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Abstract. Integrity and reliability of a national power grid system are essential to society’s
development and security. Among the power grid components, transmission lines are critical due
to exposure and vulnerability to severe external conditions, including high winds, ice, and extreme
temperatures. The combined effects of external agents with high electrical load and presence of
damage precursors greatly affects the conducting material’s properties due to a thermal runaway
cycle that accelerates the aging process. In this paper, we develop a thermo-electro-mechanical
model for long-term failure analysis of overhead transmission lines. A phase-field model of damage
and fatigue, coupled with electrical and thermal modules, provides a detailed description of the
conductor’s temperature evolution. We define a limit state function based on maximum operating
temperature to avoid excessive overheating and sagging. We study four representative scenarios
deterministically, and propose the Probabilistic Collocation Method (PCM) as a tool to understand
the stochastic behavior of the system. We use PCM in forward parametric uncertainty quantification,
global sensitivity analysis, and computation of failure probability curves in a straightforward and
computationally efficient fashion, and we quantify the most influential parameters that affect the
failure predictability from a physics-based perspective.

Key words. Phase-field models, Probabilistic Collocation Method, Uncertainty Quantification,
Sensitivity Analysis, Finite-Element Method, Power Grid

1. Introduction. The power grid network in the United States is a complex
and interconnected system. Despite its robustness, loss of single components can po-
tentially lead to cascading failures [2, 20, 38] where the majority of disturbances is
caused by natural events, such as storms, hurricanes, tornadoes, earthquakes, wild-
fire, and warming global temperatures [65, 26]. Given such complexity and apparent
vulnerability, reliable prediction of system failure is of major importance. Identify-
ing sensitive regions in the American power grid while predicting cascade failure is a
challenging task, with significant national interest due to energy distribution and se-
curity concerns. Such large-scale networks are dynamically influenced by a substantial
number of stochastic inputs, such as weather, damage, and aging.

Reliability of transmission lines due to environmental effects has been studied in
detail. Thermal failure in the form of overheating due to wildfires was studied in
[40, 29]. In [51], the authors used differential evolution algorithm to solve the inverse
problem of parameter identification of heat equation parameters for overhead conduc-
tor temperature evolution. Damage in transmission line and towers due to ice and
wind loads was studied in [70] based on estimated generalized Pareto distributions
of precipitation and wind loads. Other models studied the impact of severe weather
on the reliability of transmission lines [49, 71, 34]. The effect of ambient temper-
ature, wind speed, and current on conductor temperature has been studied in [10].
They showed that the conductor temperature increased with ambient temperature
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(a) Ambient Temperature. (b) Wind speed. (c) Current.

Fig. 1. Effect of Ambient Temperature, Windspeed, and Current on Conductor Temperature.

[10]

and current. However, the conductor temperature decreased with wind speed.
All those contributions are fundamental to a better understanding of the failure

mechanisms in power transmission systems, however they are limited in the specific
scope of each work or are generally short-term simulations. Development of models
that couple the electrical and thermal properties of overhead conductors with state-of-
the-art damage and fatigue mechanics formulations could improve the predictability
of transmission line failure for long-term operations.

Phase-field models have become a solid research field in damage and fatigue mod-
eling, ranging from problems in brittle [45, 47, 12, 23], ductile [3, 4], dynamic [13, 33],
and non-isothermal fatigue fracture mechanisms [11]. The smooth crack represen-
tation in phase-field formulation naturally captures crack initiation, propagation,
branching and coalescence without explicit tracking of the crack geometry. More
recently, damage phase-field models have incorporated electrical effects, yet they are
restricted to piezoelectric applications [46, 62]. Other continuum damage approaches
have been used in the context of electrical conductors [35], self-sensing materials [48],
solder joints [9], and thermo-electro-mechanical wear of electrical contacts [52]. Yet,
damage and fatigue effects on thermo-electrical behavior of transmission line conduc-
tors and their effect on life-cycle prediction is still missing, therefore efficient and
robust Uncertainty Quantification (UQ) and Sensitivity Analysis (SA) methods are
essential.

The reliability analysis of the transmission line requires a comprehensive un-
derstanding of the interconnection between mechanical, thermal, and electrical as-
pects, as well as the different sources of uncertainties. While the phase field model is
used widely for modeling the evolution of damage, dislocation dynamics can provide
detailed insight into the microstructural mechanism [24]. Studies have shown that
dislocation interaction significantly affects material behavior and can lead to failure
under certain conditions [15, 22]. Further, at high temperatures, all materials deviate
from Hook law exhibiting viscous and elastic behavior. Recent advances in fractional
visco-elasto-plastic models [61] provide a comprehensive framework to capture these
behaviors for structural analysis [58], accurate damage evolution [59], and large-scale
behavior [60]. Integrating these fractional-order models enhances the transmission
line failure prediction, capturing more complex behavior. Additionally, fractional or-
der can be treated as an uncertain variable to propagate their associated randomness
to the system response [37].

In complex systems such as the one proposed in this paper cannot benefit from
analytical integration during forward UQ/SA or when computing the probability of
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failure, as it is typically done in simpler problems, nor rely on traditional sampling
mechanisms in reliability engineering, such as the Monte Carlo method (MC) [44].
Different approaches have been proposed for the stochastic solution of PDEs under
parametric uncertainty. Methods such as Polynomial Chaos [68, 69, 39], or its gener-
alization via Galerkin projections [6, 7, 56] suffer from being intrusive, as they directly
modify the governing equations, thus have limitations in complex systems. The so-
lution is to use non-intrusive methods, which use the forward deterministic solver as
a black-box. Traditional sampling methods such as MC [25, 53] compute moments
of the Quantity of Interest (QoI) in a straight-forward fashion, yet is limited by slow
convergence rates. Probabilistic Collocation Methods (PCM) [67, 5], promote an effi-
cient computation of moments by direct numerical integration of QoI computed at the
collocation points, and yields faster convergence rates. In high-dimensional paramet-
ric spaces, one could tackle the curse of dimensionality from full tensorial products
through Sparse Grids [54], or dimensionality reduction techniques, such as active
subspace methods [18, 19, 17]. Uncertainty quantification in the context of power
grid systems have been discussed using PCM [32, 42] and Gaussian Processes [63],
yet their focus is solely on the electrical short-term behavior. In damage phase-field
applications PCM has been effective in solving forward UQ and SA [8].

In this work, we propose a coupled thermo-electro-mechanical system with gov-
erning equations for displacements, material damage, material fatigue, temperature,
and voltage. Initially damaged conductor materials lead to overheating, affecting
the mechanical load, subsequent aging and increased resistivity, culminating in the
premature failure of the transmission line. Rather than proposing probability distri-
bution for failure parameters, we use PCM to propagate parametric uncertainty to
the output temperature solutions of a physics-based material model. We compute the
relative influence of each stochastic parameter under a global analysis of variance, and
evaluate the probability of failure over time under different representative scenarios
also through the PCM building-block.

The main contributions of this work are:
• We propose a coupling between a phase-field damage and fatigue model with
thermal and electrical effects that further drive the aging mechanisms.

• We use the PCM method beyond the uncertainty and sensitivity analyzes,
adopting the collocation method to compute directly the probability of fail-
ure when we transform the limit state function into a corresponding failure-
indicator Bernoulli random variable.

