when current flows through a conductor due to a high volt-

age difference between two electrodes. When the current flows along with one of the electrodes,

charges might accumulate at the sharp edges, causing a breakdown on the surface of the insulator.

An essential factor that contributes to the event of surface discharge is that the insulation material

has to have higher permittivity than the surrounding material [2]. Internal discharge usually takes

place inside oil-filled MV and HV power devices. Such discharge usually occurs due to small cav-

ities inside the insulation material with weaker dielectric strength and lower permittivity than its

surroundings. Consequently, the stress caused by the electric field is more substantial around the

cavity, causing ionization and breakdown of the dielectric material. Another common discharge

type is caused by floating metals inside Gas-Insulated Switchgear (GIS) systems. The behavior

of this type of defect is similar to that of corona discharge since the working principle is similar.

When small metallic particles are located inside a GIS, charges will accumulate at the tip causing

enhancement of the electric field, which might, as a consequence, cause PD [2, 3].

GIS devices are made up of an inner high voltage conductor, an insulator (usually Sulfur Hex-

afluoride (SF6)), an outer tank, and other high voltage components, including switches, transform-

ers, and circuit breakers. SF6 has been widely used in many gas-insulated types of equipment due

to its high insulation properties and breakdown voltage stress. The latter property is coming from
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the fact that SF6 is an electronegative material that can easily capture low-energy electrons [8].

Moreover, such gaseous material could be used to detect the different types of PDs based on the

characteristic of the generated decomposed materials. A review paper on the detection of PD type

based on the decomposition of SF6 has been published in [9].

GIS is widely used in power system utilities because of the high reliability, safety, robust-

ness, environmental aspects, and reduced space [10, 11]. Such devices have been commercially

introduced in the 1970s and are widely used in substations. Many GIS systems are getting aged

nowadays, and the need to mitigate their failure has recently become of paramount importance

for developers. Maintenance facilities have shifted from time-based monitoring to condition-based

monitoring, where different diagnostic techniques for the detection of different defects such as

PDs are used [12, 13]. Around 85% of the failures of HV and MV equipment are mainly attributed

to PDs [14]. This highlights the significance of giving PD analysis more attention to improving

power reliability. The most common types of defects found in GIS includes protrusions, floating

metals, particle on a spacer surface, and void on a solid spacer [14, 15].

Different offline and online non-conventional techniques have been developed to detect and

localize PD in the last few decades. Such techniques include chemical, acoustic, optical, and

electrical methods. These techniques are developed based on the formation of ozone, emission

of acoustic waves, production of light due to ionization, and the radiation of electromagnetic

(EM) waves, respectively. Each of the techniques mentioned above has its benefits and draw-

backs. Chemical techniques, which can be either offline or online, rely on collecting products or

gases emitted due to the PD defect. Two different methodologies are widely used for chemical

detection: high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) and dissolved gas analysis (DGA).

Chemical methods suffer from the lack of localization of the defect despite their high sensitivity.

Moreover, it does not work appropriately unless a sufficient amount of expelled products or gases

are collected, increasing the required detection time [16]. Acoustic techniques are mainly online

techniques. They locate PDs based on the acoustic signal amplitude and phase delay. This method

relies on detecting mechanical waves produced by the rapid energy release due to the vaporization
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of the insulating materials. The main disadvantage of this method is that it might give a false lo-

cation for PD defects due to the interferences from the environment [17, 18]. Optical techniques,

which are also mainly online techniques, show superior performance in PD detection and localiza-

tion since they have excellent immunity to various electromagnetic interferences coming from the

environment. Optical techniques rely on intrinsic interferometers. Nevertheless, such techniques

suffer from random polarization causing fringe fading issues [17, 19].

Electrical techniques are widely used and depend on non-invasive methods. Non conventional

electrical methods can be classified into two main categories, namely the usage of high-frequency

current transformer (HFCT) and Ultra-High Frequency (UHF) sensors. The two techniques are

usually classified as online techniques. HFCTs are devices capable of detecting the current pulses

using inductive coils along with ferromagnetic cores. Such devices are widely used to detect PD

in cables by connecting the HFCT around the grounding cable. They are used to detect signals

with a frequency spectrum of around 3MHz to 30MHz. The main drawback of the use of HFCT is

the fast attenuation of high-frequency signals due to the low pass filtering behavior of cables [20].

UHF techniques, which are based on detecting signals covering frequencies from 0.3GHz to 3GHz,

are widely used in detecting PD in GIS devices. In such devices, when a PD occurs, EM waves

will be radiating due to the acceleration and deceleration of charges. Such EM waves contain

the Transverse Electro-Magnetic (TEM) mode as well as other higher-order modes of propagation

[20].

Collinson and Jennings also proposed a third electrical technique to overcome some of the

drawbacks associated with the UHF, HFCT, and the conventional PD measuring techniques [21].

The basic idea of the technique, called Transient Earth Voltage (TEV), is that an induced pulse-like

EM wave is to be generated at the metallic tank of GIS in the event of PD. Thus, the usage of a

non-intrusive sensor mounted on the outer surface of the GIS tank is possible. Nevertheless, such

a technique suffers from the high external noise collected with the produced EM waves due to PD

[21].

Understanding the behavior of the emitted EM waves in GIS is problematic since the GIS pro-
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vides a highly complex structure to the propagating signals. This is mainly due to the multiple

resonances created inside the GIS tank in addition to the different discontinuity types [22]. Al-

though electrical techniques have relatively good immunity to noise, they have a limited ability to

locate the exact position of PD [23].

2.1.2 Partial Discharge Mechanisms and Models in GIS

2.1.2.1 Partial Discharge Mechanisms

In GIS, the phenomenon of partial discharge is mainly governed by two mechanisms, namely

Townsend and Streamer. Depending on the size of the discharge, either Townsend or both mech-

anisms governs the PD phenomenon. For any of the mechanisms above to occur inside a GIS, an

ionized electron exists between any two electrodes with a potential difference. Electron ionization

could be defined as releasing an electron from a molecule producing a positive ion and a negative

ion. Many factors could cause the ionization process to take place including, but not limited to

light exposition, thermal effects, or solar radiations [24].

• Townsend Mechanism.

When free electrons reside between an anode and a cathode, an electric field is applied at

the free electrons forcing them to accelerate towards the anode due to the applied force based

on coulomb’s formula. Due to this force, the electrons start to gain kinetic energy while moving

between the two electrodes. If electrons collide with some other atoms with enough kinetic energy,

new ionized electrons are released, leaving positive ions. Due to this process, the number of

electrons reaching the anode is larger than the number of liberated electrons at the cathode. Hence,

the electric current starts to increase [24]. If the temperature is fixed, the electron’s accumulation

is proportional to the applied electric field and the free mean path (FMP). FMP is defined as the

effective distance an atom can travel between 2 consecutive collisions and is inversely proportional

to the pressure [25].

Under the applied electric field, electrons will be moving towards the anode. They leave pos-

itive charges behind, forming an avalanche. The positive ions will be accelerating towards the
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opposite side (the cathode) but at slower velocities than electrons since they are heavier in weight.

When the positive ions reach the cathode and collide with it, new moving electrons will be gener-

ated. The total number of electrons excited due to the Townsend mechanism is:

Ne(x) = Nece
αx, (2.1)

where Ne is the total number of electrons located at a distance x from the cathode, Nec is the

number of liberated electrons in addition to the generated electrons due to the bombardment of

positive ions with the cathode, and α is the Townsend first ionization coefficient. α could be

defined as the number of ionizing collisions that can take place during the movement of an electron

[25], [26]. It is a strong function of the applied electric field, and its value is usually obtained

experimentally. Figure 2.1 shows the Townsend mechanism due to the excitation of an initial

electron located at the cathode (x = 0), which traveled a distance d to reach the anode. The

total number of electrons that reaches the anode is eαd − 1 new electrons (excluding the originally

excited electron) based on (2.1).

Figure 2.1: Summary of Townsend mechanism process.
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• Streamer Mechanism.

When gaps between electrodes get larger, the Townsend mechanism can no longer explain the

behavior of the avalanche, and the breakdown is not attributed only to the ionization process. How-

ever, there is also the space charge and the formulation of photons. When avalanche breakdown

takes place in large gaps or voids, positive and negative charges distort the electric field forcing

electrons to move towards the tip of the avalanche, and positive ions towards the tail [27]. In

addition, the created photons enhance the discharge phenomenon by imposing new electrons to

produce new avalanches ahead of the original one. The Streamer mechanism can be divided into

three subcategories based on the gap length, namely Streamer inception, Streamer propagation, and

Leader propagation. If a sufficient number of electrons are excited due to ionization, space charge,

and photoionization, Streamer inception occurs. The field, in this case, is weakly non-uniform. On

the other hand, Streamer propagation takes place when the gap gets larger. The most important

characteristic of this type is that the field is strongly inhomogeneous. Finally, Leader propagation

usually takes place when the gap gets very large [25] – [28]. No further details on the categories of

Streamer mechanism are given in this chapter, but readers can refer to [25] – [28] for more details.

Protrusion defect is one of the most common types of defects found in GIS devices. In [29],

a finite difference time domain (FDTD) model for the protrusion defect has been proposed as a

relatively long needle with a very sharp tip to improve the electric field intensity. Consequently,

the avalanches are formed at the tip, as shown in Figure 2.2. When the voltage applied at the needle

is positive, electrons in the avalanche are concentrated at the non-uniform electrode, whereas the

positive ions are on the other side. This distribution makes the effective gap length looks smaller

since the positive ion concentration looks like an extension to the non-uniform electrode. Thus,

lower voltage is required for the flashover [26]. A similar concept could also be applied to the

floating metal since charge concentration will be higher at the sharp tips of floating metals. For the

case of floating metals, the PD will have a sharper pulse, and broader frequency spectrum based

on an experiment carried out in [30].
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Figure 2.2: Arc modeling for non-uniform gaps (protrusion defect model). A) negatively charged
protrusion B) positively charged protrusion.

2.1.2.2 Partial Discharge Models

PD measurements have been widely used to assess the different power equipment and com-

ponents, including power transformers, cables, and switchgear devices. During the event of PD,

electrons experience acceleration and deceleration. This behavior results in electromagnetic wave

radiation, as will be discussed in section 2.1.3. Inside the complicated structure of GIS, EM waves

experience high degrees of reflections and attenuation [22]. Consequently, the EM waves travel

along with the GIS in multiple paths, making it difficult to predict the exact behavior of such

signals.

Different types of defects generate different PD pulses. Nevertheless, most of these generated

pulses have a short time-domain representation. Such pulses have a relatively large bandwidth

because of the inverse relationship between time domain and frequency domain representation of

a signal, as shown in Figure 2.3 [4, 2, 31]. Although the Gaussian pulse with larger width initially

has higher spectral energy than its counterpart, the spectral intensity started to attenuate at a lower

frequency, as depicted in Figure 2.3(b).

PD pulses could mainly be modeled using one of the following equations [32]:

• Gaussian pulse:
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Figure 2.3: a) Time domain and b) frequency domain representation of a Gaussian pulse.

G0(t) = I0e
−t2
2σ , (2.2)

where I0 is the pulse amplitude, σ is a parameter that determines the pulse width. Equation (2.2)

can also be represented as [29]:

G1(t) = I0e
− (t−b)2

c2 , (2.3)

where b is the center of the pulse, and c is used to determine the width of the pulse.

• Wanninger pulse:
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W (t) =
I0
T
e−

(1−t)
T , (2.4)

where T is used for the determination of the pulse width.

• Double exponential pulse:

DE(t) = I0[(1 + αt)−αt − (1 + βt)−βt], (2.5)

where α and β are constants used to determine the shape of the pulse. Figure 2.4 shows an example

of the three pulses.

PD due to a defect in a GIS cannot be modeled as a simple hardwiring since the wavelength of

the UHF EM waves can be comparable to the size of the equipment. Thus, modeling the PD defect

Figure 2.4: a) Gaussian pulse, b) Wanninger pulse, and c) Double exponential pulse.
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as a dipole antenna can provide a better approximation since the gap size is usually much smaller

than the size of the equipment [33].

2.1.3 Electromagnetic Wave Radiation due to Partial Discharge

The phenomenon of partial discharge is responsible for the emission of electromagnetic waves

as it imposes electrical forces on electrons. The main goal of this section is to elucidate the radia-

tion action of EM waves due to partial discharge.

2.1.3.1 Electromagnetic Wave Radiation due to a Point Charge and the Larmor’s Formula

Static charges can either act as sources or sinks for the electric field. Nevertheless, they do

not emit EM waves because no magnetic field is created when there is no flowing current [34].

Moreover, charged particles moving at a constant velocity do not radiate EM waves in the radial

direction away from the charge [2]. An essential condition for the radiation of the electromagnetic

waves is the decaying behavior of the EM energy, which has to be a function of the squared of the

distance from the source to satisfy the Poynting vector [35].

On the other hand, the acceleration and deceleration of charged particles emit EM waves. Con-

sider a positively charged particle that starts accelerating in SF6 from rest at point X until it reaches

point Y. Then, the particle stays at a constant velocity, as shown in Figure 2.5. When the charged

particle is at point X, or an arbitrary point after point Y, no EM waves will be emitted, as mentioned

earlier. On the other hand, while the particle is accelerating, the electric field lines will experience

a ‘kinking’ effect to maintain the continuity condition of the electric field (since the electric field

is due to the same charge). The formed ‘kinks’ create disturbance in the emitted field, causing

radiation. The radiation is a consequence of the Er component of the kinked electric field shown

in Figure 2.5. It should be noted that there is no Er field component along the direction of motion,

which explains why no EM waves are radiating along the direction of motion. With the assumption

that the charged particle is moving at a constant velocity after point Y, the electric and magnetic

fields radiation are given by [36]:
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Et =
Qµ0

4π

asin(θ)

ρ
=
Qasin(θ)

4πc2ρε0
, (2.6)

Ht =
Q

4πc

asin(θ)

ρ
, (2.7)

where Q is the charge of the particle, a is the retarded acceleration, c is the speed of light, θ is the

Figure 2.5: EM wave radiation due to an accelerated charge.
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angle between the acceleration direction and the observation point, µ0 is the permeability of air,

and ρ is the distance traveled by the electric field after some time (t). It should be noted that µ0

is used since the permeability of air and SF6 are identical from the practical point of view. The

radiated electric field behavior of an accelerated charge is similar to that of a dipole based on (1.6)

and (1.7). That is, the radiation pattern of accelerated or decelerated particles could be modeled as

a donut, or toroidal radiation pattern [35]. The Poynting vector could be directly computed using

E and H as:

S = Et ×Ht = ε0cE2
t =

Q2a2

16π2ε0ρ2c3
sin(θ) (2.8)

where ε0 is the permittivity of air. Finally, the loss in the total energy can be found by integrating

S over all directions. This would give the Larmor’s Formula which is given by:

P =
Q2a2

6πc3ε0
(2.9)

where P is the total radiated power during to an accelerated/decelerated charged particle [37].

2.1.4 Electric Dipole Model of Short Gaps

When an insulating void defect exists inside the spacer of a GIS, the electric dipole moment

is created. The creation of dipoles is attributed to the fact that a small distance separates charges

of opposite directions. Indeed, the apparent charge detected using the conventional methods is not

the actual charge (Q) but instead, it is related to Q.d, where d is the gap length.

The electric dipole can radiate electromagnetic waves based on the Hertz vector, and the electric

field is given by [38, 39]:

Ex =
µ0p

2
√

2eπ1.5t20D
f

(
t− y

c

t0

)
, (2.10)

where f
(
t− y

c

t0

)
=
√

2e
(
t− y

c

t0

)
e−((t−y/c)/t0)

2 , p = Q.d is the electric dipole moment, t0 is a con-

stant that depends on the Gaussian pulse width,D is the distance between the dipole and the origin,

and e is the electron charge. Equation (2.10) shows that the radiation field intensity is inversely
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proportional to the pulse width. Moreover, the radiated EM wave is a function of time and a single

coordinate component.

