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Abstract

Transmission lines, crucial to the power grid, are subjected to diverse environmental con-
ditions such as wind, temperature, humidity, and pollution. While these conditions represent
a consistent impact on the transmission lines, certain unpredictable conditions such as unex-
pected high wind, wildfire, and icing pose catastrophic risks to the reliability and integrity
of the transmission lines. These factors in the presence of initial damage and electrical loads
greatly affect the material properties. In this paper, we develop a comprehensive thermo-
electro-mechanical model to investigate the long-term effect of unexpected high wind, wildfire,
and ice on transmission lines. This study offers an in-depth perspective on temperature and
damage evolution within the power lines by incorporating a phase field model for damage
and fatigue, alongside thermal and electrical models. We define a state function to assess the
failure, considering damage and temperature. We study three scenarios deterministically to
establish a basic understanding and analyze the stochastic behavior using the Probabilistic
Collocation Method (PCM). We utilize PCM for forward uncertainty quantification, conduct-
ing sensitivity analysis, and evaluating the probability of failure. This approach offers an
in-depth examination of the potential risks associated with transmission lines under unfavor-
able circumstances.

Keywords: Transmission line, Probability of Failure, Finite Element Method, Probabilistic Collocation

Method, Sensitivity Analysis, Wildfire, Icing

Nomenclature

α Span Factor

δt Time step

ϵ Flame Emissivity

γ Phase Field Layer Width

κ Thermal Conductivity of Condutor

κair Thermal Conductivity of Air

κice Thermal Conductivity of Ice

F Fatigue Field

H′(φ),H′
f (φ) Damage Potentials

ν Kinematic Viscosity of Air

ϕ view factor

ρ Material Density
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ρair Air Density

ρice Ice Density

σ Stefan Boltzmann Constant

σ0 Electrical Conductivity at Reference Tem-
perature

σe Electrical Conductivity

σE,T Non Degraded Electrical Conductivity

θb Base Temperature

θf Radiating Surface average temperature

θw Wind Direction

θ0 Reference Temperature

θc Conductor Temperature

θice Temperature of Ice

θlim Threshold Temperature

θmax Maximum Temperature

φ Damage

φlim Threshold Damage

φmax Maximum Damage

A(x) Cross section Area

a Aging Rate

A0 Undamaged Cross section Area

Aσ Level of Damage

A0 Mean Coefficient

An, Bn Frequency Coefficients

CD Drag Coefficient

D Conductor Diameter

g Acceleration due to gravity

gc Fracture Energy Release Rate

h Convective Heat Transfer Coefficient

H0 Initial Horizontal Tension

hB Bernoulli Random Variable

Ib Base Current

J Current Density

Le Latent Heat of Fusion

me Mass of Melted Ice

pf Probability of Failure

ph Bernoulli parameter

Pw Wind Pressure

Pr Prandtl Number

qc Convection Cooling

qf Radiative Heat Transfer

qi Heat Transfer due to ice

qj Joule Heating

r1 Inner Radius of Ice Layer

r2 Outer Radius of Ice Layer

ReD Reynolds Number

t Time

tice Ice Thickness

u Displacement

V Volume of Ice per unit length

v Wind Velocity

w Test Function

wb Base Wind Speed

wc Conductor weight per unit length

wi Ice weight per unit length

ww Wind Load

Y Young Modulus
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1 Introduction

The power grid is a complex, highly interconnected network due to which the failure of even a
single component can lead to cascading failures [1, 2, 3]. Natural phenomena such as storms,
hurricanes, tornadoes, wildfires, icing, and extreme temperatures are the primary factors of these
failures [4, 5]. Given the complexity and evident sensitivity of the power grid, accurately predicting
system failures is crucial. It is difficult yet important to identify the sensitive areas and analyze
failure, especially considering the significance of these areas for energy distribution and national
security. Power grids in such sensitive areas are influenced by a variety of unpredictable factors
like weather, damage, and aging. Transmission lines of the power grid are the most vulnerable
component due to their exposure to dynamic weather conditions. Detailed studies have been made
on the reliability of transmission lines. The effect of thermal stress on the life span of transmission
lines, specific to Aluminum Conductor Steel-Reinforced (ACSR) was investigated in [6]. In studies
such as [7, 8, 9, 10], the dynamic effect of wind was investigated. Additionally, the combined effect
of ice and wind loads on transmission lines was examined in recent studies [11, 12]. Radiative
heat due to wildfires, contributing to thermal failure through overheating, was also addressed in
specific studies [13, 14]. Furthermore, the influence of ambient temperature, wind speed, and
electrical current on conductor temperatures has been thoroughly investigated [15]. Other research
has focused on how various weather conditions affect the thermal ratings of conductors [16, 17, 18].