• We study the long-term behavior of the coupled physical system and identify
critical elements responsible for premature failure in different representative
scenarios of damaged conductors, from normal operating conditions, to sea-
sonal high winds and increasing electric current and air temperature.

This work provides a robust connection between the detailed physical principles
that govern mechanical, thermal, and electrical properties in a transmission line con-
ductor and the probabilistic nature associated with uncertainties in parameters and
loading conditions. For the first time, high-fidelity simulations of material aging are
being used to provide predictive estimations of thermal failure probability.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we present the thermo-electro-
mechanical model for failure of transmission lines, and discuss the temperature-based
failure criterion. Then, we discuss the deterministic solution through the Finite-
Element Method in Section 3, along with the definition of representative scenarios.
The stochastic methods are discussed in Section 4, where we present the PCM building
blocks for the uncertainty, sensitivity, and probability of failure analyzes. Finally, we
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address concluding remarks in Section 5.

2. Reliability of Transmission Lines.

2.1. Problem Statement. Operating temperature is a critical indicator for safe
operation of transmission lines due to risk of annealing of the material components,
and excessive sagging during high temperature conditions. Both outcomes pose se-
rious consequences to the safety of surrounding areas, and compromise the expected
efficiency of electric energy transmission.

Although complete cable rupture also represents a measure of transmission line
failure, incurring inefficiency and repair costs, high operating temperatures is po-
tentially more dangerous since it could go unnoticed. Several conditions may con-
tribute to an excess temperature operation, including an initial damaged state, aging
of transmission line, increase in electric energy demand, and higher-than-normal air
temperature conditions. Under these circumstances, material temperature may ex-
ceed accepted values at specific points of the cable, significantly altering the prospect
of useful life-time.

Therefore, operating conductor temperature becomes the focal point of our anal-
ysis, and the interplay between different physical effects, loading conditions, and ma-
terial parameters will define the failure state of the transmission line in long-term life
of overhead cables. Our objective is to study the persistent multi-physics effect on the
operating temperature of a transmission line with the presence of an initial damage.
To achieve such long-term coupled system, several simplifying assumptions need to
be made, which we will discuss in more detail in the next section.

In general terms, reliability can be defined through a limit state function g(R,S; t)
based on the load S and the capacity of the system R, and it can be a function of
time t. In structural engineering, S and R can be defined as the operating stress and
material’s ultimate strength, for example. Based on maximum temperature failure
criterion discussed above, we define S as the transmission line’s maximum temperature
θmax at time t, and R as a temperature limit before excessive sag or annealing occur,
denoted θlim. Then, the limit state function is defined as

(1) g(θlim, θmax; t) = θlim − θmax(t).

In general, both R ans S can be defined as random variables, yet here we will fix
θlim, and only let θmax(t), which is also a function of space, be a random variable.
Then, the probability of failure pf (t) for the system can be defined as

(2) pf (t) = P{g(θlim, θmax; t) < 0}.

The thermo-electrical-mechanical model acts as the source of computation of
θmax, providing a high-fidelity measure of the maximum operating temperature across
the cable through detailed simulations. Through the stochastic framework built on
PCM, we obtain the probability of failure based simply on the physics at the material
level. The overall flow of the proposed framework is illustrated in Fig. 2.

2.2. Thermo-Electro-Mechanical Damage Phase-Field Model. We con-
sider one segment of transmission cable showed in Fig. 2. The material is supported
by two transmission towers and tensioned such as to maintain a sag below the max-
imum allowed threshold. From the mechanical perspective, we look at this system
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1-D Representation of Transmission Line Cable

Tension

Current

Heat Exchange Initial Damage

Tension

Deterministic solution: FEM

Stochastic solution: PCM

Probability of Failure

Fig. 2. Schematic representation of the thermo-electro-mechanical framework for transmission
line failure. A one-dimensional representation of an initially damaged conductor cable is subject to
mechanical tension, heat exchange with the environment, and an electric current, which combined
lead to thermal failure from overheating. The deterministic solution of the physical system through
Finite-Element Method enters the PCM stochastic solver as a black-box, which generates physics-
based predictions of probability of failure.

as a one-dimensional body under tension, and we consider the projected span as the
operating length in order to keep the one-dimensional assumption. Sag is extremely
important and we take it into account when computing the tensile load due to tem-
perature effects, however we refrain from explicit sag modeling in this framework and
focus solely on the tensile effects on the cable as drivers to material damage and
fatigue.

The tension in the cable is driven primarily by its operating temperature. As it
heats, there is an increment in the sag due to thermal elongation, which leads to a
decrease in the horizontal tension. Conversely, as the material cools, extra tension is
induced by contraction of the material.

Material temperature is a result of combined Joule heating from electric current,
with convective cooling from the ambient air with a given wind speed. In turn, higher
temperatures are assumed to further degrade the material and enhance its aging
process, while affecting electrical conductivity, increasing the resistivity.

With a focused look at the material behavior, the electrical component of the
model is simplified and not related to the electrical design of transmission lines. In-
stead, the model is concerned with the effective electric current that passes through
a single cable of the conductor and affects its material properties, regardless of the
voltage level that the line provides to consumers. The ultimate effect of this consider-
ation is that resistive losses along the line will heat the material and cause a voltage
drop between its endpoints.

Finally, we consider that any damage in the material is responsible for increasing
the material’s resistivity, adding degradation to the already present temperature effect
on resistivity, therefore leading to further dissipation from Joule heating. All the



6

combined effects make damage a precursor of a positive feedback loop of heating in
the transmission line, causing early temperature failure due to compounding thermal
runaway. In all physical components, we adopt a quasi-static perspective to allow for
long-term simulations, such that in the proposed time-scale, the system is assumed
to reach equilibrium faster than changes in loading conditions.

2.2.1. Mechanical model. We consider a non-isothermal phase-field frame-
work for damage and fatigue modeling following the principles in [11], consisting in
two PDEs for the evolution of displacement u and damage φ fields, and a separate
ODE for evolution of fatigue F . The damage phase field is representative of volumet-
ric fraction of degraded material, taking values of φ = 0 for virgin material, φ = 1 for
a complete fracture, and takes intermediate damaged states with 0 < φ < 1. Damage
evolves following an Allen–Cahn type equation, derived along with the equilibrium
equation for u through the principle of virtual power and entropy inequalities with
thermodynamic consistency. The fatigue field F is treated as an internal variable
whose evolution equation is obtained through constitutive relations that must satisfy
the entropy inequality for all admissible processes.

Remark 1. The fatigue variable was originally introduced to model the evolution
of material degradation associated to the presence of microcracks, in the context of
high-cycle fatigue of brittle materials. Here, we cast an alternative interpretation
of the fatigue F as a measure of material aging, which is more consistent with the
long-term process of interest to this work.

We adopt a 1-D representation for the mechanical body such that it occupies the
domain Ω ∈ R at time t ∈ (0, T ]. From the general governing equations, specific forms
of material evolution can be obtained from a choice in the free-energy potentials. One
alternative is to consider the free-energy function:

(3) Ψ(∇u, φ,∇φ,F) = d(φ)Y (∇u)
2
+ gc

γ

2
(∇φ)

2
+K(φ,F),

where Y denotes the Young modulus, gc is the fracture energy release rate, and γ > 0
represents the phase-field layer width parameter. The degradation function is taken
to be d(φ) = (1 − φ)2, and beyond the original degradation of elastic response, here
it will also degrade the electric conductivity. Finally, K(φ,F) models the evolution
of material damage when fatigue, or aging, occurs.