2.1.5 Electromagnetic Wave Behavior inside GIS Enclosures

Insulation spacers and screws were used in the past to connect the compartments of GIS. Thus,

the outer tanks of GIS do not provide perfect grounding for EM waves since tanks are not perfect

coaxial waveguides. In the event of PD, such configuration would result in leakage of EM waves

outside the tank [10]. The apertures act as slot antennas allowing the electric field to propagate

outside the tank at resonance frequencies. Recently, the use of basin-type insulators with an outer

metallic cover is prevalent. Such spacer type provides better grounding for the GIS tank, prevents

spacer corrosion with air, and reduces EM waves from leaking outside the tank in the event of PD

[10, 40].

A GIS is a complex structure with many different structural components that can affect the

EM waves propagating inside the tank. Those discontinuities include ground switches and discon-

nectors, spacers, L-shaped and T-shaped sections, and sudden changes in the inner and/or outer

conductor diameter(s). In PD, the relative angle between the PD source and the antenna placement

affects the EM wave behavior. Understanding the impact of the discontinuities mentioned earlier

on EM waves has thus become of paramount importance, especially if the UHF techniques are

used in the detection of PD events [22].

2.1.5.1 Relative Angle between PD Source and Antenna Position

A detailed mathematical derivation for the EM wave behavior due to PD has been carried out

in [41]. The intensity of the electric field inside a simple GIS with no discontinuities depends

on the dimensions of the coaxial waveguide, the magnitude of the PD, and the angular position

between the PD source and the sensor. The angular position affects the higher-order modes but has

no impact on the transverse electromagnetic (TEM) propagation mode. TEM mode due to PD is

maximum at the inner conductor and decays as we move towards the outer conductor. On the other

hand, the electric field intensity of the higher-order modes approaches a minimum when the angle
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between the source and the probe approaches 90°. In contrast, it is maximum when the angle is 0°

[42, 43]. Moreover, the time-domain representation of the detected signal is not a Gaussian pulse

as the case of the PD source. This is since the field undertakes an infinite number of paths to reach

the sensor, and a small portion of the wave moves directly from the source to the sensor [41].

The impact of probes placement inside GIS tanks through the finite difference time domain

(FDTD) has been extensively studied [44]. Probe couplers are sensors modeled to obtain the

voltage amplitude inside the GIS enclosure. This is done by modeling each probe as a matched

load with a certain length to a 50-ohm coaxial line. The probe was initially inserted at four different

locations along the radial axis (θ = 0), as shown in Figure 2.6. The best allocation for the probe

is near the outer tank to ensure enough voltage difference between one end of the probe and the

other. Moreover, suppose the transverse magnetic (TM) mode of propagation is of interest. In that

case, the probe must be placed parallel to the longitudinal axis (z-axis) of the GIS since the electric

field will have a component along that direction.

Protrusion Defect Model

Theta = 90

Theta = 0

Theta = 180

Theta = 270

x

y

z

Figure 2.6: 2-D cross-section of a GIS model with protrusion defect.
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2.1.5.2 L Junction

Reflections due to the radiation of EM waves during PD can largely affect signal behavior. One

of the biggest obstacles to such propagating waves is the L structure. Such discontinuities disturb

the phases of the EM waves, causing mode transformations under some circumstances. Different

modes of EM waves experience the following transformation [45, 46]:

• If the input mode of propagation is TEM, Transverse Electric (TE21) will be created at the

second port after the L-section (weakly since most of the TEM mode maintain its shape).

• If TE11 is the input, most of the signal will be reflected back in the case of horizontal

excitation, and TE21 will be obtained at the output in case of vertical excitation.

• If TE21 is at the input port, TE11 is obtained at the output.

On the contrary, it has been shown in [47] that TEM mode experiences no conversion. This is

attributed to the fact that the distributed constant circuit handles such waves, and thus, no conver-

sion takes place. At the point of the L-intersection, an infinite number of modes will be generated.

However, after few wavelengths, the low-frequency components retain their original characteris-

tics. An increase in the peak electric field intensity might be experienced before the L-intersection

because of the multiple reflections created by the discontinuity [47].

The impact of the L-section on the high-frequency components of EM waves has been investi-

gated by building a 252kV GIS model and studying the effect of the L intersection on the electric

field propagating in different directions [48]. PD has been excited along the radial direction, and

hence, the electric field intensity is maximum along that direction. After the L structure, the electric

field experiences significant attenuation due to the TE mode’s reflections. Along the longitudinal

direction, TM mode of propagation is detected. The L discontinuity acts as a source for TM mode,

allowing it to propagate to the second part of the tank since such a mode allows the electric field

to propagate in the longitudinal direction [49]. Some experimental works that were recently con-

ducted verified that the TM mode components of the EM wave propagate after the L intersection,

whether disconnecting switches are kept open or closed [50].
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Finally, the effect of the L-section on the TEM and TE modes has been investigated to observe

the impact of the L-structure on the low frequency and high-frequency components separately

[51]. Again, the TEM mode is not largely affected by the L intersection, whereas most reflections

are attributed to the TE11 mode of propagation. Moreover, the work also shows that the peak

voltage right before the L section is higher than the straight GIS tank case. This is attributed to

the superimposition of the reflected components of the TE11 on the incoming signals due to PD,

which increases the field intensity, and thus, the detected voltage [51].

2.1.5.3 T Junction

The need to study EM waves under the influence of T structure is essential since such structures

are commonly found in GIS devices. An extensive study on the effect of T structures on the low and

high-frequency components of the signal propagation was carried out in [52]. EM wave behavior

due to PD inside a T tank depends on the port at which the PD was generated. Figure 2.7 shows a

simplified T-shaped GIS model. If the PD is generated at port 1, the high-frequency components

of the detected signals at port 2 are higher than that at port 3. The experimental results show

that the transmission rate of the high-frequency EM waves is about 20-30% at port 3 and about

40-50% at port 2 relative to port 1. On the contrary, TEM mode components propagate based on

the distributed constant circuit. It has been experimentally shown that the transmission rate at both

ports is about 60%. The transmission rate was computed based on the distributed circuit theory, and

66.67% of the signal was supposed to be transmitted, which is slightly higher than the measured

value since attenuation is not considered in the theoretical calculations [52]. On the other hand, if

the PD is generated at port 3, the signal would be divided equally between the other 2 ports [53].

Moreover, the propagation behavior of EM waves in the x, y, and z directions shown in Figure

2.7 is investigated to provide a better understanding of the EM signal propagation [54]. A pro-

trusion defect is modeled as a small needle placed along the y-axis close to port 1, and a pulse is

applied to the needle. The electric field intensity is dominant in the y-direction, and results show

that the straight section (SS) has a greater intensity than the T section (TS). Moreover, the electric

field intensity in the x-direction is minimal. The relative angle effect is also studied by investigat-
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Figure 2.7: A simplified T-Shaped gas-insulated switchgear model.

ing the propagation characteristic of EM waves inside a T-shaped GIS in different circumferential

angles using FDTD [55]. Figure 2.8 and Figure 2.9 summarize the attenuation characteristics mea-

sured at two different circumferential angles for both SS and the TS. As shown in Figure 2.8 and

Figure 2.9, the dominant direction is always the radial direction, and the T branch energy is always

higher than that of the straight branch along the z-direction since the discontinuity acts as a source

to the TM mode of propagation.

The time of flight through a T structure is mainly dependent on the PD source location relative

to the inner or outer conductor [56]. To illustrate, if the PD source is close to the outer tank, results

might not be very accurate compared with the theoretical calculations of the time of flight. This is

because a different path for the wave will be taken if the PD source is generated close to the outer

tank. Finally, mode transformation also takes place in T-structures since higher-order modes are

also created at the discontinuity [57, 58, 59]. Therefore, the following rules are obtained for the

case where PD source is generated at port 1 (refer to Figure 2.7):

• If the input is TEM mode, the output at ports 2 and 3 are TE21.

• TE11 transforms to TE21.
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Figure 2.8: Attenuation curves for peak voltages and energy θ = 0 "reprinted from [55]".

Figure 2.9: Attenuation curves for peak voltages and energy θ = 90 "reprinted from [55]".
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• TE21 retain its mode at both ports if the excitation is in the 45° direction. Otherwise, TE21

changes to TE11 at port 3.

If port 3 is the input of the PD source, a similar mode transformation will be obtained at port

1 and port 2. S. Okabe et al. [60] modeled a T section GIS and applied a protrusion defect at

port 3 shown in Figure 2.7. The following are obtained (holds under the assumption that the cutoff

frequency includes TE21 modes):

• If TEM mode is at the input, TE21 (0 degree) will be the dominant mode at the outputs.

• If TE11 (0 degree) is at the input, it will mostly retain its mode at the outputs.

• If TE11 (90 degrees) is at the input, TE21 (45 degrees) will be the dominant mode at the

outputs.

2.1.5.4 Disconnecting Parts and Change of Diameters Ratio

Circuit breakers, switches (disconnectors), and isolators are some of the standard components

comprised in GIS tanks. Such components can affect the propagation of EM waves. A GIS in the

simplest form can be thought of as a coaxial cable that supports TEM and other higher-order modes

[61, 62]. Nevertheless, suppose a disconnecting component of the GIS is opened for any reason.

In that case, the propagating EM waves can no longer consider the GIS as a coaxial cable, but

rather, it is seen as a circular waveguide (CW). CW cannot support the TEM mode of propagation

since they are made of a single conducting material, and thus, a potential difference between 2

conductors cannot be achieved to get the TEM mode [61].

Solving the Helmholtz equation for E-field, the following two equations for TEM and the TE

modes are obtained:

1

r

∂

∂r
(r
∂V

∂r
) +

1

r2
∂2V

∂φ2
= 0, (2.11)

1

r

∂

∂r
(r
∂V

∂r
) +

1

r2
∂2V

∂φ2
+
∂2V

∂z2
= −k2V, (2.12)
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where (2.11) is the E-field for TEM and (2.12) is the E-field for the TE mode. In these 2 equations,

r, φ, and z are the coordinates of the cylindrical system, V is the potential function, and k is the

propagation constant. It can be seen that TEM mode does not have a longitudinal component (z-

direction), and the velocity of the wave is not frequency-dependent. On the contrary, TE (and TM)

mode has cutoff frequencies below which waves cannot propagate [63]. The cutoff frequencies for

the TE and TM modes of coaxial waveguides are calculated using the following equations [64]:

fTEm1
c =

vm

π(a+ b)
, (2.13)

fTM1n
c =

vm

2(b− a)
, (2.14)

where a and b are the inner and outer radii of the coaxial cable, respectively, and m and n are

integers to determine the mode of operation for the TE and TM modes, respectively.

FDTD model for a GIS with SF6 gas being in inserted series with the high voltage conductor

as shown in Figure 2.10 is built [65] to understand the effect of disconnecting switches. Both

high-frequency (HF) and low-frequency (LF) components were measured and simulated separately

through filters. The couplers connected after the switch (UHF B, C, and D) could not detect most

electromagnetic waves LF (TEM) components. EM waves can no longer see the GIS in this case

as a coaxial cable, but rather a CW which does not support TEM mode of propagation [65, 66]. In

addition, results show that if the gap length is increased, more TEM frequency components would

be attenuated, resulting in higher energy losses. High-frequency components (TE11 mode and

above), on the other hand, do not experience significant attenuation in magnitude since they can

freely propagate in circular waveguides.

The effect of disconnecting switches was further studied in [64]. This is done by investigating

the impact of the switch for three different classes of GIS (110kV, 220 kV, and 550kV). It has been

shown that the higher is the voltage (or the larger is the GIS dimensions), the lower the attenuation

of EM waves due to disconnecting switches becomes. This could be justified by the fact that the
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Figure 2.10: Gas-insulated switchgear model with a disconnecting switch being opened "adapted
from [65]".

larger the dimensions of the GIS, the lower the cut-off frequency of the first propagating mode, the

lower the TEM content, the lower the reflections due to the low order modes.

The impact of changing the diameter ratio between the inner and outer conductors was also

investigated in [64]. The work has shown that EM wave energy is attenuated after the change

in inner radius. Such results are expected since changing the ratio between the inner and outer

conductor radii changes the characteristic impedance of the coaxial waveguide. The characteristic

impedance of a lossless line is given by [67]:

Z0 =
60
√
εr

ln
(a
b

)
, (2.15)

where a and b are the inner and outer radii of the coaxial cable, respectively.

Further investigation on the change of outer diameter was carried out in [68]. The results

showed that the TEM mode of propagation experiences a minute impact due to a change in diam-

eter, whereas the higher-order modes are reflected.
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2.1.5.5 Insulating Spacers

Dielectric spacers are solid insulating components used to separate GIS compartments and

provide better support between inner and outer conductors [69, 70]. However, such components

enforce some constraints on the highest possible applied voltage between the two conductors of

the GIS at the interfaces between the solid, gas, and electrode interface [71]. Many attempts

have been proposed to optimize the shape of dielectric spacers and reduce the electric field stress,

thus increasing the breakdown voltage of the GIS. Consequently, different types of insulations are

proposed including, but not limited to disk type, cone type, and basin type spacers [69, 72].

To understand the impact of dielectric spacers on the generated EM waves in the event of a

fault, an experimental investigation to study and analyze the intensity of the detected field after

passing through basin-type insulators was carried out in [9, 73]. FDTD modeling was also used to

investigate the effects of spacers further. Two types of basin-type spacers were used to analyze the

impact of EM waves. As depicted in Figure 2.11, the metal type has a metallic cover surrounding

the spacer to reduce the electric field leakage and provide better grounding for the tank. In contrast,

the bush type does not have any metal cladding.

Figure 2.11: Basin-Type Insulating Spacers "reprinted from [73]".
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The main factor contributing to EM attenuation is not the permittivity difference between SF6

and the dielectric spacer. This has been investigated by initially applying low pass filtering to

the EM wave to inspect the attenuation of the TEM mode of propagation [9, 73]. The results

showed that the low-frequency components experienced a minimal attenuation in the amplitude as

the signal propagated through the spacers. When high-pass filtering is applied to the obtained EM

waves, the higher-order propagation modes experienced a considerable attenuation. As the EM

wave propagates inside the tank, the higher-order modes start to decompose since different propa-

gation modes have different velocities at which they travel. Hence, a reduction in the amplitude of

the signal is experienced even in the absence of dielectric spacers [73].

A simulation model has been built to investigate the effect of the spacers on the time of flight

of EM waves [74]. The simulation model results showed that EM waves could not propagate at the

speed of light with the existent of spacers. The speed of propagation is inversely proportional to

the square root of the relative dielectric constant [52]. Thus, the propagation with dielectric spacers

with high relative permittivity would be slower than the speed of light. The results of the work also

showed that EM waves traveled through the path with minimal resistance. Thus, the thickness of

the spacer is the main factor that affect the velocity of the EM waves rather than its shape.

2.1.6 UHF Sensor Connection

2.1.6.1 Externally Connected UHF Sensors

Albeit internally connected UHF sensors demonstrate superior performance compared with

the externally connected counterparts in both noise and sensitivity, the latter has been given much

attention. This is attributed to the many challenges associated with the connection of internal

sensors in already built GIS devices since such systems are concealed devices, imposing high cost

and time for the integration of sensors internally [75].

For bush-type spacers, EM waves can leave the tank through the dielectric spacer [7]. S.

Kaneko et al. [76] built an FDTD model for a GIS with slits formed by the bolts connecting

the GIS tubes. For the induced EM waves, the slits act as slot antennas with a width equal to
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the thickness of the spacer and length equal to the spacing between 2 adjacent bolts. This gives

the externally connected sensors an advantage if the measured frequency of the PD event is close

to the resonance frequencies of the slot antennas [75, 77]. The detected electric field intensity

is maximum if the UHF is connected in the middle between 2 adjacent bolts [75, 76]. For the

electric field vector to meet the boundary conditions at the aperture, the field lines have to be in

the longitudinal direction parallel to the GIS tank. Thus, when connecting an external antenna to

detect the produced EM waves due to PD, the E-plane of the sensor has to be fixed parallel to the

GIS tank to maximize the sensitivity of the detected electric field [39, 75].