All these studies are crucial for understanding the failure mechanisms in power transmission
lines. However, they often have limitations due to the narrow focus on specific weather conditions,
relying on thermal and electrical models, or are typically based on short-term simulations. There is
a clear need for developing models that integrate the electrical and thermal properties of overhead
transmission lines with advanced damage and fatigue mechanisms. Moreover, the model must take
into account the effects of catastrophic events such as unexpected seasonal high winds, wildfires, and
icing conditions. Such models could significantly enhance the accuracy of predicting transmission
line failures over the long term.

Recently, phase-field models have emerged as a solid area of research in damage and fatigue
modeling. These models address a range of issues from brittle [19, 20, 21, 22] and ductile fractures
[23, 24] to dynamic [25, 26] and non-isothermal fatigue fractures [27]. The phase-field model effec-
tively handles crack initiation and growth through a smooth crack representation, eliminating the
need for explicit crack geometry tracking. Recent studies have integrated phase-field models with
electrical and thermal simulations to investigate phenomena such as polymer breakdown under al-
ternating voltage [28], transitions in the state from paraelectric to ferroelectric [29], and the failure
of polymer-based dielectrics [30]. However, the application of these models remains limited. Other
continuum damage models have been applied to electrical conductors [31], self-sensing materials
[32], and the thermo-electro-mechanical degradation of electrical contacts [33]. However, there is a
notable gap in modeling the impact of damage and fatigue on accurately predicting the life span of
transmission lines. Additionally, integrating stochastic analysis to account for variables like weather
conditions and existing damage could significantly improve the accuracy of these predictions.

The failure analysis of the transmission line requires an understanding of the interconnection
between mechanical, thermal, and electrical components, along with the inherent uncertainties. The
phase field model is widely accepted for damage evolution modeling, while dislocation dynamics can
capture the details of the microstructural mechanisms [34]. Studies by Chhetri et al. [35] and De et
al. [36] have shown that material behavior can be significantly affected by dislocation interactions,
which result in failure under dynamic conditions.

Under high temperatures, material behavior deviates from normal to more complex behavior,
including both viscous and elastic components. Fractional visco-elasto-plastic models [37] can effec-
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tively capture these behaviors, leading to better structural analysis [38], accurate damage evolution
[39], and improved large-scale behavior [40]. Integrating these fractional-order models can enhance
the failure prediction of transmission lines. Additionally, incorporating the fractional order as a
random variable can better capture the system response [41].

The traditional Monte Carlo method, a benchmark in stochastic analysis for computing the
Quantity of Interest (QoI), is known for its simplicity [42, 43]. However, it has a slow convergence
rate and requires numerous realizations making the process computationally intensive. This high-
lights the need for more efficient computational approaches in stochastic analysis. Although there
are alternative established methods, such as Polynomial Chaos [44, 45] and its extension through
Galerkin projection [46, 47, 48], they often require changes to the original equations, making them
intrusive and less practical for complex scenarios. In that case, the non-intrusive Probabilistic Col-
location Method (PCM) [49, 50] can be an excellent choice. PCM maintains the original solution
structure and allows for independent sampling of realizations, thus offering better convergence rates
than the Monte Carlo method. Despite the challenge of dimensionality, PCM’s effectiveness can
be significantly improved with methods such as sparse grids [51] and active subspace techniques
[52, 53, 54]. The Probabilistic Collocation Method (PCM) has been effectively implemented to
explore the Uncertainty quantification in power grid systems [55, 56], however, these studies pri-
marily address the short-term electrical behaviors. In the area of damage phase-field models, PCM
has proven effective for conducting forward uncertainty quantification (UQ) and sensitivity analysis
(SA) [57].