The original model in [11] is time-dependent. Here, however, we are interested in
long-term behavior and assume that the material fully reaches an equilibrium stage
between consecutive time-steps, turning the governing equations to a quasi-static
representation for u and φ. Yet, evolution of F is still an ODE representative of
long-term aging.

(4) ∇ ·
(
(1− φ)2Y∇u

)
− γgc ∇ · (∇φ⊗∇φ) + f = 0,

(5) γgc∆φ+ (1− φ)(∇u)TY (∇u)− 1

γ
[gcH′(φ) + FH′

f (φ)] = 0,

(6) Ḟ = − F̂

γ
Hf (φ),
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subjected to appropriate boundary conditions. For mechanical equilibrium, either the
stress or displacement are known at the boundaries, we assume ∇φ = 0 at the ∂Ω,
and the ⊗ operator denotes outer product.

The potentials H(φ) and Hf (φ) describe the damage evolution from 0 to 1 as
fatigue changes from zero to gc. By taking their derivatives with respect to φ, we
obtain potentials H′(φ) and H′

f (φ). Choosing the transition to be continuous and
monotonically increasing, suitable choices for the potentials are:

(7) H(φ) =


0.5φ2 for 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1,

0.5 + δ(φ− 1) for φ > 1,

−δφ for φ < 0.

(8) Hf (φ) =


−φ for 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1,

−1 for φ > 1,

0 for φ < 0.

We describe the evolution F through F̂ , related to the formation and growth
of micro-cracks that occur in cyclic loadings, and influenced by temperature. We
consider a representation of F̂ that depends on the value of stress associated to the
virgin material, defined through a linear relation:

(9) F̂ = ρa

(
θ

θ0

)
(1− φ) |Y∇u| ,

where the parameter a represents the rate of aging, modulated by the ratio of current
temperature θ to a reference temperature θ0, and ρ is the material density.

The mechanical system as described above allows for damage healing when there
is a reduction in the tensile stress. In order to avoid healing mechanisms and simulate
an irreversible damaging process, we take an approach similar to [45] and define a
variable that represents the local maximum strain energy history, H, defined as

(10) H(x, t) = max((∇u(x, t))TY (∇u(x, t)),H(x, t)).

We introduce the history field variable in the damage equation, which becomes

(11) γgc∆φ+ (1− φ)H− 1

γ
[gcH′(φ) + FH′

f (φ)] = 0.

2.2.2. Thermal model. The original model from [11] contains a fatigue-driven
term in the temperature evolution equation, associated with temperature increase due
to repetitive, yet fast, loading. In the quasi-static regime, temperature is computed
from thermal equilibrium, and heat due to cyclic load becomes negligible.

Therefore, we adopt the steady-state heat equation

(12) ∇ · (κ∇θ) + q = 0.

Thermal conductivity is represented by κ, while q denotes the heat sources/sinks
that will depend on the physical mechanisms. Specifically, we consider the Joule
heating qJ from electrical current as a source, and convective cooling qC due to wind
as a sink such that

(13) q = qJ − qC .
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Specific form of qC for a flow past a cylinder can be derived, yet here we adopt a
formulation from the Electric Power Engineering Handbook [28]

(14) qC =
0.0128

√
(pv)

θ0.123air

√
d

(θc − θair),

p represents the atmospheric pressure in atm, v denotes the wind velocity in ft/s,
θair and θc being the air and conductor’s temperatures in K, respectively, and d is the
conductor diameter in in. We convert all parameters and the final qC (in W/sq in)
to their respective SI units.

The specific form of qJ will be discussed next.

2.2.3. Electrical model. Transmission line design takes into account different
effects such as AC frequency, inductance, reactance, and elctro-magnetic interactions
with the air, ground, and nearby conductors, and electric load. In the end, those
effects are crucial to determine the passing current I across the conductor, yet they
are out of the scope of the present study. With the focus on modeling the material’s
response to combined multi-physics effects, we are not concerned about the design
of the transmission line as an electric power component, rather we are interested in
understanding how the electricity-driven Joule heating affects a damaged material.
In other words, we simply take the current I as an input of the multi-physics system,
that could be obtained from other calculations.

Furthermore, the long-term analysis does not benefit from detailed time sim-
ulations of transient effects of AC currents. The major focus is on the effect of
damage-induced Joule heating, therefore the model refers to electric current as the
DC-equivalent mean current that remain constant between consecutive time-steps.
This greatly simplifies the calculations, allowing for efficient measures of the quanti-
ties of interest, in this case the heat source term. We adopt prescribed values for the
current, yet they can be obtained from more sophisticated methods or from real-life
data, and used in this framework with no issues.

Under that perspective, the problem consists in solving the conservation of current
model for bulk materials:

(15) ∇ · J = 0,

(16) J = σEE,

(17) E = −∇V,

where J represents the electric current density per cross-section area, E is the corre-
sponding electric field due to the voltage V . Also, σE denotes the degraded electrical
conductivity at the operating temperature, and it is a function of the non-degraded
conductivity through the degradation function d(φ)

(18) σE = (1− φ)2σE,T .
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In turn, the non-degraded conductivity σE,T at the operating temperature can
be obtained from the conductivity at the reference temperature σE,0 by

(19) σE,T =
σE,0

1 + α(θ − θ0)
,

where α is the temperature coefficient of resistivity, which is a positive for metals.
Combining the equations for conservation of electric current, we obtain a single

PDE for the evolution of voltage field:

(20) ∇ · (−σE∇V ) = 0,

along with either V or J prescribed at the boundaries. The voltage field will be
disrupted by the presence of damage and will result in a different voltage drop ∆V
between the extremities of the conductor.

The Joule heating heat source is then defined as

(21) qJ = J · E.

In essence, damage will increase the voltage drop, incurring losses in electric power
due to increased resistance of the conductor, further aggravating the thermal load to
Joule heating.

2.3. Further Considerations for the Multi-Physics Model. As mentioned
before in the previous section, the horizontal tension acting on the cable structure is
driven by temperature. We now discuss the process of obtaining the horizontal load
acting on the transmission line cable.

When supported by two points, cables sag in the shape of a catenary. There are
diverse examples in the literature on simulation of their pure mechanical behavior
[36, 57], yet here we adopt the simplifying assumption that our damage phase-field
model is strictly 1-D. This means that we assume that the length of the cable L is
sufficiently close to the span distance Sc such that we adopt them to be equivalent.
This does not mean that sag D is not present, rather that the driver of mechanical
damage and fatigue is solely the horizontal component of the cable tension, H.

However, the effects of sag still need to be considered, specially under variable
temperature conditions. Heat causes the length to increase, and the cable accom-
modates the elongation by increasing the sag, relieving some tension. On the other
hand, colder conditions contract the cable, sag decreases and results in increased ten-
sion. Therefore, mechanical load at one end of the cable is a result of a pre-tension
in conjunction to tension changes due to operating temperature. The model itself
determines the appropriate mechanical loading condition.

We follow the formulations presented in [28]. LetWb be the weight per unit length,
and H0 the initial pre-tension (usually prescribed to be around 20% of material’s
ultimate strength). We compute an initial sag D as being:

(22) D0 =
WbS

2
c

8H0
,

so the theoretical length (even though we use L = S in the simulation for simplicity)
necessary to accommodate the cable with sag D over span Sc is
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(23) L0 = Sc +
8D2

0

3Sc
.