Different kinds of external sensors are used to detect the event of PD. The most commonly

used types are the bi-conical log periodic antenna, Horn antenna, loop antenna, a dipole antenna,

and some kinds of planar antennas, including fractal antenna, patch antenna (asymmetric and sym-

metric), and spiral antenna [7, 39, 75, 78, 79]. Horn antennas have higher sensitivity at high fre-

quencies, whereas log-periodic antennas have better sensitivity at low frequencies. Loop antennas

have better sensitivity at the higher frequency side of the spectrum. One of the factors that make

such antennas superior compared with the other two types mentioned above is that the position

of the loop antennas does not have to be precisely in the middle between bolts to get high sensi-

tivities. Dipole antennas, conversely, have the best sensitivity as they can be directly connected

to the flanges measuring both field intensity and the potential difference between the 2 flanges in

the event of PD [75]. Microstrip patch antennas are small, narrow bandwidth, and cheap devices

printed into a circuit board and made with a conductive material such as copper [80, 81]. Spiral

antennas are a wideband circularly polarized type of antennas with a relatively low gain [82, 83].

Fractal antennas are small, multiband, broad bandwidth antennas. Although Hilbert fractal anten-

nas are the most commonly used type of such antennas, there are also some other types like the

Moore fractal antenna [78, 84, 85].

2.1.6.2 Internally Connected UHF Sensors

Recently, GIS devices are built with UHF sensors integrated internally to detect PD properly.

Such sensors are usually connected in the hand-hole of GIS tanks. Consequently, there are restric-
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tions on the maximum size of the internally connected antennas. Another drawback of the use of

such devices is that they affect the electric field distribution inside the GIS tank [86, 87]. Moreover,

if maintenance is required for one of the UHF sensors in the event of failure, changing internally

connected sensors or fixing them requires more effort and time [7].

The position of the PD source can affect the behavior of the detected electric field by sensors.

To illustrate, if the PD source is close to the inner conductor, TE11 mode of propagation is dom-

inant, and thus, the detected EM wave would have a short duration. On the contrary, if the defect

is on the outer tank, higher-order TE modes would be generated, increasing the duration of the

detected signals [88, 89]. The increase in duration is caused by the reduction in the velocity of the

higher-order modes of propagation which is given by the following equation for TE modes:

vTE = v

√
1−

(
fc
f

)2

(2.16)

Where fc is the cutoff frequency of the TE mode and f is the operating frequency. An important

point to note is that if the GIS size is small, it might be difficult to differentiate whether the PD

source is on the low or the high voltage conductor [88]. When the GIS size is small, the tip of the

needle used to create the protrusion defect would be close to both the inner and outer conductors

making it challenging to determine whether the needle is on the inner or outer conductor.

Due to the size constraint imposed on the internally connected UHF sensors, limited types

of such devices could be used to detect PD. Disk type and loop type sensors are the most well-

known sensors used for this purpose. The performance of the two types of UHF couplers or

antennas were investigated [89]. Results show that disk-type sensors have better sensitivity for the

detection of higher-order modes. Thus, if PD took place near the outer tank, disk-type sensors

demonstrate superior capabilities. On the other hand, loop-type antennas are suitable at lower

order frequencies, making them good candidates if PD occurred near the central conductor. Disk

type antennas can either be connected internally or externally [86, 90, 91]. Extensive research has

been carried out to improve disk-type antennas’ performance for the detection of UHF signals. To

summarize, internally and externally connected sensors deliver similar behavior for the detection
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of PD [9]. However, the internally connected sensors have much higher sensitivities compared

with the external counterparts [92].

2.1.7 Overview of Electromagnetic Wave Behavior in GIS

Tables 2.1 and 2.2 summarize some of the important electromagnetic aspects investigated by

researchers during the event of PD in GIS.

2.2 CIGRE Sensitivity Verification Recommendations and UHF Sensitivity Analysis

The determination of whether GIS suffers from PD has been given great attention since the ear-

liest days to contribute to such capital assets’ operational safety and reliability. Traditionally, it has

been proven that only apparent PD charge magnitude can be measured. Thus, no complete infor-

mation about PD events can be obtained using conventional PD measurement techniques [93, 94].

Different techniques have been deployed to improve the detection and localization of PD in GIS

enclosures. Among these, UHF techniques have been in use since the 1980s as they showed great

suppression to noise and high sensitivity [95, 96, 97]. UHF detection techniques have been widely

used for PD detection, classification, and localization of different PD defects in different high volt-

age equipment [98, 99]. The major drawbacks of such a technique are the limited information

about the exact magnitude of PD charges since there is no direct correlation between the received

RF signal strength and the PD intensity, and the difficulties associated with the installation of UHF

sensors in some devices like transformers and built GIS systems [95, 99].

To overcome the issue of limited information about the magnitude of PD charge, CIGRE sen-

sitivity verification procedure was developed and used to allocate UHF sensors in GIS enclosures

optimally [95, 100]. The sensitivity verification procedure has two steps: laboratory test (step 1)

and on-site test (step 2). In step 1, a transmitting antenna injects an artificial pulse similar in be-

havior to the actual PD pulse. The resultant electromagnetic (EM) waves are then acquired using

a second receiving sensor. Such analysis is used to obtain the frequency response of UHF sensors

and establish PD charge sensitivity. On the other hand, the 2nd step is done on-site while GIS

systems are operating to ensure that the obtained sensitivity is sufficient to detect PD during the
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operation of the GIS [100]. In both steps, the pulse used at the transmitting sensor is chosen such

that the transmission coefficient between the transmitting and receiving sensors is very close to

the actual signal captured by the receiving sensor due to the PD pulse. Figure 2.12 shows how

the CIGRE sensitivity is experimentally set up. In contrast, Figure 2.13 [101] shows a comparison

between the captured signals when an actual pulse is used and the captured signal when a trans-

mitting sensor is used. One can see the considerable similarity between the captured signals for

both cases. This, indeed, is the main reason for choosing such a technique to model PD signals and

avoid dealing with dipoles that do not consider all complexities associated with the actual exact

behavior of the PD pulse.

Figure 2.12: CIGRE Sensitivity Verification Recommendations Experimental Setup.

Figure 2.13: Comparison between an actual PD signal and a transmitting signal captured by a
receiving sensor "reprinted from [101]".
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2.3 Conclusion

Gas-insulated switchgear has become essential in power system utilities due to their higher

efficiency, reliability, and smaller size. With the rapid technological growth in power systems,

the need for continuously monitoring such devices has become of great importance. UHF method

for the diagnostic of GIS has become widely used due to the many benefits, including the high

sensitivity and excellent immunity to noise and interferences. Thus, this chapter discusses EM

wave behavior due to PD detected by the UHF techniques in GIS devices. The main concluding

remarks are:

• There are two types of mechanisms that govern the phenomenon of PD, namely Townsend

and Streamer mechanisms. If the void or gap size is small, Townsend mechanism explains

the behavior of PD. Nevertheless, if the gap size gets larger, Streamer mechanism explains

the space charge and formulation of photons.

• Different types of pulse models can be used to represent PD pulses. Such models include

Gaussian pulse, Wanninger pulse, and Double Exponential pulse.

• The Larmor’s formula explains the radiation of the electromagnetic waves during the event

of PD which is caused by the acceleration and deceleration of charged particles.

• EM radiation due to small voids or gaps can be modeled as an electric dipole.

• The angle between the PD source and coupler used to detect EM waves has a large impact

on the intensity of the detected signals.

• L and T structures can cause mode transformation to the signal propagation. Such structures

can also cause large attenuation and multiple reflections to EM waves.

• Disconnecting switches can change the environment of the GIS from coaxial waveguide to

circular waveguide causing attenuation and reflections to the TEM mode components.

• Changing the inner or outer radii of GIS can cause reflections in the EM waves.
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• Spacers do not have a large impact on the attenuation of the EM waves, but they can affect

the time of flight of waves.

• Internally connected sensors have better sensitivity than the external sensors since the later

receive weaker signals and are more prone to noise.
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3. PD SIGNAL PROPAGATION IN GIS: ULTRA-HIGH FREQUENCY

DETECTION-BASED MODELING *

A GIS has become an essential part of electrical power substations due to the associated mer-

its of such a capital asset. Although such resilient devices can rarely suffer from failure, PD is

responsible for around 85% of their recorded collapses. UHF techniques have been widely used

in detecting and localization PD for a long time because of their immunity to noise and high

sensitivity. Understanding electromagnetic (EM) wave behavior in GIS systems is significant for

improving the utilization of UHF sensors in PD detection and for the optimal allocation of UHF an-

tennas inside GIS systems. Thus, this chapter is devoted to building a detailed 3D FE model based

on UHF detection techniques to understand the propagation behavior of EM waves inside GIS. A

disk-type UHF sensor is used for acquiring EM waves inside the GIS. The sensitivity of the sensor

has been obtained using a gigahertz transverse electromagnetic (GTEM) test cell. The proposed

model investigates the impact of multiple disconnecting parts, including L structure, the relative

angle between PD source and sensors, and disconnecting switches on the propagation of electro-

magnetic waves based on step 1 of the CIGRE recommendations. A simple L structured model is

initially built to validate the modeled GIS, and a comparative analysis has been conducted between

the built model and the experimental and analytical results from the literature.

3.1 Model Overview

An L structured GIS model is built using the Multiphysics platform of COMSOL to study the

behavior of EM waves propagating inside the GIS. The inner and outer diameters of the model are

160 mm and 400 mm, respectively. A Gaussian pulse with a peak centered at 1 ns is injected using

the transmitting sensor shown in Figure 3.1, whereas the receiving sensors are used to acquire EM

waves. Sensors 2 and 3 are also rotated by 90 to study the impact of changing the angle between

*Part of this chapter is reprinted with permission from "PD SignalPropagation in GIS: Ultra-High Frequency
Detection-Based Modeling" by A. Darwish, S. S. Refaat, H. Abu-Rub and H. A. Toliyat, 2020. IEEE Sensors Journal,
copyright [2021] by IEEE.
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PD source and receiving sensors on EM wave propagation. Thus, a total of 5 sensors are placed

inside the GIS enclosure. Figure 3.2 shows the 3D schematic of the modeled GIS.

Steel Cover

Steel
Cover

Steel 
Cover

Sensor 2 
(Theta = 0)

Sensor 3 
(Theta = 0)

Sensor 1

Dielectric 
Spacer

Dielectric 
Spacer

Dielectric 
Spacer

400 mm

600 mm

280 mm

220 mm

300 mm

500 mm

1000 mm

580 mm

Switch

Figure 3.1: 2-Dimensional view of the proposed GIS model. SF6, Epoxy Resin, and steel covers
are modeled to account for transmission and attenuation of EM waves.
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Figure 3.2: 3D schematic of the modeled GIS structure.

The used pulse is represented by the following equation [96]:

GP (t) = V0 e
− t2

2σ2 (3.1)

The Fourier representation of this pulse is given by:

GP (ω) = V0 σ
√

2π e−0.5ω
2σ2

, (3.2)

where V0 is the amplitude of the pulse, and σ determines the pulse width. Figure 3.3 shows the

used Gaussian pulse with its frequency representation. The time-shift impact is not shown in the
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Figure 3.3: a) The used Gaussian pulse at the source (transmitting sensor). b) Frequency represen-
tation of the Gaussian pulse. It can be seen that the magnitude of the frequency-domain signal is
very low since the total energy of the pulse is low.

frequency-domain representation since the magnitude of the voltage is shown.

The insulating medium, SF6, is used to fill the space inside the structure, whereas Epoxy Resin

(εr = 4.8) characterizes the dielectric spacers. The inner and outer conductors are modeled as

perfect electric conductors (PEC) to reduce the computation time. Electromagnetic waves inside

the GIS are obtained by solving the following boundary value problem (BVP) [22, 74]:

∇×
(

1

µr
∇× A

)
+ µ0σ

∂A
∂t

+ µ0ε0

(
εr
∂2A
∂t2

)
= 0, in Ω ⊆ R3 (3.3)

∇×
(

1

µr
∇× A

)
+ jωµ0σA− ω2µ0ε0εrA = 0, in Ω ⊆ R3 (3.4)
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n× A = 0 over ∂PEC, Ω ⊆ R3 (3.5)

−n× (
1

µr
∇× A)− µ0

Zport

∂

∂t
n× (n× A) =

2µ0

Zport

n× (n× E0), over ∂port Ω ⊆ R3

(3.6)

A = 0 for t ≤ 0, in Ω ⊆ R3 (3.7)

Equations (3.3) and (3.4) are used to solve EM wave propagation in the volume (R3) of the GIS

model. Equation (3.5) shows that no EM waves are propagating after the PEC boundaries (R3), but

rather, they get reflected. Equation (3.6) is used to calculate the intensity of EM waves received by

each port along the boundary (R2). In the above BVP, A represents the magnetic vector potential,

n is a unit vector normal to the surface, Zport represents the impedance seen at each port, E0 is

the source electric field (for the sensor used to inject the pulse, or transmitting sensor), and µ, ε,

and σ represent the electric permeability, permittivity, and conductivity of the different materials,

respectively. Equation (3.3) is used to obtain the time-domain results, whereas (3.4) gives the

frequency-domain results. Equation (3.6) is used to obtain time-domain results. A similar equation

is also used to obtain the frequency-domain results at the port.

3.2 UHF Sensor Modeling

The following section presents the modeling approach of the used disk-type UHF sensor in-

side the GIS [102]. The diameter of the UHF sensor is 150mm, and its height is 50mm. Tufnol

(εr = 3.4) characterizes the sensor’s dielectric material. PEC is used to model all metallic com-

ponents of the sensor. A simplified GTEM cell model has been built to reduce the complexity and

computational time of the FE solver. The simplifications made are [91]:

• Half of the GTEM has been modeled due to the symmetry of the cell.
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(b)(a)

Figure 3.4: The modeled GTEM test cell. a) side-view "adapted from [103]", b) 3D modeled
structure.

• Side walls of the GTEM test cell are represented by “Scattering Boundary Conditions” to

absorb any incident signals and obtain a vertically polarized electric field.

• The cell length has been reduced to 2 m instead of using the full 3 m length. This assumption

is made to avoid having very fine mesh size at the input of the test cell. Figure 3.4 shows the

modeled GTEM [103].

A Gaussian pulse with a rise-time of 300ps is used at the input. Then, the sensitivity of the

UHF sensor was obtained by calculating the antenna factor (AF) using [103]:

AF(f) =
E(f)

U(f)
, (3.8)

Sensitivity(f) =
1

AF(f)
, (3.9)

where E(f) is the input electric field strength, and U(f) is the detected voltage at the antenna

terminal. Initially, time-domain signals were obtained, and FFT was then used.

Figure 3.5 shows the received voltage and sensitivity of the UHF sensor. It can be seen that

the sensitivity is higher than 6mV/Vm−1 over 500MHz to 1500MHz, the minimum sensitivity

placed by a UK technical guidance note [91]. The average sensitivity in Figure 3.5(b) is obtained

over the frequency range set by the UK technical guide. By comparing the obtained frequency
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Figure 3.5: a) Voltage waveform obtained by the UHF sensor due to a Gaussian pulse input signal.
The input has a rise-time of 300ps and an amplitude of 31V/m. b) The frequency response of the
UHF sensor.

response with that in [102], the overall behavior is similar, with slight differences attributed to the

differences in the sensor’s implementation details.

3.3 Simulation Results

In this section, four different cases are modeled and discussed. The first model represents a

simple L structure GIS without any disconnecting parts. The model compares the obtained results

with analytical and experimental data from the literature to validate the obtained results. The

second and third models are used to investigate the impact of disconnecting switch lengths and

the L structure on the EM wave propagation. Finally, the fourth model is used to investigate the

attenuation of EM waves as a function of distance.
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3.3.1 Case I: Closed Switch

Normalized electric field distribution at three different frequencies, namely 10MHz, 400-MHz,

and 1400MHz, is simulated and shown in Figure 3.6. Since the input time-domain signal is a

Gaussian pulse with a very high rise-time, the frequency-domain representation of such a signal

has a very low magnitude since it covers a wide frequency range (refer to Figure 3.3). The input

voltage magnitude is 1.38e-8V at 10MHz, 1.085e-8V at 400MHz, and 7.4e-10V at 1400MHz.

Thus, the electric field distribution is normalized with respect to 1.25e-9Vm−1 at 10MHz, 9.8e-10

Vm−1 at 400MHz, and 6.7e-11 Vm−1 at 1400MHz to maintain a constant multiple of magnitude for

all cases. Coaxial waveguide structures support TEM mode, which is independent of frequency.