Changes in temperature alter the length of the cable through the classical relation

(24) L = L0(1 + αL∆θ),

where αL is the coefficient of thermal expansion. The change of length is followed by
the adjustment of sag

(25) D =

√
3Sc(L− Sc)

8
,

finally providing the appropriate value of horizontal tension

(26) H =
WS2

8D
,

where W is a measure of total weight that could include ice and wind components to
the base weight.

In this work, we consider only a wind component to the total weight relation,
given by [28]

(27) W =
√
W 2

b +W 2
w.

The wind component Ww in lb/ft is derived from wind pressure Pw expressed in
lb/ft2, considering the wind velocity v in mph. We again transform all parameter
expression units to SI units before further computations.

(28) Pw = 0.0025v2.

(29) Ww =
Pwd

12
.

2.4. Multi-physics framework. We illustrate the framework for transmission
line failure modeling in Fig 3. Eqs.(4), (11), (6), (12), and (20) form the main gov-
erning equations for the coupled system, in addition to equations for the fatigue
potentials, thermal, and mechanical load, and degradation of electrical conductivity.
The diagram provides a more comprehensive view of the thermal, electrical, and me-
chanical components, and their connection with one another. We further introduce
an abstract representation of an Environmental module, which determines inputs and
initial conditions for all the other modules based on the representative scenario being
considered and its corresponding parameters.
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Fig. 3. Schematic diagram of the relationship between the thermal, electrical, and mechanical
models based on their governing equations, in addition to an abstract, scenario-dependent environ-
mental module that provides initial conditions and input parameters.

3. Deterministic Solution. In this section, we discuss the Finite-Element dis-
cretization of the proposed multi-physics framework, and describe the solution proce-
dure for the deterministic case. The deterministic solution serves two main purposes:
first, its implementation is later used as a black-box for non-intrusive stochastic meth-
ods for uncertainty quantification. Second, analysis of deterministic results serves as
an interpretable guide to further evaluations of multi-dimensional uncertainty propa-
gation.

3.1. Finite-Element Discretization. In 1-D, all variables become scalar fields,
and we drop the multi-dimensional representation of differential operators. We adopt
standard linear finite-element method for spatial discretization. We multiply Eqs.(4),
(11), (6), (12), and (20) by test function w, and perform integration by parts, and
recall that the volume differential can be expressed with cross-section area A, and
obtain their corresponding weak form

(30)

∫ L

0

−(1−φ)2Y A(x)
du

dx

dw

dx
dx+

∫ L

0

γgcA(x)

(
dφ

dx

)2
dw

dx
dx+

∫ L

0

fA(x)wdx = 0,

∫ L

0

−γgcA(x)
dφ

dx

dw

dx
dx+

∫ L

0

A(x)Hwdx−
∫ L

0

AHφwdx

−
∫ L

0

gcA(x)

γ
φwdx+

∫ L

0

A(x)

γ
Fwdx = 0,

(31)

(32)

∫ L

0

ḞwA(x)dx =

∫ L

0

−ρa(1− φ)Y |dudx |(−φ)

γ

θ

θ0
wA(x)dx,
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∫ L

0

−κA(x)
dθ

dx

dw

dx
dx+

∫ L

0

σEA(x)

(
dV

dx

)2

wdx

−
∫ L

0

cθAs(x)wdx+

∫ L

0

cθairAs(x)wdx = 0,

(33)

(34)

∫ L

0

σE
dV

dx

dw

dx
A(x)wdx = 0,

where we consider c =
0.0128

√
(pv)

θ0.123
air

√
d

, and As(x) as the variable superficial area over

which the convective wind-based heat transfer occurs.
We adopt a linear approximation over each element k, such that the approxima-

tion of field variables is a linear combination of nodal basis functions:

uk = Nûk,(35)

φk = Nφ̂k,(36)

Fk = N F̂k,(37)

θk = Nθ̂k,(38)

V k = NV̂ k.(39)

Finite-element interpolations for spatial derivatives are computed through linear
combinations of shape function derivatives:

(
du

dx

)k

= Bûk,(40) (
dφ

dx

)k

= Bφ̂k,(41) (
dθ

dx

)k

= Bθ̂k,(42) (
dV

dx

)k

= BV̂ k(43)

,(44)

where we define N , B, ûk, φ̂k, F̂k, θ̂k, V̂ k as

N =
[
N1 N2

]
,(45)

B =
[
N1,x N2,x

]
,(46)

ûk =
[
uk
1 uk

2

]
,(47)

φ̂k =
[
φk
1 φk

2

]
,(48)

F̂k =
[
Fk

1 Fk
2

]
,(49)

θ̂k =
[
θk1 θk2

]
,(50)

V̂ k =
[
V k
1 V k

2

]
,(51)
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where N1 and N2 are linear interpolation functions for a one-dimensional finite ele-
ment.

We replace the previous approximations into the weak form, and adopt a forward
Euler scheme for evolution of F , obtaining the following discretization for each k−th
element:

Kuû
k = wu +Mf̂k,(52)

Kφφ̂
k = wφ,(53)

M ˆFn+1
k
= M F̂n

k
+∆twF ,(54)

Kθ θ̂
k = wθ,(55)

KV V̂
k = 0,(56)

where superscripts n and n+1 represent the current and next time-steps. The discrete
form uses the operator definitions

Ku =

∫
k

(1−Nφ̂k)2Y A(x)BTBdx,(57)

wu =

∫
k

γgcA(x)(Bφ̂k)2Bdx,(58)

M =

∫
k

A(x)NTNdx,(59)

Kφ =

∫
k

γgcA(x)BTBdx+

∫
k

HA(x)NTNdx+

∫
k

gcA(x)

γ
NTNdx,(60)

wφ =

∫
k

HA(x)Ndx+

∫
k

A(x)

γ
NT F̂n

k
Ndx,(61)

Kθ =

∫
k

κA(x)BTBdx+

∫
k

cAs(x)N
TNdx,(62)

wθ =

∫
k

σEA(x)
(
BV̂ k

)2

Ndx+

∫
k

cAs(x)θairNdx,(63)

Kv =

∫
k

(1−Nφ̂k)2σE,TA(x)BTBdx.(64)

By applying the standard assembly operator in the above matrices and vectors,
we obtain their respective global forms, dropping the superscript k, and we obtain
the final form of global system of equations

Kuû = wu +Mf̂,(65)

Kφφ̂ = wφ,(66)

M F̂n+1 = M F̂n +∆twF ,(67)

Kθ θ̂ = wθ,(68)

KV V̂ = 0.(69)

We adopt a staggered solution scheme, in which we evaluate the equations in
sequence at each time-step. We summarize the procedure for deterministic solution
in Algorithm 1
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Algorithm 1 Solution of Thermo-Electro-Mechanical Model.

1: Choose initial pre-tension H0.
2: for Each time-step do
3: Compute the current tensile load from Eq. (26).
4: Solve for displacements, Eq. (65).
5: Update strain energy history, Eq (10).
6: Solve damage field Eq. (66).
7: Update fatigue using Eq. (67).
8: Solve the temperature field from Eq. (68).
9: Solve voltage field through Eq. (69).