Nonetheless, for TE and TM modes to propagate, the frequency of operation should exceed the

associated cut-off frequencies given by the following equations [64, 96]:

fTEm1
c =

v m

π(a+ b)
(3.10)

fTM1n
c =

v n

2(b− a)
(3.11)

where a and b are the inner and outer radii of the coaxial waveguide, v represents EM waves ve-

locity, and m and n are integers that determine the mode of operation of the TE and TM modes,

respectively. Based on (4.7) and (3.11), the cutoff frequencies are around 340MHz and 1235MHz

for TE11 and TM11 modes, respectively. The subscripts associated with the TE and TM modes

indicate the number of full-wave patterns along the circumference and the diameter of the GIS

model. Moreover, Figure 3.6(a) shows that TEM mode components appear before and after the L

structure and are uniformly distributed along with the GIS. This agrees with the results obtained

in [22, 47, 53]. When the frequency is increased to 400MHz, some resonances are created, as

shown in Figure 3.6(b). For EM waves, GIS devices act as cavity resonators due to the existence of

dielectric spacers and metallic covers [22]. On the other hand, the electric field experienced large

attenuation due to the L structure, which agrees with the experimental data obtained in [47] since
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Figure 3.6: Electric field distribution inside the GIS enclosure at a) 10 MHz, b) 400 MHz, and c)
1400 MHz.
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most of TE11 mode of propagation gets reflected due to L structures. Finally, Figure 3.6(c) shows

the electric field distribution at 1400MHz where TM mode can propagate. Many resonances are

created inside the GIS cavity. This behavior is attributed to the fact that the TM mode of propa-

gation requires higher frequencies to propagate inside a coaxial waveguide. On the contrary, the

electric field intensity after the L structure remained strong as TM mode has longitudinal elec-

tric field components. These components act as sources for EM waves to propagate after the L

structure [22, 48].

Figure 3.7 shows the transmission coefficient, or S-parameters, between sensors 1 and 2. The

figure illustrates multiple dips and peaks created as a function of frequency verified by the exper-

imental work in [22]. Such behavior is attributed to the creation of cavity resonators, as stated

earlier. The power received by sensor 2 when θ = 0 and θ = 90 are identical at low-frequency.

TEM mode of propagation is independent of the angular position, which justifies such results. On

the other hand, as the frequency approaches 340MHz, the received power by sensor 2 (θ = 0) be-

comes higher than that when (θ = 90). At such frequencies, TE11 mode can propagate inside the

switchgear. TE11 mode is highly dependent on the angular position causing the observed behavior

in the S-parameters. Nonetheless, this behavior is not observed over the whole frequency range

where TE11 mode is dominant. Moreover, when the frequency approaches 700MHz, it becomes

difficult to differentiate which sensor receives more power due to the large number of resonances

created in the GIS. Such results are analytically verified in [41] using the following:

ETEM
r =

Z0

4πb ln
(
b
a

) ln
(
r2
r1

)
I(ω) e−

jωz
v , (3.12)

ETEmn
r =Amn

∫ r2

r1

Zm(umnr
′)

r′
dr′cos(mφ)I(ω)Fmn

TE (ω), (3.13)

ETMmn
r =Bmn

∫ r2

r1

X ′m(vmnr
′)dr′cos(mφ)I(ω)Fmn

TM (ω), (3.14)

where Z0 is the characteristic impedance of the coaxial waveguide, r1 and r2 are variables to
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Figure 3.7: Transmission coefficient between sensor 1 to sensor 2 (S21) (Case I).

determine the radial path of PD current, I(ω) is the frequency representation of the current pulse,

Amn and Bmn are constants calculated as in [41], FTE and FTM are complex exponential functions

of ω, umn and vmn are the mode eigenvalues of TE and TM modes, respectively, and Zn and

X ′n involve some combinations of Bessel functions. The equations mentioned above verify that

the higher-order modes are dependent on the angular position between PD source and receiving

sensors, whereas TEM mode is not. Equation (3.13) explains the reduction on the received EM

waves by sensor 2 (θ = 90) as compared with (θ = 0) for TE11 mode frequencies. However, when

the frequency gets higher, new modes are created, and the total received power is the superposition

of these modes.

Figure 3.8, on the other hand, shows the transmission coefficient between sensors 1 and 3. A

large similarity between the received power by sensor 3 when θ = 0 and θ = 90 can be observed.
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Figure 3.8: Transmission coefficient between sensor 1 to sensor 3 (S31) (Case I).

There is a smaller difference in the received power at TE11 frequencies as compared with Figure

3.7. This is attributed to the high reflections of TE11 weakening the signal after the L structure.

At frequencies above 1300MHz, S31 behavior becomes very similar to S21 since TM mode is

propagating.

Figure 3.9 and Figure 3.10 show that the arrival time of EM waves from sensor 1 is around 3.1ns

and 8ns to sensor 2 and sensor 3, respectively. EM waves propagate at velocity of 2.964e8m/s in

SF6 and 1.369e8m/s inside dielectric spacers. Based on time calculations, EM waves arrive at

sensors 2 and 3 at 3.18ns and 8.08ns, considering that waves follow the shortest path between PD

source and sensors. Such results verify that waves travel in all directions away from the source.

This can also be observed from Figure 3.11, showing EM waves propagation in the GIS as a

function of time. When EM waves reach the L structure, they start propagating in all directions
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Figure 3.9: Voltage received by sensor 2 (Case I).

towards the second section of the GIS. In order to accurately calculate the arrival time of waves at

sensor 3, the shortest distance is to be considered. Albeit the inner conductor has an impact on the

arrival time of EM waves at sensor 3, θ = 0 for this simulation case, such impact is minimal and

can be ignored [4].

Although the overall behavior between the obtained results and the experimental and analytical

results is similar, the obtained results’ magnitudes can be different. There is no clear relation be-

tween PD magnitude, and the received RF signal intensity via UHF sensors [95]. This justifies the

differences in the intensity of EM waves between the proposed model herein and the experimental

data.
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Figure 3.10: Voltage received by sensor 3 (Case I).

3.3.2 Case II: Open Switch (Length =150mm)

The electric field distribution, at 10MHz and 1400MHz with a 150mm long disconnecting

switch, is shown in Figure 3.12. Based on Figure 3.12(a), TEM mode is mostly attenuated because

of the switch. When a disconnecting switch is open, GIS is no longer regarded by EM waves

as a coaxial waveguide, but rather, it is seen as a circular waveguide that does not support low-

frequency (TEM) modes. This causes a rapid attenuation to TEM waves inside the GIS after the

switch. Figure 3.12(b) shows that higher-order modes can still propagate after the switch since

circular waveguides support the propagation of TE and TM modes.

Figure 3.13 presents the transmission coefficient between sensor 1 and sensor 3 when the dis-

connecting switch is open. S21 is not shown since it is similar to that of case I (Figure 3.7). When

the disconnecting switch is open, a rapid attenuation to TEM mode signals inside the GIS after
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 3.11: Electric field distribution inside the GIS enclosure at a) 0.5ns, b) 5ns, c) 6ns, and d)
10ns. It is clear based on the obtained results at t = 6ns that EM waves propagate in all directions
once the L-structure is reached.

the open switch is observed. The main reason for that is, as explained earlier, the sudden change

of the waveguide structure from coaxial to circular waveguide. This explains the attenuation of

TEM waves in Figure 3.13 as compared with Figure 3.8. Higher-order frequency modes are not

primarily affected since they can propagate in circular waveguides.

Figure 3.14 shows the arrival time of EM signals received by sensor 3 when the switch is open.

Voltage received by sensor 3 is initially lower than the first case, whereas the arrival time of signals

is identical. This shows that open disconnecting switches do not cause a complete attenuation of

the TEM mode of propagation. If TEM mode is completely attenuated, the arrival time would be
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(a)

(b)

Figure 3.12: Electric field distribution inside the GIS enclosure at a) 10 MHz, b) 1400 MHz.
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Figure 3.13: Transmission coefficient between sensor 1 and sensor 3 (S31) (Case II).

different since higher-order modes are slower than TEM. Equation (3.15) shows the propagation

velocity of TE modes [96]:

vTE = v ·

√
1−

(
fc
f

)2

(3.15)

where v is TEM wave propagation velocity, fc is the cutoff frequency of the different modes, and

f represents the frequency of operation. Based on (3.15), the higher the TE order mode, the slower

the propagation velocity becomes.

3.3.3 Case III: Open Switch (Length =300mm)

The voltage received by sensor 3 is shown in Figure 3.15 when the length of the switch is

increased to 300mm. The received voltage amplitude is initially slightly reduced compared with
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Figure 3.14: Voltage received by sensor 3 (Case II).

Figure 3.10 and Figure 3.14. TEM mode of propagation has undergone more attenuation compared

to Case II. An open switch does not necessarily cause a complete attenuation to the TEM mode

of propagation. Low-frequency waves would experience rapid attenuation due to open switches;

however, if the length of such switches is not sufficiently large, part of TEM frequencies would be

able to reach the coaxial structure and continue propagation.

3.3.4 Case IV: Sensor 3 as a Transmitting Source

In this section, the disconnecting switch is closed, whereas sensor 3 (θ = 90) is used as the

input to inject the pulse. This section is used to investigate the impact of distance between PD

source and sensors on the propagation of EM wave behavior. Figure 3.16 shows the transmission

coefficient from sensor 3 to 1 (S13) and sensor 3 to 2 (S23). The figure illustrates that S23 is

slightly higher than S13 over most of the high-frequency range. However, TEM mode shows that
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Figure 3.15: Voltage received by sensor 3 (Case III).

S13 is either identical to or higher than S23. The reason is that low-frequency components expe-

rience less attenuation as compared with high-frequency. On the other hand, the sudden reduction

in S23 at around 70MHz and 210MHz is attributed to the created resonances since GIS devices

comprise a complex structure for EM waves. Thus, fully understanding the exact behavior of such

propagating waves is complicated. High-frequency components experience higher attenuation,

causing a reduction in S13 compared with S23. This can be observed over frequencies ranging

from 500MHz to 630MHz. Finally, when the frequency is above 630MHz, the large number of

created resonances makes it challenging to distinguish which sensor receives higher energy.

3.4 Conclusion

Time-domain and frequency-domain results of the propagating EM waves inside a GIS were

obtained using a Maxwell finite element solver. The results were compared with experimental data
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Figure 3.16: Transmission coefficients S13 and S23 (Case IV).

from the literature. Step 1 of the CIGRE recommendations were used to analyze EM waves inside

GIS systems due to multiple disconnecting parts. The radiated EM waves were then collected

using the rest of the UHF sensors, and results were used to analyze the propagating EM waves.

The proposed model can be used to understand and analyze EM waves due to PD to better utilize

UHF sensors inside GIS systems. The following concluding remarks are drawn:

• Finite element analysis can accurately model EM wave behavior inside complex structures

like GIS systems.

• CIGRE recommendations are convenient for analyzing EM wave behavior in GIS, even if

multiple disconnecting parts exist. Although step 1 of the CIGRE recommendations has

been utilized for analyzing EM waves, step 2 can also be used similarly since the UHF

detection ranges from 300MHz to 3GHz. In this frequency range, the interference with the
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different components of the GIS is minimal. Nonetheless, if the low-frequency components

are of interest, step 1 of the CIGRE recommendations is recommended to avoid the possible

interferences that might take place inside GIS enclosures.

• PD-based UHF sensors can be modeled and calibrated using FE solvers. The calibration of

sensors involves using a GTEM test cell to obtain the sensitivity of the UHF sensor.

• TEM mode propagates even in L structures, but opening a disconnecting switch can cause

significant attenuation to such mode of propagation. However, disconnecting switches do not

necessarily cause a complete attenuation to low-frequency EM waves unless the switches are

sufficiently large.

• Opening a disconnecting switch does not have an enormous impact on the propagation of

higher-order modes. This is attributed to the fact that higher-order modes can still be propa-

gating in circular waveguides.

• Although TEM mode is independent of the angular position, higher-order modes can be

largely affected. Simply put, the angular position of sensors concerning the source signifi-

cantly impacts the detected waves.

• The arrival time of signals can be easily calculated for straight GIS devices. If L structures

exist, direct calculations cannot give accurate results for the arrival time. In this case, the

shortest path between the PD source and the sensor should be considered.

• Unlike high-frequency components, low-frequency modes experience low attenuation with

distance.

• The higher the frequency of operation, the more the created resonances inside GIS enclo-

sures, the higher the complexity of understanding EM wave behavior.
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4. PD SIGNAL ATTENUATION IN 550 KV GIS: IMPACT OF DIFFERENT BARRIERS ON

THE PROPAGATING ELECTROMAGNETIC WAVES

Accurate modeling of partial discharge within gas-insulated switchgear has become of paramount

significance to improve the utilization of ultra-high frequency sensors within such capital assets.

Providing better insight on how electromagnetic waves propagate within gas-insulated switchgear

(GIS) systems provides valuable information that can be used to determine the optimal allocation

of ultra-high frequency (UHF) sensors. Thus far, most existing models are not considering the full

complexity of the GIS systems due to the many associated challenges and the high computational

demand of such system modeling. In this work, a GIS system is modeled using the Maxwell solver

of COMSOL multi-physics. CIGRE sensitivity verification recommendations are used to inject

UHF signals using an internal sensor. Then, two external sensors, placed on the outer belt of di-

electric spacers, are used to capture the radiated electromagnetic (EM) waves. The electric field

distribution at selected frequencies is presented and discussed under two operating conditions for

disconnecting switches. The modeled GIS contains many barriers, including two bends, multiple

sudden changes in the outer to inner diameters ratios, six dielectric spacers, and two disconnecting

switches. Time-domain simulation results are also presented to provide an insight into the attenua-

tion properties of EM waves due to the different barriers. Finally, a comparison between simulated

and measured results has been carried out to verify the modeling accuracy. The results show that

GIS systems form complex structures for the electromagnetic waves, and fully understanding the

propagating wave behavior can be tedious.

4.1 CIGRE Sensitivity Verification Recommendations

To bypass the limited information about the correlation between the magnitude of PD discharge

and the intensity of EM waves using UHF detection techniques, CSVR have been adopted since

1999 [101]. CSVR is a two-step procedure: laboratory test (step 1) and on-site test (step 2). In

step 1, a receiving sensor is initially used to capture the power associated with the EM waves due
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to a PD defect placed close to a transmitting sensor while the GIS is off (Step 1 is carried out

in this work) as shown in Figure 2.12. It should be noted that the captured power is frequency-

dependent. Hence, multiple peaks and dips would be seen when such power is received over a

particular frequency sweep.

After obtaining the received power due to the actual PD pulse, the transmitting sensor is used

to inject different artificial pulses. The receiving sensor will be capturing the EM wave intensity

as a function of frequency. Then, the captured power due to each artificial pulse will be compared

with the actual PD pulse response. The chosen artificial pulse would give close magnitude to the

actual PD pulse with a tolerance of 20% [101]. Figure 2.12 summarizes the experimental setup of

step 1 of CSVR. If readers are interested in additional details about the two steps of CSVR, they

are strongly encouraged to refer to [13] since a detailed experimental setup is provided.

CSVR mainly relies on the existence of internally connected sensors/antennas within the GIS.

Nonetheless, this limits the usage of such sensitivity analysis to the relatively new GIS systems

since old devices do not contain internally connected sensors. Thus far, most existing FE-based

GIS models which utilize CSVR to study EM wave behavior within the GIS enclosures rely on in-

ternally connected UHF sensors, or ideal ports of excitation [10]. Integrating internally connected

sensors to old GIS systems is not a feasible solution due to the high complications associated with

opening such metallic encapsulated structures, given that a high pressurized gas (SF6) is contained

within such capital assets. Moreover, GIS devices are extremely robust devices with a lifespan

extending to few decades. Old GIS systems require more monitoring as compared with newly

built systems. Hence, this work proposes applying CSVR using externally connected sensors as

receiving sensors due to a wideband signal. Such analysis can help determine the required distance

between the externally connected sensors to detect and localize PD activities within GIS devices.