10: end for

3.2. Representative Scenarios. We aim to study the coupled thermo-electro-
mechanical system under four different representative scenarios:

• Scenario 1 - Normal Operating Conditions: In this scenario, all loading
conditions will follow an unchanged pattern throughout the years, and the
only driver of material failure, and subsequently of temperature increase is
an initial damage precursor.

• Scenario 2 - High Seasonal Winds: In this scenario, we simulate the
aging and degradation of an initially damaged transmission line located in a
region where one expects high winds during a specific season. For example,
it could represent expected average winds over a few days during hurricane
season, or a known windy condition particular to a certain time of the year.

• Scenario 3 - Increasing Electric Demand: Here, we simulate an increase
of electric power demand in the region, which is driven by external factors
that we do not address here. We model the effect of such factors in a linearly
increasing average current over the years.

• Scenario 4 - Increasing Air Temperature: The last scenario is concerned
with the role of increasing ambient temperature over the course of several
years, for example as a result of climate change mechanisms, such that it
decreases the rate of convective cooling and leads to early failure.

Note that all scenarios are long-term simulations of either slowly changing condi-
tions or specific seasonal extreme events, such that there is no immediate effect in a
time-scale of minutes, hours, or even days, yet they lead to accumulation of damage
in the long run, making the life expectancy of the conductor to expire sooner than
designed for normal operating conditions, whether with or without material damage.

3.3. Numerical Results. We consider a conductor made of aluminum under-
going cyclic air temperature, wind, and electric current loading conditions. We pa-
rameterize the cyclic loadings following the relations

θair(t) = θb + θA sin(2πt),(70)

ws(t) = wb + wA sin(2πt),(71)

I(t) = −Ib − IA(sin 4πt),(72)

where t is measured in years, subscript b indicates a base value, and subscript A
denotes an amplitude measure.

We defined the current cycle to correspond to higher demand in Winter and Sum-
mer, and less demand during Spring and Fall. Definition of wind speed ws followed
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Fig. 4. Variable cross-section area as a function of parameter Aσ.

an arbitrary convention, with the possibility of it being replaced by a time-series
data that best represents a region of interest. We represent the horizontal tension by
adopting u = 0 at x = 0, and introducing the value of H at x = L. For damage we
adopt dφ

dx = 0 at the boundaries. For the current conservation equation, the boundary
condition is similar to the mechanical case, and we take V = 0 at x = 0 and apply a
current density J at x = L.

Furthermore, we represent the damage precursor as a variable cross-section area
throughout the elements. In reality, all materials are manufactured with imperfec-
tions, along with wear that is spread out across the geometry until a critical spot
initiates significant damage. Here we adopt a reduced cross-section area at the center
of the cable as a representation of the effects of multiple defects and damage precur-
sors that could initiate a fracture. In that sense, we adopt the following relation for
the cross-section area:

(73) A(x) = A0

(
1− 1

Aσ

√
2π

exp

(
−(x− L/2)2

2A2
σ

))
,

where A0 is the undamaged cross-section area, and Aσ represents the ratio of spread
to depth of the representative area variation. Fig 4. illustrates different area profiles
based on Aσ.

Typical values for all parameters associated to a reference, normal condition (Sce-
nario 1) simulation case are presented in Table 1. All simulations run up to 4000
time-steps, representing a life-cycle of 40 years. As the Aluminum conductor starts
to anneal at temperature greater than 366 K [64, 30] and rapture if the temperature
exceeds 373 K [16] , so we consider the maximum limit temperature in the conductor
at which all simulations are stopped to be θlim = 373 K(100C).

We start by investigating the evolution of field quantities in Scenario 1 under
the reference parameters from Table 1. We plot damage, fatigue, temperature, and
voltage fields every 5 years in Fig 5. We observe how damage initiates and concentrates
in the region of smaller cross-section area, thus driving an increase in temperature,
and a kink in the voltage fields. We also notice that due to damage and temperature
increase, the voltage drop along the line increases with time, as the conductor becomes
more resistive.

We can study the time-evolution of maximum values in time by tracking the cen-
tral node in the damage, fatigue, and temperature cases, and track the maximum
absolute voltage drop from the end node in the voltage field. Moreover, we compare
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Table 1: Geometry, material, and loading parameters for reference Scenario 1 simu-
lation.

Parameter Value Unit

Length of Cable L 200 m
# Elements N 1000
Diameter d 0.04 m
Initial Damage IntensityAsigma 2.5 -
Time-step for fatigue ∆t 0.01 y

Young modulus Y 69 Gpa
Damage layer width γ 0.02 m
Fracture energy gc 10 kN/m
Density ρ 2700 kg/m3

Aging coefficient a 1× 10−10 m5/(ykg)
Thermal conductivity κ 237 W/(mK)
Electrical conductivity σE,0 3.77× 107 S/m
Temperature coefficient α 3.9× 10−3 K−1

Pre-tension H0 40 kN
Base Air Temp θb 288 K
Air Temp Amplitude θA 10 K
Base wind speed wb 2 ft/s
Wind speed amplitude wA 1 ft/s
Base current Ib 1500 A
Current amplitude IA 100 A
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Fig. 5. Evolution of field variables over time at an interval of 5 years.

the material behavior under different operating conditions, still under normal oper-
ations of Scenario 1. The most immediate comparison is to see the effect of initial
damage represented by A(x), Fig 6. It is evident that a sharper, intense variation in
the area greatly reduces the life, while a smoother variation did not make the material
fail.

Next, we investigate effects of wind, electric current, and air temperature in
Figs. 7, 8, and 9, respectively. Increase in the wind speed slightly advances the
aging process, since more wind speed increases the load, accelerating the damaging,
at the same time it further cools the conductor, avoiding acceleration of temperature
failure. The same competitive effects can be seen with the Increase in temperature
(in a warmer region), but the amplitude itself is not as influential, since with more
amplitude there is also more cooling. However, the Joule heating from increasing
the current base value and amplitude significantly reduce the expected life of the
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Fig. 6. Effect of initial damage as represented by variable cross-section area A(x) on maximum
field values over time.
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Fig. 7. Effect of wind speed on maximum values over time.

transmission line.
Even in Scenario 1, we see that normal operating conditions under different sets

of external loads dramatically change the landscape of transmission line failure. Now,
we investigate Scenarios 2, 3, and 4 with a closer focus on the maximum temperature
time-series, since it is the quantity of interest related to the failure criterion.

In Scenario 2, we simulate the presence of high seasonal wind through the param-
eter wmax, applied between the 25th and 30th iterations of each year. The remainder
of the year undergoes standard cyclic wind conditions as in Scenario 1. Exclusively
for Scenario 2 we choose θb = 293 K. We compare the effects of initial damage at
wmax=100 and different values of wmax at reference parameters in Fig 10. A more se-
vere initial damage dramatically reduces the useful life of the material. Furthermore,
although the high wind speeds enhance convective cooling, over time it progresses
the damage to a point that the damage concentration in the center of the cable will
overheat and lead to an early failure. It is not a fast effect as a cable snapping during
a hurricane, rather an acceleration of aging due to intense winds over several years.

Moving on to Scenario 3, we simulate a steady increase in the base electric current
demand, parameterized by the rate of increase of current, Ir, at each time-step, such
that Ib(n+1) = Ib(n)+ Ir. This Scenario is representative of a region with increasing
population or growing industries, such that Ir is chosen to provide a total increase of
400 A over 40 years when Ir = 0.1. Then we observe the effect of initial damage at
Ir=0.1 and different values of Ir at reference parameters in Fig. 11.

Last, we investigate effects increase of base air temperature in Scenario 4, con-
trolled by parameter θr. Similarly to Scenario 3, here we design θr to increment θb by
θb(n+ 1) = θb(n) + θr. For a 4 K increase in 40 years, θr = 0.001. In Fig. 12 we see
that even a slight increase in average yearly temperatures at reference parameters, is
sufficient to accelerate failure in transmission lines by a couple of years.
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Fig. 8. Effect of electric current on maximum values over time.
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Fig. 9. Effect of air temperature on maximum values over time.

4. Stochastic Solution. We consider the coupled failure model presented as a
black-box on which we can perform uncertainty quantification (UQ) and sensitivity
analysis (SA). The use of non-intrusive methods is attractive, since we can employ
the same procedures used in the deterministic solution to solve each realization of the
stochastic problem. We use the Probabilistic Collocation Method (PCM) to compute
the moments of our quantity of interest (QoI), which in this work is the conductor
temperature.

Furthermore, the PCM is employed to perform the global sensitivity analysis
through the computation of Sobol Sensitivity Index Si in a computationally efficient
way. The sensitivity index measures the importance of input parameters in the total
variance of the QoI solution, and the PCm framework performs the computation
through a simple post-processing taks from UQ data.

Finally, the PCM building blocks are used to facilitate the computation of pf
directly from the first moment of a Bernoulli random variable defined directly from
g(θlim, θmax; t).

4.1. Uncertainty Quantification. To perform the UQ analysis we use the
PCM method, which consists in a polynomial interpolation to approximate the so-
lution in the stochastic space, mapping the points from physical to stochastic space
is made through the parametric probability density function (PDF). This is achieved
by approximating the solution using orthogonal Lagrange polynomials, which due to
orthogonality properties reduces the computation of expectation and variance to eval-
uation of QoI at the collocation points. This approach reduces computational cost
significantly, while improving convergence rates. Here we follow the methodology
presented in [8].

Let (Ωs,G,P) be a complete probability space, where Ωs is the space of outcomes
ω, G is the σ−algebra and P is a probability measure, P : G → [0, 1]. We render
the transmission line model stochastic by letting material and load parameters to be
random variables defined in a set ξ(ω), which in turn leads to outputs, such as the
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Fig. 10. Effects of initial damage and extreme wind parameter wmax on maximum temperature
over time in Scenario 2.
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Fig. 11. Effects of initial damage and rate of electric current increase parameter Ir on maxi-
mum temperature over time in Scenario 3.

QoI temperature field also be random variables. We simplify the notation and only
explicitly represent the random parameters as ξ = ξ(ω).

We denote our quantity of interest as Q, and write the mathematical expectation
of Q, E [Q(x, t; ξ)] in a one-dimensional stochastic space as

(74) E [Q(x, t; ξ)] =

∫ b

a

Q(x, t; ξ)ρ(ξ)dξ,

where ρ(ξ) is the PDF of ξ. We evaluate the integration using Gauss quadrature,
mapping physical parametric domain to the standard domain [−1, 1]. The integral
should then be written as

(75) E [Q(x, t; ξ)] =

∫ 1

−1

Q(x, t; ξ(η))ρ(ξ(η))Jdξ(η),

where J = dξ/dη represents the Jacobian of the transformation. We approximate
the expectation by introducing a polynomial interpolation of the exact solution in the
stochastic space, Q̂(x, t; ξ):
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Fig. 12. Effects of initial damage and rate of temperature increase parameter θr on maximum
temperature over time in Scenario 4.

(76) E [Q(x, t; ξ)] ≈
∫ 1

−1

Q̂(x, yt; ξ(η))ρ(ξ(η))Jdξ(η).

We interpolate the solution in the stochastic space using Lagrange polynomials
Li(ξ):

(77) Q̂(x, t; ξ) =

I∑
i=1

Q(x, t; ξi)Li(ξ),

which satisfy the Kronecker delta property at the interpolation points:

(78) Li(ξj) = δij .

Substituting Eq. (77) into (76), we approximate the integral using the quadrature
rule and evaluate the expectation as

(79) E [Q(x, t; ξ)] ≈
P∑

p=1

wpρ(ξ(η))J

I∑
i=1

Q(x, t; ξ(η))Li(ξ(η)),

where we compute the coordinates ηp and weights wp for each integration point q =
1, 2, . . . , P . We choose the collocation points to be the same as the integration points
p on the paramectric space by the Kronecker property of the Lagrange polynomials
Eq. (78), and simplify the approximation from Eq. (79) to a single summation:

(80) E [Q(x, t; ξ)] =

P∑
p=1

wpρ(ξp(ηp))JQ(x, t; ξp(ηp)).

A linear affine mapping from the standard to the real domain ξp(ηp) = a +
(b−a)

2 (ηp+1) gives us the Jacobian (for a one-dimensional integration) as J = (b−a)/2,
and also provides the respective values of the random variable in the physical space.
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Finally, we write the integration as a summation over the collocation points, where
we assume a uniform distribution for the parameters in the physical space ξ ∼ U [a, b],
with ρ(ξ) = 1/(b− a). The expectation becomes

(81) E [Q(x, y, t; ξ)] =
1

2

P∑
p=1

wpQ(x, t; ξp).

The standard deviation is computed as

(82) σ [Q(x, t; ξ)] =

√√√√1

2

P∑
p=1

wp (Q(x, t; ξp)− E [Q(x, t; ξ)])
2
.

Generalization of PCM to higher dimensions through tensor product is an exten-
sion of Eq. (74)

E
[
Q(x, t; ξ1, . . . , ξk)

]
= EPCM

[
Q(x, t; ξ1, . . . , ξk)

]
≈

P∑
p=1

· · ·
L∑

l=1

wp . . . wl ρ(ξp) . . . ρ(ξl) Jp . . . Jl Q(x, t; ξ1p, . . . , ξ
k
l )(83)

where we have k summations, one for each dimension in the random space. In
ξkl the superscript indicates the dimension in the random space, and the subscript
specifies the collocation point in that dimension. Simplifying the notation using
E
[
Q(x, t; ξ1, . . . , ξk)

]
= E [Q], we write the expression for the standard deviation

as

σ
[
Q(x, t; ξ1, . . . , ξk)

]
= σPCM

[
Q(x, t; ξ1, . . . , ξk)

]
≈

√√√√ P∑
p=1

· · ·
L∑

l=1

wp . . . wl ρ(ξp) . . . ρ(ξl) Jp . . . Jl
(
Q(x, t; ξ1p, . . . , ξ

k
l )− E [Q]

)2
.(84)

We note that we assume the random variables to be mutually independent and
the discretization in the parametric space is taken to be isotropic. We further remark
that a fully tensorial product as in this project is sufficient in terms of computational
efficiency, as we deal with 6 dimensions or less. To avoid the curse of dimensionality in
high-dimensional stochastic space Smolyak sparse grids[54] is one popular solution to
reduce the number of realizations, while still achieving comparable accuracy. Further
methods that aid UQ with dimensionality reduction include Principal Component
Analysis (PCA) [1], low-rank approximations [14], and active subpace methods [17].