This can help optimize the number and location of UHF sensors within old GIS systems. In other

words, applying such sensitivity analysis using externally connected sensors can improve UHF

detection techniques in GIS systems.
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4.2 FE Model Overview

A 550kV GIS model is used in this work to study the EM wave propagation within its enclosure.

Figure 4.1 shows the π structure GIS system. Two external sensors are connected at an aperture

made on the metallic belt covering the dielectric spacers, as shown in Figure 4.2. The two sensors

are used to acquire the resultant EM waves due to the injected signal at the transmitting sensor.

Only one external sensor has been used to acquire the propagating EM waves at the two specified

locations at a time. Two disconnecting switches, located between UHF sensor A and UHF sensor

B, are turned ON and OFF, and the results under the different disconnecting switches states are

recorded. This has been conducted to understand the impact of opening and closing disconnecting

switches on the propagating waves within the GIS enclosure.

The two external UHF sensors (UHF A and UHF B) are identical and have similar sensitivity.

The layout and details of the external sensors are given in Figure 4.3. On the other hand, the

dielectric material properties used in the modeling are given in Table 4.1. It should be noted that

all external metallic parts of the UHF sensors (Feed point metallic body and the two external

metallic extensions) were not considered in the model, as depicted from Figure 4.3(a). The coaxial

lumped port used to model the feed point on the model represents the BNC connector that has been

used to capture the EM signal power in the actual experiment.

External UHF sensors in GIS are usually connected over the dielectric spacers connecting the

different GIS tubes. GIS structures are metallic encapsulated structures that do not allow EM

waves to escape the GIS enclosure. Nonetheless, part of the propagating EM waves injected inside

the GIS can escape through the dielectric spacers. Hence, external UHF sensors are usually placed

on top of the dielectric spacers, as shown in Figure 4.2. In this case, the external sensors can detect

part of the EM waves escaping the GIS enclosure. The main reason for placing the external UHF

sensors, as shown in Figure 4.1, is to study the attenuation properties of EM waves due to the

different barriers inside the GIS. This is done by obtaining the received power by each UHF sensor

over frequencies ranging between 250MHz and 2GHz and comparing the obtained results.

The 3D-full Maxwell solver of COMSOL multi-physics has been used to build the GIS shown
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in Figure 4.1, considering the full complexity of the structure. All inner and outer metallic compo-

nents have been modeled as a perfect electric conductor (PEC) to reduce the computational time.

PEC is modeled using [104]:

n× E = 0, (4.1)

where E represents the electric field intensity and n is a unit vector normal to the PEC boundary

surface.

The time-harmonic electric field is numerically evaluated by solving the following in the do-

Internally-Connected 
Transmitting Sensor

Externally-Connected Sensors 
(UHF A on the right side, and 

UHF B on the left side)

550 kV Test 
Transformer

Figure 4.1: 550kV π-structure GIS System. A transmitting sensor, internally connected, is used to
inject the PD-like signals whereas the 2 external sensors are used to capture the EM waves.
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Figure 4.2: Externally connected sensor placement over the dielectric spacers connecting the dif-
ferent GIS tubes.

main R3 [104]:

∇×
(

1

µr
∇× E

)
− k0

(
εr −

jσ

ωε0

)
E = 0, (4.2)

where k0 is the wavenumber in free space, µr is the relative permeability, σ is the electrical con-

ductivity, ε0 is the free space permittivity, and εr is the relative permittivity of the material. The

electrical properties of the materials utilized in the model are summarized in Table 4.1.

All ports for the transmitting and receiving sensors are modeled using lumped port boundary

condition using [105]:
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136mm

F
ee

d
-P

o
in

t

153mm

60m
m

38m
m

UHF Sensor Side View

(a)

F
ee

d
-P

o
in

t (b)

56.65m
m

(c)

38m
m

(d)
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Figure 4.3: a) Top view of the external UHF sensor, b) side view of the external UHF sensor, c)
3D model of the utilized external sensor. All metallic parts are modeled using PEC (boundaries
colored in purple), and d) coaxial lumped port used as a feed point (colored in purple). The used
lumped port is equivalent to a BNC connector where both inner and outer conductors are modeled
using PEC.

Zport =
Vport

Iport
, (4.3)

where Zport represents the impedance seen at the port, Vport is the voltage measured at the port,

and Iport is the current measured at the port. Coaxial port boundary condition has been utilized to

represent the inputs and outputs to the internal and external UHF sensors. This boundary condition

is used to excite or terminate an RF device with a specific impedance (50Ω in this model).

Finally, the test transformer and its section are not considered to reduce the complexity of the

structure. Second-order scattering boundary condition (SBC) has been used instead to reduce the

64



Table 4.1: Used Electrical Material Properties in the Computational Model

Component Conductivity 

(S/m)

Relative 

Permittivity

Relative 

Permeability

Insulating Gas 

(SF6)

2e-12* 1.00204 1

Dielectric Spacers 0 4.8 1

External UHF 

Sensors

0 2.6 1

UHF Sensors 

Connectors

0 2.1 1

* At 0.5 Bar [27]

reflections coming from that side. Such an assumption is valid given that the signal would mostly

be attenuated by the time it reaches the test transformer and gets reflected. The agreement between

measured and simulated results also verify that such an assumption does not significantly alter the

results. SBC in COMSOL is modeled by:

n× (∇× E)− jkn× (E× n)− 1

2jk0
∇× (nn · (∇× E)) = 0, (4.4)

where k is the material’s wavenumber.

Figure 4.4 shows a schematic of the modeled GIS section and the placement of the external

sensors (colored in purple in Figure 4.4(b)). A minimum number of five elements per wavelength

(assuming a maximum frequency of 1.5GHz) has been utilized to mesh the GIS model. Conse-

quently, a total number of 1,719,945 domain elements, 221,929 boundary elements, and 25,882

edge elements comprised the total number of elements required to model the GIS. Due to this vast

number of elements, a total number of 8 frequency points has been simulated. The total simula-

tion time is 1 hour, 29 minutes, and 35 seconds using Intel(R), Xeon(R), Gold 6138CPU @ 2GHz

(40CPUs), 192GB RAM.
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Internal Transmitting 
Sensor

Scattering 
Boundary Condition

Disconnecting 
Switch

(a)

(b)

Figure 4.4: 3D schematic of the modeled GIS system. a) the full 3D structure, b) the external
sensors placement (highlighted in purple).
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4.3 FE Model Results

This section presents the electric field distribution at different frequencies inside the GIS cham-

ber. Investigating the attenuation behavior at different frequencies helps determine the required

distances between externally connected sensors to ensure that at least two UHF sensors can detect

PD activities inside the GIS enclosure. Detecting PD activities using multiple sensors is signifi-

cant to localize the source of PD defects using time difference of arrival (TDoA) or time of flight

(ToF) localizing techniques. It should be noted that external sensors are usually placed on top of

the dielectric spacers connecting the GIS tubes, limiting the locations at which UHF sensors are

placed. Moreover, the electric field distribution helps show the frequency-dependent electric field

intensity distribution inside the GIS enclosure. Finally, the resonances created within the GIS can

also be visualized.

4.3.1 Closed Disconnecting Switch

In this section, the impact of opening and closing the disconnecting switches on the attenuation

behavior of the EM waves is presented and discussed. Figures 4.5 - 4.8 show the electric field

distribution at four different frequencies, namely 250MHz, 425MHz, 775MHz, and 1475MHz.

The first cutoff frequency (TE11) for the simple tubes, where inner and outer diameters exist

without sudden bends or radii change, is around 290MHz. The cutoff frequencies for the TE

modes can be calculated using [96]:

fTEm1
c =

v m

π(a+ b)
, (4.5)

where v represents the propagating velocity within the space (close to the speed of light in SF6), a

is the inner radius of the coaxial structure, and b is the outer radius.

Figure 4.5 represents the Transverse Electromagnetic (TEM) mode of the propagating EM

waves. Minimal signal intensity can be observed from this figure as compared with the remaining

plots near the internal (transmitting) sensor. It is seen that the transmitting signal is placed in a tube

having a circular waveguide shape. TEM mode of propagation is not supported in such a waveguide
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Figure 4.5: Electric field distribution inside the GIS model (closed disconnecting switch) at
250MHz.

since two electrodes are needed for TEM mode to propagate. Consequently, most of the signals

at 250MHz would be attenuated as shown near the edge of the GIS (to the left of the transmitting

sensor). It can be observed from Figure 4.5 that the intensity of the waves attenuates due to the

bends and the dielectric spacers. This attenuation is also attributed to the many changes in the

outer to inner diameters ratio within the GIS enclosure. All these factors cause multiple reflections

within the GIS enclosure, weakening the signal as it propagates through the GIS. Nonetheless, the

attenuation experienced by EM waves at this frequency due to the bends is not as significant as the

425MHz case where TE11 mode can be excited.

Figure 4.6 shows the electric field distribution at 425MHz. At such a frequency, TE11 mode

can propagate within the GIS cavity. Circular waveguides support such a mode of propagation, and

thus, the intensity of the EM signal is much higher than in the first case (Figure 4.5) near the trans-

mitting sensor. Once EM waves reach the first bend, a considerable attenuation can be observed

due to the significant reduction of the electric field intensity after the bend. TE11 mode is highly
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Figure 4.6: Electric field distribution inside the GIS model (closed disconnecting switch) at
425MHz.

dependent on the angular position between the PD source and sensor. When TE11 mode waves

reach the bend, the inner conductor causes a significant reflection to such a mode of propagation,

reducing its intensity after the bend.

Figure 4.7 shows the electric field distribution at a higher frequency. Many resonances are

created within the GIS. Also, at higher frequencies, it becomes difficult to understand the behavior

of such propagating waves. The two bends significantly impact EM waves at 775MHz, as depicted

in Figure 4.7 (although not as significant as the 425MHz case). The dielectric spacers also affect the

intensity of the waves in this case compared with the lower frequency ranges. The reduction of the

EM waves due to the dielectric spacers is attributed to reducing the wavelength as the frequency

increases. This would cause dielectric spacers to have a larger electrical length than the lower

frequency ranges, trapping EM waves within the dielectric spacer and causing more reflections to

the waves.

When the frequency is increased to 1475MHz, as depicted in Figure 4.8, the impact of the
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Figure 4.7: Electric field distribution inside the GIS model (closed disconnecting switch) at
775MHz.

first bend is vastly reduced. Such behavior is attributed to the propagation of Transverse Magnetic

(TM) mode. In TM mode, longitudinal electric field components will be propagating, which acts

as a source for the EM waves to propagate to the second part of the GIS. The large attenuation seen

by the EM signals is mainly attributed to the dielectric spacers.

On the other hand, the EM wave intensity is largely reduced after the second bend, as can be

perceived by Figure 4.8. This reduction is because most TM waves propagating before the first

bend act as a source for the EM waves in the second section (between first and second bends).

Nonetheless, most of the electric field components propagating in this section have radial electric

field components. Hence, the second bend causes a significant reflection of the propagating waves

before reaching the last section of the GIS (after the second bend).

Finally, it can be seen in Figures 4.5 - 4.8 that multiple changes in the outer to inner diameter

ratios are taking place, especially near the bends and along the disconnecting switches. These

changes contribute to the reflections happening within the GIS model due to the changes in the
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Figure 4.8: Electric field distribution inside the GIS model (closed disconnecting switch) at
1475MHz.

characteristic impedance of the coaxial cable. All these factors and the fact that the GIS is a

metallic encapsulated structure contribute to the multiple resonances created within the GIS. Fully

comprehending the propagation of EM waves within GIS structures can be cumbersome, and con-

sidering GIS systems as simple waveguides cannot provide accurate insight on the UHF wave

analysis.

4.3.2 Open Disconnecting Switch

Figures 4.9 and 4.10 show the electric field distribution within the GIS when the disconnecting

switch is open. The electric field is shown at two frequencies only: 250MHz and 1475MHz. The

reason for not showing 425MHz and 775MHz is attributed to the fact that the EM wave intensity is

low at these two frequencies even when the disconnecting switches are closed. Thus, no additional

information has been added at these two frequencies.

Figure 4.9 shows that the intensity of the electric field at 250MHz. It is seen that a rapid

attenuation to the EM waves has been experienced. When the disconnecting switches are open, the
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Figure 4.9: Electric field distribution inside the GIS model (open disconnecting switch) at
225MHz.

coaxial waveguide structure would be changed to a circular waveguide. TEM mode of propagation

does not support the propagation of such waves. Thus, waves would experience reflections and

attenuation when they reach a disconnecting switch. The electric field distribution before the first

disconnecting switch is similar to that of the first scenario (closed disconnecting switch).

Figure 4.10, on the other hand, presents the electric field distribution at 1475MHz. The elec-

tromagnetic wave intensity is still high even after the disconnecting switch. This is attributed to

the fact that at such a high frequency, higher-order modes will be propagating inside the GIS. Such

modes of propagation can propagate in circular waveguides. Thus, the attenuation and reflections

experienced by the TEM mode alone will not be clear in this case as in the previous case.

4.4 Impact of Barriers on EM Wave Propagation

To better understand the effect of the barriers mentioned above, their impact on the propagation

of EM waves is discussed in this section. Time-domain simulations have been utilized in this

section. Modulated Gaussian pulses at two different frequencies, namely 250MHz, and 800MHz
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Figure 4.10: Electric field distribution inside the GIS model (open disconnecting switch) at
1475MHz.

are injected into the different GIS sections.

Figure 4.11 shows the modeled GIS sections. Port 1 is used as the input to the modulated

Gaussian pulses, whereas port 2 is matched to the coaxial structure to absorb incoming waves.

Each of the models shown in Figure 4.11 is discussed separately in this section. It should be

noted that the utilized simulation time is 100ns to ensure that most of the signal has either been

fully reflected or transmitted. Nonetheless, Figures 4.12-4.15 are plotted over 60ns to visualize the

results properly. To have better quantitative measure of the obtained results, the cumulative energy

of the reflected and transmitted signals are obtained using:

CE =

∫ b

a

p(t) dt (4.6)

where a and b are 16ns and 100ns for all scenarios to measure the reflected signal. On the other

hand, a is 0ns, and b is 100ns for evaluating the cumulative energy of the transmitted signals. Then,

the reflected and transmitted portions of the different signals are obtained and tabulated in Table
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4.2.

Figure 4.11: Modeled GIS sections with a) changes in the inner and/or outer diameters, b) open
disconnecting switches, c) dielsctric spacers, and d) L-bend.
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4.4.1 Change of Outer to Inner Diameter Ratios

Figure 4.12(a) and Figure 4.12(b) show the simulated power magnitude sensed at port 1 (upper

plots), whereas Figure 4.12(c) and Figure 4.12(d) show the power magnitude sensed by port 2

(lower plots). It can be seen that reflections are taking place at all selected frequencies. The

reflection is attributed to the change in the characteristic impedance of the coaxial transmission

line, causing reflections to part of the signal. A large portion of the signal is transmitted at 250MHz.

This can be attributed to the large electrical size associated with 250MHz. Hence, the multiple

changes in the outer to inner diameter might not be fully perceived by the EM signal at such

a frequency, and the reflected signal would be equivalent to minor changes in the characteristic

impedance.

On the other hand, multiple reflections due to the changes in the characteristic impedance are

seen when the frequency is increased. Having said that, many more reflections are perceived by

the EM waves. The electrical size gets smaller at higher frequencies, causing more reflections due

to the multiple changes in the characteristic impedance. Table 4.2 shows that the reflected portion

of the signal is higher when the frequency is 800MHz.

4.4.2 Disconnecting Switch

Figure 4.13 shows the power magnitude sensed by the ports when a disconnecting switch ex-

ists (refer to Figure 4.13(b)). It can be seen that high portion of the EM waves are reflected for

250MHz. Moreover, a small portion of the signal will propagate after the switch to reach the sec-

ond port (receiving end). TEM mode of propagation cannot freely propagate when a disconnecting

switch exist since, as previously mentioned, circular waveguides do not support the propagation of

TEM mode.