4.2. Sensitivity Analysis. We study the global sensitivity of input parameters
through Sobol indices [55], where we compute the relative importance of each param-
eters to the variance of our QoI. We refer to Saltelli et al (2010) [50] for derivation
details. Let the j−th parameter in the global sensitivity analysis be denoted by ξj ,
j = 1, 2, . . . , k, k being the total dimension of the parametric space. The effect of
parameter ξj on variance V of QoI is
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(85) Vξj
(
Eξ∼j (Q|ξj)

)
where ξ∼j denotes the combination of all possible values for random parameters with
the exception of ξj , which is fixed at some value. Eq (85) is equivalent to taking the
expected value of Q having fixed a value for ξj , and then taking the variance over all
possible values of ξj . From the Law of Total Variance, we have

(86) Vξj
(
Eξ∼j (Q|ξj)

)
+ Eξj

(
Vξ∼j (Q|ξj)

)
= V (Q)

The second term on the left-hand side is called the residual and V (Q) is the
total variance. We normalize Eq. (86) to obtain the first-order sensitivity index that
measures the effect on total variance by random variable ξj as:

(87) Si =
Vξj

(
Eξ∼j (U |ξj)

)
V (U)

The sensitivity indices Si measure the first-order effect on variance from ξj , not
taking into account interactions between ξj and other parameters. From the nor-
malization,

∑
Si < 1, the remainder consisting of high-order interactions between the

parameters, which we do not consider in this paper, but could be obtained in a similar
fashion from post-processing of PCM [8].

The computation of Si could be quite challenging if the UQ is done through a
MC method, yet here the PCM acts as a building block for fast, cheap computations
of global sensitivity.

4.3. Probability of Failure. In the last step of the stochastic analysis of trans-
mission line failure, we aim to compute the probability of failure pf as a function of
time. Existing methods to compute pf in reliability literature normally use MC to
count the number of failure events [44]. Stochastic collocation methods only provide
the moments of a limit state function g(R,S), which then need to be transformed
into a PDF to computation of pf similarly to Eq. (2). Such transformation from
the moments to the PDF yield another level of complexity, and can be done meth-
ods of moments [43, 21], Polynomial Chaos [41, 27], Gaussian transformations [31] or
optimization through entropy methods [66].

In this work, we propose an alternative to once again take advantage of the effi-
ciency of PCM as a building block, and obtain the probability of failure pf as a typical
UQ expectation. Instead of computing moments of g, obtaining an approximate PDF,
and then computing P (g < 0), we first transform g into another random variable h,
such that h is Bernoulli with coefficient ph.

The definition of h comes directly from g:

(88) h =

{
0, if g ≥ 0,

1, otherwise.

In practice, for each realization of PCM, we generate a time-series vector h that
is 0 until the point where θmax > θlim, at which h = 1 until the final time-step.
For a single realization this represents a step function at the failure point. When we
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consider the expectation of h at a fixed time-step, then by the smoothness of the QoI
h becomes a real value 0 ≤ h ≤ 1.

Since we use PCM to compute the expectation of h, which is a Bernoulli random
variable, the expectation of h gives pf , which is equivalent to the Bernoulli parameter
ph itself. Therefore, a single integration using PCM is capable providing an accurate
measure of pf for each time-step.

4.4. Numerical Results. With a deterministic simulation, we have a solid un-
derstanding of the effects of different parameters on the overall behavior of the system,
including how shorter or longer the life-span of the transmission line would be. We
now focus on the effects of parametric uncertainty on maximum temperature. The
parametric uncertainty is chosen to be a uniform distribution with a range of 10% from
the expected (mean) parameter value equal to the values used in the deterministic
solution.

4.4.1. Preliminary study: Scenario 1. We initially consider Scenario 1 as
a point of reference to perform preliminary analyzes on parametric and input load
uncertainty. First, we perform UQ and SA on material parameters to identify the two
most influential in the variance of θmax. We focus on the set of material parameters
that form the set ξm(ω) = {Aσ(ω), γ(ω), gc(ω), a(ω)} that are either not accurately
measurable or are an artifact of mathematical modeling. We assume all the other
material parameters to be deterministic.

In a separate stochastic space, we study the effect of loading conditions by looking
into the set ξl(ω) = {θb(ω), θA(ω), wb(ω), wA(ω), Ib(ω), IA(ω)}. We also select the top
two most important from the global SA. Finally, we perform a final UQ/SA assessment
with the 4 parameters selected in what we denote set ξ1(ω). Later, those 4 parameters
will be combined with specific scenario parameter in Scenarios 2, 3, and 4.

For all simulations we consider n = 5 PCM points per dimension. We also remark
that in order to study the time-series results of maximum temperature among the
entire stochastic space, we need to truncate the time-series minimum time of failure
from all realizations, since each realization observes failure at different times.

We start with the material parameter uncertainty from set ξm(ω), and plot the
evolution of expected temperature field and its standard deviation over time in 5
year increments, and we plot the results in Fig 13. We can confirm that indeed the
maximum temperature and maximum standard deviation will remain at the center as
in the deterministic case. We then check the time-series evolution of the maximum
temperature, obtained from the midpoint of the transmission line in Fig. 14, and we
note that the standard deviation grows with time. We plot the time-series evolution
of maximum temperature for set ξl(ω) in Fig. 15, and we observe more steady increase
in the standard deviation, yet with higher amplitudes.

From the realizations obtained at the PCM collocation points, we compute the
Sobol indices Si through Eq. (87), and plot the time-series evolution of all parameters
from both sets ξm(ω) and ξl(ω) in Fig 16. Within the material parameters, the cross-
section area parameter that drives the damage localization is mostly important at the
start of the simulation, where it initiates damage, but then becomes unimportant. We
see that gc and a become important in the long-run, as they are associated to the total
energetic threshold for fracture, and the rate of fatigue accumulation, respectively.
Among the loading parameters, current base parameter Ib is the most important in the
total uncertainty of θmax, as it directly correlates with Joule heating. The competition
between Joule heating and convective cooling makes the wind base parameter wb the
second important
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Fig. 13. Expectation and standard deviation temperature fields for material parameter uncer-
tainty, set ξm(ω) in Scenario 1.
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Fig. 14. Time-series of expectation and standard deviation of maximum temperature for ma-
terial parameter uncertainty, set ξm(ω) in Scenario 1.

We combine the effects of most influential material and loading condition param-
eters and form the new set of random parameters ξ1(ω) = {gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω)},
and perform a final round of SA for Scenario 1. We plot the results in Fig. 17 and
observe that loading conditions are more significant than material parameters from
the beginning, however the relative influence of material parameters grows with time
as aging effects take place.

4.4.2. Convergence analysis. Such results present an interesting prospective
for the analysis of the remaining scenarios. Before we include the specific scenario
parameters in the set of random variables, we check the consistency of preliminary
PCM results by a convergence analysis. Due to the coupled, nonlinear nature of the
deterministic problem, an analytical solution cannot be found, so we rely on a refined
PCM solution as reference.