On the other hand, higher-frequency signals can propagate within the GIS, even if open dis-

connecting switches exist. When such waves hit the disconnecting switch, the reflected portion is

lower than the first case since waves can, in this case, adapt to propagate even in the existence of

circular waveguide structures. The transmitted portion is hence much higher as compared with the
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Figure 4.12: Power magnitude received by port 1 (upper plots) and port 2 (lower plots) at 250MHz,
and 800MHz when a change of outer to inner diameter ratios exists. a) Input and reflected signal
seen by port 1 at 250MHz, b) Input and reflected signal seen by port 1 at 800MHz, c) Transmitted
signal seen by port 2 at 250MHz, and d) Transmitted signal seen by port 2 at 800MHz.

first case (250MHz). Although Figure 4.13 shows that the transmitted portion at 800MHz is low,

this reduction is mainly attributed to the sudden changes in the characteristic impedance (as in the

previous case). Table 4.2 shows the reflected and transmitted cumulative energy portion due to an

open disconnecting switch. By comparing the results with the closed disconnecting switch (previ-

ous case), it can be seen that higher-frequency signals are not largely affected by the disconnecting

switch, whereas the low-frequency EM waves experience significant reflection.
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Figure 4.13: Power magnitude received by port 1 (upper plots) and port 2 (lower plots) at 250MHz,
and 800MHz when a disconnecting switch exists. a) Input and reflected signal seen by port 1 at
250MHz, b) Input and reflected signal seen by port 1 at 800MHz, c) Transmitted signal seen by
port 2 at 250MHz, and d) Transmitted signal seen by port 2 at 800MHz.

4.4.3 Dielectric Spacer

Figure 4.14 shows the impact of dielectric spacers on the reflected and transmitted power mag-

nitude at different modulation frequencies (i.e., 250MHz and 800MHz). The permittivity of the

dielectric spacer is different from SF6. Hence, the characteristic impedance will be different over

the dielectric spacer as compared with the coaxial structure. Figure 4.14 shows that the Gaussian

pulse at 250MHz and 800MHz is transmitted, and a small portion is reflected. The reflected por-
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tion of the signal in both cases is proportional to the reflection coefficient due to the change in the

characteristic impedance.

It should be noted that part of the signal is trapped inside the dielectric spacer causing multiple

peaks to be detected by ports 1 and 2. The trapped portion stays longer inside the dielectric spacer

at higher frequencies. Hence, the maximum sensed power amplitude is lower at higher frequencies,

but the signal attenuates at a slower rate. Hence, high-frequency signals are more susceptible to

dielectric spacers due to the smaller electrical size of waves. Table 4.2 shows that the reflected and
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Figure 4.14: Power magnitude received by port 1 (upper plots) and port 2 (lower plots) at 250MHz,
and 800MHz when a dielectric spacer exists. a) Input and reflected signal seen by port 1 at
250MHz, b) Input and reflected signal seen by port 1 at 800MHz, c) Transmitted signal seen
by port 2 at 250MHz, and d) Transmitted signal seen by port 2 at 800MHz.
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transmitted portions of EM signals are similar at 250MHz and 800MHz.

4.4.4 L-Bend

Finally, the impact of the L-Bend on the propagating EM waves is investigated using the mod-

ulated Gaussian pulses at the frequencies mentioned above. It can be seen that an L-bend has a

significant impact on both low and high-frequency EM signals. This is mainly attributed to the

metallic inner and outer conductors facing the propagating EM waves. An L-bend barrier causes

the most significant overall attenuation to the EM waves compared with the barriers mentioned

above (except the open disconnecting switch for TEM mode of propagation). Table 4.2 shows that

the transmitted and reflected portions of the signal are similar for both 250MHz and 800MHz.

It can be observed that the reflected signal attenuation factor is, in general, slower at higher fre-

quencies, as depicted from Figures 4.12-4.15. Such behavior can be attributed to different factors.

Such factors include the electrical size of the EM waves. Smaller electrical size causes EM waves

to detect smaller objects inside the enclosure. Hence, more reflections are perceived at higher fre-

quencies. Another critical factor that causes the slower attenuation of EM waves is the dispersion

effect. Higher-order EM waves can be slower than the TEM mode of propagation. The velocity of

the TE modes is obtained using:

vTE = c

√
1−

(
fc
f

)2

(4.7)

where fc represents the cutoff frequency of a certain TE mode, f is the frequency of operation, and

c is the speed of light.

4.5 Experimental Setup and Results

4.5.1 Experimental Setup

A 0dB wideband (0.250GHz-2GHz) input signal is injected into the internally connected sensor

using a wideband RF signal generator, as shown in Figure 4.16. After injecting the input signals

to the GIS, EM waves start propagating within the GIS enclosure. Then, the externally connected

sensors (refer to Figure 4.2) will be used to detect the EM wave intensity to obtain the power (dBm)
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Figure 4.15: Power magnitude received by port 1 (upper plots) and port 2 (lower plots) at 250MHz,
and 800MHz when an L-bend exists. a) Input and reflected signal seen by port 1 at 250MHz, b)
Input and reflected signal seen by port 1 at 800MHz, c) Transmitted signal seen by port 2 at
250MHz, and d) Transmitted signal seen by port 2 at 800MHz.

as s function of frequency.

After injecting the EM waves to the internally connected signals, A network analyzer (Fig-

ure 4.16(a)) was used to display the obtained results. The power received by each sensor over

frequencies ranging between 0.25GHz-2GHz has been obtained.
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Table 4.2: Received EM Wave Intensity, Measured and Simulated Cases, under Different Discon-
necting Switch States

Frequency 

(MHZ)

Power Portion (%)

Reflected Portion of Signals

Change of 

diameter

ratio

Open 

Disconnecting 

Switch

Dielectric 

Spacers

L-Bend

250 21.54% 85.23% 26.03% 75.57%

800 50.69% 46.06% 25.83% 72.56%

Transmitted Portion of Signals

Change of 

diameter

ratio

Open 

Disconnecting 

Switch

Dielectric 

Spacers

L-Bend

250 77.24% 14.52% 72.27% 23.15%

800 46.82% 51.97% 72.24% 24.31%

Figure 4.16: Experimental Setup for injecting a 0dB input signal to the GIS. a) Wideband signal
generator, and b) location of the internally connected sensor used to allow EM waves to propagate
within the GIS.
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4.5.2 Experimental Results and Discussion

The power received by UHF A and UHF B has been obtained and is presented in Figure 4.17

and Figure 4.18. Table 4.3 shows a comparison between measured and simulated power received

by the two external UHF sensors. By inspecting the results of Table 4.3, a considerable agree-

ment between most measured and simulated results is observed, which verifies the accuracy of

the model. It should be noted based on Figure 4.17 and Figure 4.18 that the noise floor is around

-55dBm. The simulated results showed that some values are lower than the noise floor since noise

is not considered in the FE model. To avoid a large discrepancy in the obtained results, if the

simulated value is less than the noise floor, the value is mentioned as less than -55dBm. On the

other hand, the 600MHz frequency point has a sudden jump, as depicted in Table 4.3 and Figure

4.17. Such a jump results from external sources of interference. Nonetheless, the remaining read-

ings show high agreement, which verifies the accuracy of the model. This also indicates that the

obtained results are reasonably accurate even for the first few points since the external UHF sensor

sensitivity is very low at frequencies below 500MHz. It should be noted that the measured values

of Table 4.3 can be obtained from Figure 4.17 and Figure 4.18.
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Figure 4.17: Captured EM wave intensity (dBm) by UHF A when a) disconnecting switches are
closed, b) disconnecting switches are open.
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Table 4.3: Received EM Wave Intensity, Measured and Simulated Cases, under Different Discon-
necting Switch States

Frequency 

(MHZ)

Acquired Power (dBm) 

Closed Disconnecting Switch

UHF Sensor A UHF Sensor B

Measured Simulated Measured Simulated

250 -55 <-55 -54 <-55

425 -54 <-55 -54 <-55

600 -37 <-55 -54 <-55

775 -55 <-55 -54 <-55

950 -41 -49 -48 <-55

1125 -29 -29 -49 -40

1300 -42 -34 -45 -41

1475 -43 -34 -53 -47

Open Disconnecting Switch

UHF Sensor A UHF Sensor B

Measured Simulated Measured Simulated

250 -54 <-55 -54 <-55

425 -53 <-55 -54 <-55

600 -35 <-55 -45 <-55

775 -50 <-55 -54 <-55

950 -48 -49 -54 <-55

1125 -32 -30 -50 -36

1300 -40 -34 -49 -43

1475 -43 -43 -54 -51

By inspecting the results of Table 4.3, it can be seen that there are slight variations between

the simulated and measured results. Many factors might contribute to such variations in the re-

ported results. First, the electrical parameters reported in Table 4.3 might experience some slight

variations in reality due to the temperature, pressure, or frequency variations (frequency-dependent

electrical parameters are not considered). Such variations can cause slight alteration in attenuation,

reflection, or transmission of the propagating EM waves. Moreover, some details of the external
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and internal sensors were not fully provided (Like exact dimensions and shapes of the sensors,

especially the internal sensor). Hence, some discrepancies in the sensitivity of the sensors exist,

causing some variations in the obtained results. On the other hand, utilizing certain boundary

conditions in the simulation model, which are used to simplify the FE model, is an essential fac-

tor contributing to the slight discrepancy in the obtained results. To exemplify, utilizing the SBC

boundary condition absorbs most incident waves to model an open boundary (EM waves pass with

no or minimal reflections). The actual GIS extends to reach the test transformer, as depicted in

Figure 4.1. Although such parts are far from the PD source (input signal source), some reflections

might exist due to such an extension. Finally, the complicated behavior of the EM waves within

the GIS due to the multiple and sudden variation on the received power at different frequencies can

also contribute to slight variations. In other words, a small change or variation in the frequency of

operation can cause a significant change in the received power.

Figure 4.17 shows the power received by UHF A over frequencies ranging from 250MHz-

2GHz when the disconnecting switches are closed (Figure 4.17(a)) and open (Figure 4.17(b)). The

multiple peaks and dips seen on the received signals are attributed to the fact that a GIS acts as a

cavity resonator since the GIS comprise an encapsulated hollow metallic structure.

As depicted from Figure 4.17, the overall behavior of the obtained results is similar, with

variations in the amplitude depending on the state of the disconnecting switch. To illustrate, in

both scenarios, an overall increase in the power above the noise floor can be seen at frequencies

above 775MHz, reaching the maximum power at about 1125MHz. Then the overall power starts

decreasing beyond 1125MHz. The similar overall behavior can be attributed to the location of

UHF A with respect to the disconnecting switches. The UHF sensor lies before the disconnecting

switches (refer to Figure 4.4). A significant signal attenuation is caused by the disconnecting

switches (especially at lower frequencies). Hence, the power received by the UHF sensor, which

lies before the disconnecting switches, is expected to be varied only due to the reflected portion

of the EM waves. The reflected portion of the EM waves causes the differences in the peaks and

dips amplitude perceived by Figure 4.17. Having said that, no significant change in the received
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Figure 4.18: Captured EM wave intensity (dBm) by UHF B when a) disconnecting switches are
closed, b) disconnecting switches are open.

power’s overall behavior is expected, as seen in Figure 4.17.

It can also be seen that the sensor’s frequency response is centered at around 1125MHz. The

UHF sensor receives its maximum power at its center frequency, and an overall decay of the re-

ceived power if it is more significant than or less than the center frequency. Moreover, a sudden

peak at 600MHz can be seen as well. This peak can be attributed to different sources of external

interference, including land mobile and broadcast applications.

Figure 4.18, on the other side, shows the power received by UHF B when the switches are

closed (Figure 4.18(a)) and open (Figure 4.18(b)). A significant discrepancy in power can be

seen by comparing Figure 4.18(a) and Figure 4.18(b). The main reason for such a difference

is the attenuation experienced by the EM waves when the disconnecting switches are opened.

Figure 4.18(b) shows that EM wave intensity is barely above noise floor over minimal frequency

ranges. Based on these obtained results of Figure 4.17 and Figure 4.18, the impact of opening a

disconnecting switch on the propagating EM waves for a sensor placed before the disconnecting

switch is not as significant as that of a sensor located after the disconnecting switch.

By comparing the results of Figure 4.17 and Figure 4.18, it is seen that the EM wave intensity

has experienced a significant attenuation. Such attenuation is attributed to the different barriers
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seen by the EM waves before reaching UHF B. Such barriers include the two bends, two addi-

tional dielectric spacers, and multiple changes in the characteristic impedance of the GIS due to

the changes in the outer to inner diameters ratios. These three factors have contributed to signal

attenuation and multiple reflections to the propagating EM waves, reducing the signal intensity as

depicted by the power received by the external couplers.

4.6 Conclusion

In this study, the impact of different barriers, including 90° bends, sudden changes in the outer

to inner diameter ratios, dielectric spacers, and disconnecting switches on the attenuation properties

of the EM signals, has been analyzed using a 550kV GIS. Experimental and simulated results have

been presented and discussed to provide better insight into the propagating EM waves and improve

the utilization of UHF sensors in PD detection. This work is the first trial to model a GIS to the full

complexity while utilizing external UHF sensors, to the best of authors’ knowledge. Most existing

FE and FDTD based studies rely on internal detection in modeling. The following concluding

remarks have been drawn based on this work:

• External sensors are more susceptible to noise as compared with the internally connected

counterparts.

• External UHF sensors can be used in PD detection in both old and new GIS enclosures.

• The propagating waves experience multiple reflections and attenuation as they propagate

within the GIS due to the different barriers within the GIS.

• Low frequencies are less susceptible to dielectric spacers as compared with the higher fre-

quency ranges. This is attributed to the fact that when the frequency increases, the wave-

length decreases and becomes more and more comparable to the size of the dielectric spacer.

Hence, high frequency signals can be trapped within the dielectric spacers, causing more

reflections over time.

• Sudden changes in the outer to inner diameters ratios cause changes in the characteristic
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impedance, and thus, EM waves experience reflections. High-frequency EM waves experi-

ence higher reflection rate due to the electrical size.

• Disconnecting switches cause large attenuation to the TEM mode of propagation, and lower

attenuation (or reflections) to the higher-order modes of propagation. When the disconnect-

ing switch is open, the GIS is perceived by the EM waves as a circular waveguide rather than

a coaxial waveguide, which does not support the propagation of TEM mode.

• L-bends have a significant impact on the propagating EM waves. Such reflections are usually

high for both low-frequency and high-frequency waves (although it can be higher if TE11

mode is excited).

• GIS systems cannot be simply treated as simple coaxial/circular waveguides for UHF de-

tection applications. The different existing barriers within such capital assets cause multiple

reflections and attenuation within the GIS enclosure complicating the propagating EM wave

behavior.

• As the frequency of operation increases, more resonances are created within the GIS, as

perceived by the multiple dips and peaks seen in the captured EM waves by the external

sensors and electric field distribution.
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5. A SIZE REDUCTION METHODOLOGY FOR STRUCTURALLY SYMMETRICAL

PD-BASED WIDEBAND UHF ANTENNAS

Testing high voltage (HV) devices using ultra-high frequency (UHF) sensors have been pre-

dominantly employed for decades due to the high sensitivity and immunity to the noise of UHF

techniques in detecting, localizing, and classifying various partial discharge (PD) defects. This

work reports on implementing and testing a coplanar waveguide (CPW)-fed annular monopole

antenna for PD detection. The 3D Maxwell solver of COMSOL multi-physics has optimized the

antenna parameters and improved its performance. The original size of the antenna has been re-

duced by about 47% utilizing structural symmetry and current resonances. The radiation pattern

and the reflection coefficient of the proposed sensor are obtained using an anechoic chamber. The

antenna exhibits a wide bandwidth over frequencies ranging between 0.5-3GHz with three notches

at 0.6GHz, 1.2GHz, and 2.75GHz (based on measurements). The proposed sensor shows an over-

all increase, as a function of frequency, in the gain with a peak value of 6.25dBi at 2.75GHz. The

antenna ability to detect external discharges has been tested against corona discharge, generated

by applying 6-12kV between a sharp conductor and a ground plane. All obtained results show that

the antenna is an effective tool in PD detection.

5.1 General Overview

Different types of UHF-based antennas have been proposed and used for PD detection. Horn

antennas, log-periodic antennas, dipole antennas, and loop antennas comprise some examples of

the most used UHF sensors [75]. On the other hand, the rapid growth of planar antennas as com-

pact, efficient, and low-cost devices has dramatically increased their demand for PD detection.

Nonetheless, patch antennas do not attain a large bandwidth (BW) required for the Ultra-Wide

Band (UWB) applications. Thus, researchers have come up with many different approaches to

increase the BW of such antennas. Spiral, Hilbert, and Moore fractal antennas exhibit wide band-

width and have recently been utilized for PD detection [78, 104, 106]. For internal PD detection in
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GIS and transformers, disk-type antennas are used, and the antenna factor (AF) is usually obtained

to verify that the antenna sensitivity is sufficient to detect PD activities [91]. The AF is usually

obtained using a gigahertz transverse electromagnetic test cell [102].

Unlike the miniaturized antennas utilized in communications, fulfilling the compact yet wide-

band antenna requirements for PD detection is not an easily attainable task. This is attributed to the

low starting frequency at which the antenna should be operating (300MHz to 3GHz). Tremendous

efforts have been made to improve PD UHF antennas bandwidth and ascertain their robust PD

detection performance [85]. Among these, L. Yang et al. proposed that using antenna arrays can

improve the overall gain of antennas [107]. On the other hand, adding tuning nodules to the spiral

antenna has recently shown a significant bandwidth improvement [104].

This chapter presents the development, implementation, and testing of a CPW-fed monopole

antenna, which could be utilized for PD detection. The original antenna structure is taken from

the disk-cone (DISCONE) antenna, known for its broad bandwidth properties [81]. The structural

symmetry of planar antennas can reduce the size by 50% [108]. This technique has been applied

to the proposed sensor. Nonetheless, a considerable degradation of the antenna performance was

observed. Thus, the feedline of the antenna was modified to improve the bandwidth of the antenna.

In fact, by reducing the antenna size, the directivity has been improved, as depicted by the H-

plane radiation pattern. Although CPW-fed annular monopole antennas have been used in wireless

communication applications, they were not utilized in PD applications, to the best of the authors’

knowledge. The novelty of this work can be summarized as follows:

• Optimizing CPW-fed annular monopole antennas to utilize it for PD detection application.

• Utilizing the structural symmetry and improving the feedline width to improve the antenna’s

performance compared with the conventional size reduction.

5.2 Proposed Antenna Overview

The original antenna structure is taken from the DISCONE antenna [81]. The proposed sensor’s

first design was implemented and tested in 2007, exhibiting an ultra-bandwidth with a higher than
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21:1 ratio [109]. In this work, the first step was optimizing the sensor to cover the UHF frequency

range. The optimized antenna exhibits a large bandwidth extending from 0.53GHz exceeding

3GHz. Nonetheless, to ensure that the antenna operates at low frequencies, the optimized antenna

size is 245mm × 300mm.

Due to the antenna’s structural symmetry, a size-reduction technique has been utilized to re-

duce its size by 50% [108]. Nonetheless, this size reduction dramatically degrades the antenna’s

performance due to the reduced feed point width, increasing the observed input impedance. Thus,

the new antenna size was slightly increased to ensure that the feed point width is maintained as in

the original design. Figure 5.1 shows the development of the antenna implementation steps.

Although the modified antenna does not exhibit the same bandwidth as the original design, the

radiation pattern has been improved for PD applications since the new design has a maximum gain

in a single direction, whereas the original antenna gain is bi-directional.

5.3 Finite Element Model

3D Maxwell solver of COMSOL Multi-physics is used to implement the antenna designs. The

frequency-domain interface of the RF module has been utilized to test the antenna’s performance.

The following equations are evaluated:

∇× 1

µr
(∇× E)− k0

(
εr −

jσ

ωε0

)
E = 0, (5.1)

Zport =
Vport

Iport
, (5.2)

n× E = 0, (5.3)

where E represents the electric field, k0 represents the free space wavenumber, εr is the relative

permittivity, ε0 is the free space permittivity, µr is the relative permeability, and σ is the electrical

conductivity. Equation (1) is used to solve for the time-harmonic electric field. On the other hand,
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Figure 5.1: UHF antenna development. The original antenna size is 245mm × 300mm, whereas
the modified size is reduced to 245mm × 160mm.
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(2) is used to obtain the port impedance and the reflection coefficient (S11) (using the electric and

magnetic fields), whereas (3) sets the tangential electric field to zero (i.e., perfect electric conductor

(PEC)). PEC has been used to model all metallic parts in the model. "Uniform lumped port" is used

to represent the port of excitation. The model has been excited with a 50 Ω impedance.

The antenna is built in a Rogers RO4003C substrate, whereas air has been used to model the

surrounding domain. Moreover, a perfectly matched layer (PML) was used at the domain’s outer

surrounding area. Setting the maximum frequency to 3GHz, the wavelength for both air and the

substrate was obtained to assign the mesh. Six elements per wavelength was used to ensure the

accuracy of the obtained results. Table 5.1 summarizes the computational properties for the three

antenna designs. All simulations were performed using Intel(R), Xeon(R), Gold 6138CPU @

2GHz (40CPUs), 192GB RAM workstation. The simulation covers frequencies between 0.3GHz

and 3GHz with a 0.01GHz frequency-step. Hence, a total of 271 points has been utilized for each

simulation scenario. It is perceived by Table 5.1 that the computational time has experienced a

significant improvement as the system’s size is reduced. Figure 5.2 shows the geometry of the

original design and the assigned dimensions. The remaining two designs are not given since they

can be easily built based on the same given parameters.

5.4 Antenna Performance Results

5.4.1 Original Design

The original antenna exhibits the best performance when it comes to bandwidth. Figure 5.3

shows the reflection coefficient of the antenna. As depicted from Figure 5.3, the antenna covers

frequencies between 0.53GHz-3GHz with a less than -10dB reflection coefficient, verifying the

wide bandwidth of such antennas. Such wideband behavior is expected since the antenna’s tapered

ground helps maintain an oscillating input impedance around the 50Ω impedance over a wide fre-

quency range [35]. Moreover, the antenna’s H-plane radiation pattern at three different frequencies

is shown in Figure 5.4. The antenna radiation pattern is symmetric about the y-axis contributing

to two maxima at every single frequency point due to the antenna’s structural symmetry. This can
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Figure 5.2: Geometry of the UHF sensor. W = 300mm, L = 245mm, a = 257.2mm, b =
64.3mm, H1 = 160.8mm, H2 = 165.8mm, Wg = 6.42mm, Wt = 5.8mm, Wb = 2.15mm,
and G = 19.3mm.

increase the noise captured by the antenna from the environment.

5.4.2 Size-Reduced Antenna

The size of the antenna can be reduced by 50% when structural symmetry is utilized. Such

size reduction does not affect the antenna’s resonance frequencies if chopped along the magnetic

wall axis. Figure 5.5 shows the current distribution before and after applying the size-reduction

technique at 1GHz.
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Table 5.1: Computational properties of the three simulated antennas

Antenna Computational Time Number of Elements

Original 

Antenna

10 Hours, 8 Minutes,

and 43 Seconds

 559940 Domain

Elements

 53977 Boundary

Elements

 2001 Edge Elements

Size-Reduced 

Antenna

4 Hours, 35 Minutes,

and 28 Seconds

 298318 Domain

Elements

 29856 Boundary

Elements

 1373 Edge Elements

Modified 

Feed Point 

Antenna

5 Hours, 0 Minutes,

and 51 seconds

 307794 Domain

Elements

 31065 Boundary

Elements

 1441 Edge Elements

Although applying the size-reduction technique on the antenna does not significantly affect the

current distribution, the reflection coefficient experienced a major degradation, as depicted from

Figure 5.6. The antenna, in this case, is operating properly over limited frequency ranges. This is

attributed to the reduction of the feed point width when applying such dimensionality reduction.

Thus, the antenna size has been slightly increased to allow the feed point width to be conserved.

Figure 5.6 shows the modified antenna performance as compared with the size-reduced an-

tenna. A considerable improvement in the reflection coefficient is observed. The bandwidth of the

antenna is still not as wide as that of the original design. Nevertheless, the reflection coefficient

of the sensor is covering most of the UHF frequency range with few notches. In fact, if the -8dB

limit is considered instead of the -10dB, the antenna would have a notch centered at 0.6GHz and it

would cover frequencies below 2.75GHz.
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Figure 5.3: Reflection coefficient of the original antenna design.

Figure 5.4: H-plane radiation pattern of the original antenna design.

Figure 5.7, on the other hand, shows the H-plane radiation pattern (simulated) of the modified

antenna. It can be seen that the antenna radiation pattern has a maximum in a single direction in

this case. This behavior reduces the captured noise from the environment when utilizing the UHF

sensor in PD applications.
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Figure 5.5: Surface current distribution a) before and b) after applying the size-reduction.
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Figure 5.6: Impact of size reduction on the sensor’s reflection coefficient.

Figure 5.7: H-plane radiation pattern of the modifed antenna design.

5.4.3 Experimental Validation

Figure 5.8 shows the measured and simulated reflection coefficient of the proposed sensor. The

sensor operates over frequencies ranging between 0.5GHz-3GHz, with notches centered at three

frequencies as shown by the figure (0.6GHz, 1.2GHz, and 2.75GHz), considering the -10dB limit.
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Figure 5.8: Measured and simulated reflection coefficient of the proposed sensor.

The anechoic chamber is used to obtain the proposed sensor’s gain and radiation pattern, as

shown in Figure 5.9. The gain of the antenna is plotted and shown in Figure 5.10. The gain

increases with frequency, reaching a maximum gain of 6.25dBi at 2.75GHz. The antenna exhibits

a relatively high gain as compared with other existing antennas.

On the other hand, Figure 5.11 shows the E-plane and H-plane radiation patterns of the pro-

posed antenna. The E-plane radiation pattern shows that the antenna acts as a dipole antenna at low

frequencies. At higher frequencies, the pattern has significantly deviated from the dipole behavior.

This could be attributed to the impact of the feedline connecting the main radiating structure to the

port of excitation. The wavelength would be large enough that the propagating waves do not see

the feed point at low frequencies. At higher frequencies, the feed point could have an enormous

impact on the propagating EM waves. Hence, a significant deviation from the dipole radiation

pattern could be seen.
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Figure 5.9: Modified UHF sensor setup in anechoic chamber. This setup is used to obtain the
radiation pattern and gain.
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Figure 5.10: Measured gain of the modified UHF sensor.
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Figure 5.11: Measured E-Plane and H-plane radiation pattern of the implemented antenna.

5.5 PD Detection using the Proposed Antenna

5.5.1 PD setup and measurement using the proposed antenna

A PD test setup has been utilized to verify the effectiveness of the proposed sensor in PD

detection. A sharp point to ground arrangement has been used to generate PD as depicted in

Figure 5.12. The antenna has been placed so that the maximum gain direction is set towards the

PD source. After that, a 150kV test transformer has been used to raise the voltage gradually to

generate the PD pulses between the sharp electrode and the grounded electrode. The antenna

is connected to a 2GHz oscilloscope to detect the time-domain radiated PD signals. It is worth

mentioning that only at around 15kV a hissing sound, as an indication of corona, was noticeable
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Figure 5.12: UHF sensor testing setup. Corona discharge is used by applying high potential differ-
ence between a sharp electrode, and a ground.

from the PD source. The antenna exhibits a good sensitivity by capturing PD signals when the

voltage is raised to only 6kV.

Figure 5.13 shows the captured PD signals by the proposed UHF sensor when the applied

voltage is set to 6kV (Figure 5.13(a)) and 15kV (Figure 5.13(b)).

5.5.2 Comparison with Other Existing Antennas

To explore the advantages and limitations of the proposed antenna. A comparative analysis

between the proposed sensor and other commonly used sensors in PD applications is carried out

and presented in Table 5.2 below. Based on the color coding used in this analysis, the proposed
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Figure 5.13: Captured time-domain signals by the UHF sensor due to corona discharge when a
voltage of a) 6kV, b) 15kV is applied.

antenna outperforms most other sensors. The Spiral antenna is the only antenna that can potentially

outperform the proposed UHF sensor (depending on the application).

By inspecting the different performance metrics separately, it can be seen from the obtained

results that the proposed UHF sensor covers most of the UHF frequency range. Log-periodic

and horn antennas have better bandwidth and gain but at the expense of size and cost. Hence,

since the proposed sensor covers most of the UHF frequency and has a relatively moderate gain, it

outperforms the two antennas mentioned above, especially since building such a sensor is cheaper.
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Table 5.2: A Comparison between Different Types of Antennas Used for PD Applications

Low

Linear Circular

ModerateGain

Size

Cost

Polarization

Performance: Average PoorGood

LargeBandwidth

Antenna Horn
Log 

Periodic Loop Dipole Spiral
Micro 
strip

This 
Work

High

Very 
Large

Very 
Large

Very 
High

Narrow

SmallSmall

NarrowNarrow Large

Moderate Moderate

Very 
Large

Very 
Large

Very 
High

Very 
High Low

Very 
Small

Very 
Small

Low

Moderate ModerateModerate

Low Low

Linear Linear Linear Linear Linear

On the other hand, dipole, loop, and microstrip antennas are usually limited in bandwidth and

gain. Finally, the spiral antenna has a comparable overall performance to the proposed sensor,

but it is circularly polarized. Thus, if the PD application requires a linearly polarized antenna,

the proposed sensor is a better fit compared with the spiral counterpart. Such applications might

include the external detection of PD in GIS and transformers [40].

5.6 Conclusion

In this work, a CPW-fed annular monopole antenna has been utilized for PD detection. A size

reduction technique that utilizes the structural symmetry of the antenna has been applied. The

following concluding remarks are drawn:

• CPW-Fed annular monopole antennas can be utilized in PD detection, given their large band-

width.
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• Planar antenna structural symmetry can reduce the antenna size by about 50

• Reducing the antenna size can improve such UHF sensors’ PD detection capabilities (direc-

tivity).

• The proposed UHF sensor exhibits high sensitivity in detecting PD activities.

• The following specifications are obtained for the antenna:

1. Antenna dimensions are (L×W×H) 245mm × 160mm × 1.524mm.

2. Antenna bandwidth is 0.5GHz-3GHz with notches centered at 0.6GHz, 1.2GHz, and

2.75GHz.

3. The proposed sensor gain reaches its peak value of 6.25dBi at 2.75GHz.
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6. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

6.1 Concluding Remarks

This dissertation addresses the development of ultra-high frequency techniques in partial dis-

charge detection, localization, and classification. Finite element analysis has been utilized to imple-

ment different gas-insulated switchgear models using the 3D Maxwell solver of COMSOL Multi-

physics. This work proposes new modeling approaches for GIS systems based on the CIGRE sen-

sitivity verification recommendations to understand the propagation behavior of electromagnetic

waves within such capital assets. Hence, the implemented FE models can improve the utilization of

UHF sensing techniques inside GIS systems. A new class of UHF antennas has also been proposed

to detect PD activities within the insulation material of high voltage apparatuses.

In Chapter II, an extensive literature review on the propagation of electromagnetic waves within

GIS systems has been presented. Different PD modeling approaches have been discussed. The

three-capacitor model and the dipole model comprise the most common modeling approaches.

The three-capacitor model suffers from the lack of geometries that such an approach can represent.

On the other hand, the dipole or induced charge model accurately represents PD for many different

geometries. The dipole model requires complicated field modeling and finding solutions to such

models can be cumbersome.

The impact of different barriers in GIS has also been presented and discussed in Chapter II.

Most existing works consider a single discontinuity within the GIS at a time. Such barriers in-

clude L bends, T bends, dielectric spacers, the relative angle between PD source and sensors, and

disconnecting switches. FDTD has been predominantly used to model simplified GIS systems

and discuss the impact of the barriers mentioned above. The implemented FDTD GIS models

utilized the simplified dipole model to represent PD activities within the GIS. Such PD modeling

does not take into consideration the treeing effect experienced by PD current pulsations. Hence,

a significant discrepancy between measurements and simulations has been perceived. Finally, it
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has also been concluded that the internal sensors used for PD in GIS have better sensitivity and

better immunity against noise than their external counterparts. Nevertheless, reintegrating internal

sensors in old GIS devices can be very costly. Thus, external detection is still used nowadays for

PD monitoring in GIS devices.