For the convergence study, we focus solely on the effects of the most influential
parameter Ib, as seen from the preliminary analysis. This turns the PCM into a 1-
D problem, allowing the computation of accurate integration using 100 collocation
points to be a reference solution. We compare lower-order PCM solutions with Monte
Carlo simulations, and plot the relative error of the norm of temperature field solution
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Fig. 15. Time-series of expectation and standard deviation of maximum temperature for exter-
nal load uncertainty, set ξl(ω) in Scenario 1.
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Fig. 16. First-order sensitivity index Si for Scenario 1 for parameter sets ξm(ω) and ξl(ω).

(expectation and standard deviation) with respect to the reference PCM at a chosen
time as

(89) ϵ =
∥θ − θref∥2
∥θref∥2

.

We compute the all relative errors at year 25 and 10 years. The original time
step was reduced by 10 times for 25 years simulation run. The plots of the results
are in Fig 18. We see that PCM achieves a much lower error, around 2 orders of
magnitude, than 10000 MC realizations using only 5 points. This feature becomes
even more important when we go to higher dimensions, since MC would need number
of realizations orders of magnitude higher to properly represent the high-dimensional
parametric space. We have sufficient accuracy in PCM with 5 points, and we choose
n = 5 for all subsequent simulations in either 4-D or 5-D.

4.4.3. Scenarios 2, 3, and 4. In Scenarios 2, 3, and 4, we combine the 4
influential parameters from Scenario 1, set ξ1(ω), with the corresponding parameter
for each specific scenario, resulting in sets ξ2(ω) = {gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω), wmax},
ξ3(ω) = {gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω), Ir}, and ξ4(ω) = {gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω), θr},
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Fig. 17. Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum
temperature under combined parametric space, set ξ1(ω) in Scenario 1.
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Fig. 18. Relative errors in temperature at 40 years and 10 years for PCM and MC compared
to a reference 100-point PCM solution.

respectively.
In Scenario 2 the loading parameters are even more significant, since the high

winds drive damage faster and therefore do not leave time for aging to take place,
as seen in Fig. 19. The scenario parameter of high wind speed with mean value
wmax = 100 ft/s has great importance when it initially hits the line, greatly increasing
damage. Afterwards, it does not have an impact as great as the first hit. Although
the extra wind cools the conductor significantly, the expected failure happens before
5 years.

Similarly, we observe that in Scenario 3, the mean value of Ir = 0.1 A also leads
to more sensitivity in the loading conditions, specially the Ib parameter, as seen in
Fig. 20. Scenario 4, however, shows a surprising importance to the parameter that
controls the rate of temperature increase, taken with mean value θr = 0.001 K,
Fig. 21. This result does not indicate whether the temperature increase itself leads to
premature failure, instead it conveys the message that uncertainties in the prediction
of θr significantly affects the uncertainties in predicting transmission line failure.

4.4.4. Probability of failure. In this last part we compute the expectation of
Bernoulli variable h as defined in Eq. (88), and using the same PCM building block
with n = 5, through the multi-dimensional expectation Eq. (83). We plot the results
for reference mean parameter values from sets ξ1(ω), ξ2(ω), ξ3(ω), and ξ4(ω) in Fig 22.
We see that normal operating conditions have the curve shifted to the right, while
the more intense high wind scenario have the left-most failure curve. The average
temperature increase has an interesting effect of increasing the probability of failure
early on, followed by a rather smoother increase.

Finally, we compare the shape profiles of time-series pf on each Scenario by
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Fig. 19. Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum
temperature under combined parametric space, set ξ2(ω) in Scenario 2.
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Fig. 20. Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum
temperature under combined parametric space, set ξ3(ω) in Scenario 3.

changing the mean value of specific parameters.In Scenario 1 we compare normal
operation conditions for 3 levels of mean Aσ and their respective uncertainty bounds
of ±10%. Similarly, we compare pf of Scenarios 2, 3, and 4 under different mean
scenario parameters, namely wmax, Ir, and θr, respectively,and see how they shift.
Unlike in previous SA of material parameters, such as gc and a, or loads (which
provide levels of importance with respect to their uncertainty), here we observe the
effect of changing the base level of scenario parameters and initial damage and how
they affect the pf curve. We plot the results in Fig. 23, and

We observe distinct curve shapes in each scenario. For Scenario 1, the early failure
of a sharper initial damage is represented by a left shift of pf curve, while a smoother
damage profile only leads to a 20% chance of failure after 40 years. We observe similar
effects for the parameters in Scenarios 2 and 3. For Scenario 4, a slight variation in
the rate of base temperature increase is sufficient to increase the probability of failure
of this particular line by 10% to 20% in 15 years. Although it is not a high value
individually, as opposed to region-specific failure prospectives from Scenarios 2 and
3, increase in average temperatures is a global outcome, and the combined effect of
many transmission lines with failure probability as low as 10% have compounding
effects and could lead to catastrophic power grid failure.

5. Conclusions. We developed a thermo-electro-mechanical model for failure of
transmission lines. The mechanical model considers material damage evolution with
long-term fatigue-driven aging mechanisms. Heat transfer equation includes Joule
heating from an electric current, and convective cooling from the ambient, such that
high temperatures accelerate aging and damage, and influences the cable tension,
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Fig. 21. Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum
temperature under combined parametric space, set ξ4(ω) in Scenario 4.
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Fig. 22. Time-series evolution of probability of failure pf for each scenario using reference
mean parameter values.

which in turn compromises the conductivity of the material. With this construc-
tion, an initially damaged transmission line conductor enters a positive feedback-loop
that leads to thermal runaway and failure when it reaches the material’s annealing
temperature.

We solved the quasi-static set of equations by Finite-Element Method and pro-
posed different scenarios for the long-term behavior of the damaged system. We
studied each scenario deterministically to observe the evolution of maximum conduc-
tor temperature under different conditions. Then, we employed PCM as a building
block for UQ, SA, and probability of failure studies that shed light on critical aspects
of the system’s operation:

• Quasi-static solutions of the thermo-electro-mechanical damage model are
capable of simulating the long-term behavior of temperature cycles in the
conductor, subject to time-changing conditions in wind, air temperature, and
average electric current. We observe that slight changes in the initial damage
or in the electric current may significantly reduce the life expectancy of the
material.

• PCM is an accurate and cheap method that overcomes the main difficulties of
MC methods. The tensorial product construction makes the computation of
global sensitivity index efficient. In the global SA we observed the significant
influence of electric current and rate of change of air temperature in the total
variance of the solution.

• We further exploited the capabilities of PCM and redefined the limit state
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Fig. 23. Comparison of probability of failure time-series under different mean parameters levels
for each scenario.

function to be a Bernoulli random variable, and we compute its expectation
from PCM directly as a measure of the probability of failure.

We acknowledge that the current model relies on simplifying assumptions that
could be further explored in future projects. To provide a couple of examples, the
assumption of quasi-static equations could be lifted in place of a transient analysis.
Also, the simplification of the cable mechanics to one dimension could potentially
be expanded to include the solution of the catenary shape as well. These and other
assumptions could lead to more complex system of equations better suited for each
particular case, yet the overall framework and stochastic analyzes structure would
remain the same.

Nevertheless, we emphasize the potential of the proposed framework as a high-
fidelity descriptor of probabilistic failure based on physical principles, rather than pure
mathematical modeling. Inclusion of real sensory data of wind speed, air temperature,
and electric current for specific regions are straight-forward, and could lead to more
predictive estimation of failure probability. Through this construction, the reliability
of transmission lines depends less on stochastic process modeling, and instead benefits
from detailed physics models of aging conductors.
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