Chapter III proposes the first GIS model built using the FEA tool. A 252kV L structure GIS

model has been implemented using COMSOL multi-physics. To overcome the limitations of utiliz-

ing the simplified dipole model, CSVR has been used as the primary modeling approach. Analyt-

ical and experimental results from the literature have been initially utilized to verify the modeling

accuracy. Then, four different simulation scenarios have been simulated. In the first scenario, the

impact of disconnecting switches and L bends is considered. Multiple reflections due to the L

bend are perceived, especially the TE11 mode of propagation. On the other hand, the dielectric

spacers cause reflections to the higher-order mode frequencies. In the second and third simulation

scenarios, the impact of a disconnecting switch is added to the model. Low-frequency (TEM) com-

ponents experienced significant attenuation and reflection due to the switch. On the other hand, a

minute attenuation has been perceived by the higher-order mode components. Finally, the last sim-

ulation scenario studies the impact of distance between PD source and sensors on the attenuation

of EM waves. It has been shown that the TEM mode of propagation experience a small attenuation

as a function of distance, whereas higher-order modes rapidly attenuate with distance.

In chapter IV, an extended-T (π) GIS system has been modeled. The utilized 550kV GIS has

multiple barriers, including sudden changes in inner and outer diameters, disconnecting switches,

bends, and dielectric spacers. In other words, the full complexity of a GIS has been considered in

the model. Experimental results were used to verify the accuracy of the obtained simulated results,

and considerable agreement has been perceived. This work is a first trial to model a GIS to the full

complexity while simultaneously utilizing CSVR and externally connected sensors. The obtained

results show that many resonances are created within the GIS enclosure. It has also been shown

that a significant attenuation to the propagating EM waves is caused by the π bend, dielectric

spacers, and disconnecting switches. In addition, time-domain results show that the TEM mode
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of propagation experiences a significant reflection if disconnecting switches are opened. Higher-

order modes are capable of propagating even in the existence of open disconnecting switches. This

is because TEM mode cannot propagate inside circular waveguides, whereas higher-order modes

can freely propagate.

In chapter V, a new class of UHF antennas to detect PD discharges has been proposed and

tested. A CPW-fed annular monopole antenna has been initially implemented in COMSOL, and

the antenna was optimized to cover the UHF range. The reflection coefficient of the optimized

antenna showed an acceptable performance over frequencies ranging from 0.5GHz to 2.95GHz.

The H-plane radiation pattern of the antenna showed that the antenna has two maxima over the

frequency of operation. The size was reduced to 50% utilizing the structural symmetry of the

antenna since current resonances were not affected. However, due to the reduction of the port of

excitation width, the antenna performance degraded. The size of the antenna was slightly increased

to ensure that the port of excitation width is not affected and reduce the performance degradation.

The proposed sensor has been implemented, and the results show that it covers frequencies ranging

between 0.5GHz and 3GHz with few notches centered at 0.6GHz, 1.2GHz, and 2.8GHz. The H-

plane radiation pattern showed that the antenna has a maximum in a single direction, reducing the

noise captured from the environment. Finally, the measured gain showed that the antenna has a

steady increase in gain (with frequency), reaching a maximum gain of 6.25dBi at 2.75GHz.

6.2 Recommendations for Future Work

In this work, the main focus was on analyzing the propagation of EM waves within GIS sys-

tems. Similar analyses could also be applied in other high voltage devices including transformers,

and electric machines. Transformers comprise a highly complex structure to the EM waves since

a transformer tank is a metallic cage filled with multiple metallic and nonmetallic barriers. A min-

imal effort has been made thus far to analyze the EM waves within transformers, and hence, UHF

detection within such devices is considered a hot topic to be tackled. On the other hand, electric

machines are fully encapsulated devices with small openings at different places. Thus, employing

UHF detection in electric machines can be potentially improved by understanding the propagation
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of EM waves within electric machines.

Proposing new UHF sensors for PD detection is of paramount significance since many differ-

ent antenna classes exist, and a minimal number of antennas are used in PD detection. In this

work, a linearly polarized class of antennas has been proposed. Circularly polarized antennas are

also essential in the internal detection of PD activities with GIS and transformers. Hence, propos-

ing small, cheap, wideband, and easily fabricated class(es) of UHF sensors is very significant to

improve the utilization of UHF sensors in PD detection.

This work focuses on improving the utilization of UHF detection techniques for PD detec-

tion. Although most existing techniques have been mainly investigated and analyzed, combining

multiple techniques can improve PD detection in the different high voltage systems. To illustrate,

Combining UHF and optical detection techniques can improve the detection sensitivity in GIS sys-

tems. Optical detection can detect the photons radiated during the electron attachment regardless

of the current magnitude; hence, low-magnitude discharges can be detected. On the other hand,

Optical detection might not correctly detect PD activities when the applied voltage is very high.

At high applied voltage, the streamer discharge occurs, and UHF detection is very effective under

such conditions. Other combinations might include acoustics with the UHF and acoustics with the

optical detection techniques.

Machine learning has recently been extensively used to classify and localize different classes

of PD defects. Nonetheless, the utilized machine learning algorithms in PD applications are very

limited, even though many machine learning techniques are being proposed daily. Hence, there are

potentially multiple techniques that might outperform most, if not all, utilized techniques for PD

classification.
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APPENDIX A

IMPACT OF DIMENSIONALITY-REDUCTION TECHNIQUES ON THE CLASSIFICATION

ACCURACY OF PD DEFECTS IN DISK-CERAMIC INSULATORS*

UHF-based testing of disc ceramic insulators has been predominantly used to detect and clas-

sify PD defects. The initiated electromagnetic waves due to PD currents can be captured using

UHF antennas. In this chapter, three ceramic insulator defects, namely corona discharge, cracks

on insulator, and voids, are classified using machine learning (ML) techniques. The classification

accuracies are presented with and without the use of two-dimensionality reduction techniques,

i.e., principal component analysis (PCA) and recursive feature elimination (RFE). A total of 322

signals were obtained from laboratory tests using a wideband Horn antenna. Then, wavelet de-

composition was applied to the obtained signals, and some statistical features, which were fed to

the ML algorithms, were obtained at each decomposition level. Four score metrics are used for the

classification, namely accuracy, precision, recall, and f1-score. Recall (sensitivity) and f1-score

are essential metrics when dealing with imbalanced data. It has been shown that although PCA

is very efficient in reducing the number of input features, it reduces the classification score met-

rics. This is attributed to the loss of important information associated with the use of PCA. On the

other hand, RFE does not have a significant impact on the different score metrics. In other words,

the impact of feature selection (RFE) and feature extraction (PCA) on the classification metrics is

discussed and analyzed in this chapter of the thesis.

A.1 General Overview

Generated PD pulses can be classified based on the different sources of defects on the power

apparatuses. Various machine learning (ML) models have been built to localize and classify PD

defects for different medium and high voltage devices. To obtain accurate prediction of PD classes,

*Reprinted with permission from "Impact of Dimensionality Reduction Techniques on the Classification of Ce-
ramic Insulators Defects" by A. Darwish, A. H. El-Hag, S. S. Refaat, H. A. Toliyat and H. Abu-Rub, 2021. Conference
on Electrical Insulation and Dielectric Phenomena (CEIDP), copyright [2021] by IEEE.
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different ML techniques have been proposed in the literature. Such techniques include the inte-

gration of classifiers such as support vector machine (SVM), artificial neural network (ANN), and

random forest, in addition to some deep networks including convolutional neural networks (CNN)

[110, 111].

In this chapter, three different PD types are obtained and used for the classification. Corona

discharge (225 samples), cracks in insulators (85 samples), and voids inside the disc insulators

(12 samples) comprise the utilized dataset. Dealing with imbalanced data requires using the f1-

score metric since it provides an equal balance between precision and recall (sensitivity), which is

considered an important metric when dealing with imbalanced data [112]. Thus, the main contri-

butions of this chapter are:

• Studying the impact of integrating two dimensionality reduction techniques with the ML

algorithms on classification accuracy, precision, recall, and f1-score.

• Examining the performance of four ML techniques namely ANN, SVM, random forest (RF),

and adaptive boosting (AdaBoost) on classifying PD based disc insulators defects.

A.2 Methodology

Figure A.1 shows the flowchart of the proposed PD classification approach, which was initially

performed using the dataset without any dimensionality reduction techniques. After that, RFE

and PCA were used to reduce the input feature dimensions. The four classification metrics were

computed for the different scenarios, and results are represented and discussed in the next section.

A.2.1 Experimental Setup

Three different defective disc insulators comprise the test samples used in the experiment. The

first class is the internal discharge produced by creating a hole through the cap of the ceramic insu-

lator. A cracked disc insulator is used as the 2nd class of defects. Corona discharge, obtained using

sharp points, comprises the 3rd defective class. Such defects arise either during the manufacturing

of the insulators or due to the exposition of high electrical and mechanical stresses when they are
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Figure A.1: Flowchart of the used classification techniques.

in service. The dataset used in this chapter is imbalanced since there exists a large discrepancy

between the obtained number of samples for the corona (225 samples), cracks (85 samples), and

internal discharges (12 samples). In addition, healthy data is not utilized since there are no associ-

ated UHF PD signals. This is because PD signals are generated due to the current pulses associated

with PD activities.

Raw UHF PD signals are captured using a wideband horn antenna. The antenna is connected

to a wideband oscilloscope to acquire the captured UHF signals. To initiate PD defects, samples
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are connected to a 300kV test transformer at the pin (lower part) and grounded at the cap (upper

part). A maximum applied voltage of 13kVrms is used to conduct the experiments. Figure A.2

shows the experimental setup used to initiate and acquire the PD signals.

A.2.2 Feature Extraction

After obtaining the UHF signals, discrete wavelet transform (WT) was applied to obtain the

decomposed levels. Each input signal is decomposed to five different levels using the Daubechies

mother wavelet. A comparative study on the correlation between the original signal and the de-

composed outputs was initially performed using Db-2 to Db-6 and revealed that Db-4 achieved

the highest correlation [113]. Then, the decomposed layers were reconstructed using the obtained

wavelet coefficients.

The obtained PD signals were considered in terms of the following features: maximum voltage

amplitude, minimum voltage amplitude, average power, variance, kurtosis, skewness, and cumula-

Figure A.2: UHF PD signals acquisition setup. The UHF horn antenna is connected to the digital
oscilloscope via a 50Ω coaxial cable.
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tive energy. The reason for choosing these seven features is related to the significant discrepancies

found on these features between the three defect classes, as shown and discussed in section 6.3.

These features were obtained for the original signals and the approximate (app) and detail recon-

structed signals at each wavelet-decomposed layer. Thus, a total of 77 different features were

initially chosen for the classification.

To study the impact of the dimensionality reduction techniques on the classification, RFE and

PCA were used. The impact of deploying PCA and RFE will be discussed in the next section.

A.2.3 Machine Learning

After the extraction of the input features, four ML algorithms were used to train and test the

data, namely ANN, SVM, random forest, and AdaBoost [114, 115]. The reason for choosing

these ML techniques is that they have been used in PD classification and localization and showed

high levels of effectiveness [116, 117]. 10-fold cross-validation is used to obtain the classification

metrics due to the limited amount of utilized data. This ensures that the obtained classification

metrics are not biased.

To choose the optimal hyperparameters, the “GridSearchCV,” an exhaustive search technique

in Scikit-learn library over specified values of parameters, was used [115]. The features were

initially preprocessed through the random shuffling and scaling of the dataset using features stan-

dardization. The used ANN has an input layer, two hidden layers, and an output layer. The number

of hidden layers was chosen such that deep learning (more than three layers other than the input

later) is avoided since deep learning requires larger data sets. ANN is used due to the simplicity

of implementation and the robust performance exhibited by such ML techniques in classifying PD

defects. The number of layers has been defined based on a predefined search space with the grid

search method. Then, the number of layers was decided by choosing that with the highest ob-

tained accuracy. The classification results are obtained using PYTHON programming language in

a Windows 7 system, Intel (R) Core (TM) i7-7700HQ CPU, and a memory size of 16 GB.
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A.3 Results and Discussion

Figure A.3 shows typical UHF PD signals for the three different defects, i.e., internal void,

cracks on insulator surface, and corona discharge. It can be seen that the internal discharge has

Figure A.3: Typical UHF PD signals for a) Internal void, b) Cracks on insulator, c) Corona dis-
charge.
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Figure A.4: 3D Visualization of the three PD defects against skewness (x-axis), kurtosis (y-axis),
and variance (z-axis).

higher maximum and minimum voltages as compared with the other two defects. Such a significant

difference in the amplitude also affects the total cumulative energy and the average power received

by the UHF antenna for the different defects. On the other hand, by comparing the cracks on insu-

lator and corona discharges, the former’s attenuation is faster than the latter, causing a significant

discrepancy on the features mentioned above. Figure A.4 shows a visualization of the three defects

against the variance, kurtosis, and skewness. It can also be seen that the three different defects can

be easily classified or clustered into different categories, although some points overlap. Using the

seven features, an accuracy of more than 96% was achieved using both ANN and SVM. Thus, the

number of statistical features used in this study was limited to the discussed features.

Table A.1 shows the obtained accuracy, precision, recall, and f1-score using the four ML al-

gorithms. Results validate that wavelet decomposition along with the statistical parameters is an

effective tool to obtain distinct features. The score metrics were obtained by taking the average of

running each ML algorithm 20 times to ensure that the obtained results are not biased. F1-score is

an important metric when dealing with imbalanced datasets since it combines the significance of

both precision and recall.

On the other hand, the use of RFE did not significantly impact the score metrics in any of the

ML algorithms, as depicted in Table A.1. The use of RFE has reduced the number of features to

69. Table A.2 shows the features that were dropped allaying the use of RFE. Finally, the utilized
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Table A.1: Summary of the ML Results

Without RFE and PCA

ML Technique Accuracy Precision Recall F-Score

ANN 96.25% 96.62% 95.34% 95.54%

SVM 96.56% 93.83% 94.43% 93.98%

Random Forest 93.41% 92.40% 91.09% 91.55%

AdaBoost 91.25% 91.59% 90.04% 90.34%

RFE

ML Technique Accuracy Precision Recall F-Score

ANN 97.18% 97.02% 95.65% 96.03%

SVM 96.49% 93.38% 94.32% 93.74%

Random Forest 91.98% 91.80% 91.47% 91.35%

AdaBoost 94.38% 92.82% 91.19% 91.76%

PCA

ML Technique Accuracy Precision Recall F-Score

ANN 93.44% 92.25% 89.71% 90.41%

SVM 95.05% 91.85% 93.02% 92.15%

Random Forest 87.88% 74.99% 68.90% 70.55%

AdaBoost 84.69% 83.46% 77.34% 78.99%

Table A.2: Dropped RFE Features

Level Category Feature Level Category Feature

1 app kurtosis 4 app energy

2 app Min. Voltage 4 app skewness

2 app skewness 4 detail energy

2 app kurtosis 5 app skewness

PCA retained 95% of the variance and reduced the input features from 77 to 14. Nonetheless, a

reduction in all score metrics can be observed.
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Utilizing RFE did not significantly impact the score metrics since RFE caused a minor vector

feature reduction on the input dataset (77 to 69). It improved the accuracy and f1-score for ANN

and AdaBoost since RFE reduces any potential overfitting in the dataset. On the other hand, PCA

caused a degradation in the accuracy of the different ML algorithms due to the loss of important in-

formation associated with reducing the number of features. This is because PCA might sometimes

drop principal components (PC) that are important for distinguishing the different classes if such

PC contributes to a minimum variance. Also, since the utilized PCA retained 95% of the variance,

a reduction in the precision and recall, and thus, on f1-score can also be perceived.

A.4 Conclusion

In this chapter, the classification of three different defects in ceramic insulators has been carried

out. The classification utilized two dimensionality-reduction techniques: principal component

analysis and recursive feature elimination to investigate their impact on imbalanced datasets. The

following remarks are concluded:

• The use of wavelet decomposition and statistical parameters can provide distinct features to

obtain high classification accuracy.

• Although RFE might not largely reduce the number of input features, utilizing such tech-

nique can improve the classification score metrics since such technique can reduce overfit-

ting.

• PCA degrades the classification score metrics when dealing with imbalanced datasets since

it has a large impact on the precision and recall, and thus, the f1-score.
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