In this study, we introduce a coupled thermo-electro-mechanical model incorporating equations
for displacements, material damage, fatigue, temperature, and voltage similar to our previous work
in [58, 59]. We integrate wind, temperature, and current demand in our model to analyze the failure
of the transmission line in the presence of initial damage. We then incorporate unexpected weather
conditions such as high wind, wildfire, and icing on our model to understand their impact on the
reliability of transmission lines. Instead of using probability distributions for failure parameters, we
apply the PCM to propagate parametric uncertainty to the temperature or damage outputs of our
physics-based material model. We assess the impact of each stochastic parameter using variance-
based global sensitivity analysis and use PCM to estimate the probability of failure over time. The
key contributions of this research are:

• We introduce an integrated model that combines phase-field modeling for damage and fatigue
with thermal and electrical effects.

• We extend the use of the Probabilistic Collocation Method (PCM) beyond standard uncer-
tainty and sensitivity analyses, applying it to directly calculate the probability of failure. This
is achieved by transforming the limit state function into a failure-indicator Bernoulli random
variable.

• We explore the long-term behavior of the coupled physical system, identifying influential fac-
tors that lead to the early failure of transmission lines under various scenarios, from unexpected
high-season wind to wildfire and icing.

The structure of this paper is as follows: Section 2. introduces the Problem Statement and elab-
orates the several representative scenarios. In Section 3, we discuss the thermo-electro-mechanical
model for transmission line failures elaborating on each model in detail. In section 4, we detail the
deterministic analysis using the Finite-Element Method. Section 5 covers the stochastic methods,
presenting the Probabilistic Collocation Method (PCM) for uncertainty, sensitivity, and probability
of failure analyses. Concluding remarks are provided in Section 5.
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2 Problem Statement

Operating temperature and damage are important indicators for the safe operation of transmission
lines. High temperatures may lead to annealing and sagging of transmission wires, while cyclic
loading, especially on already damaged wires, can result in cracks initiation and propagation, ulti-
mately leading to failure in transmission lines. Often, these issues go unnoticed until a cable failure
occurs. Environmental factors such as ambient air temperature, wind speed, and increased current
demand in the presence of initial damage can negatively influence these parameters. Furthermore,
the unexpected seasonal wind, wildfire, and icing pose adverse effects on these parameters, pushing
them beyond threshold limits, and ultimately resulting in early failure.

The operating temperature and damage of the conductor are, therefore the primary focus of our
analysis. The interaction among various physical effects, loading conditions, material parameters,
and unexpected environmental factors will determine the long-term failure of the transmission line.
We aim to explore the continuous effect of multiphysics on the operating temperature and damage,
particularly in the presence of initial damage.

2.1 Representative Scenarios

We consider three different scenarios for the detailed study of the effect of unexpected season wind,
wildfire, and icing. For our analysis, we use wind and temperature data for Texas, California, and
Alaska from the [60] and [61] to study the respective scenarios. For simplification, we consider
monthly average data of wind and temperature and use the Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) and
Fourier analysis to obtain continuous data for a year and use it as loading conditions for each year
in our study. The DFT transform a sequence xn into:

Xk =
N−1∑
n=0

xne
−i2π kn

N

where xn is the nth data sample, and N is the total number of samples.
The component A0 is the mean of the data, and coefficients An and Bn for n = 1, 2, ..., N/2 are

the frequencies obtained from the real and imaginary parts of Xk. The cyclic loading equation is
reconstructed using the Fourier series:

f(t) = A0 +

N/2∑
n=1

[An cos(2πn
t

T
) +Bn sin(2πn

t

T
)]

where t is a scaled time matching the original time domain, and T is the period of the data set.
The time is scaled in such a way that 100 iterations correspond to the cyclic loading condition of
12 months.

• Scenario 1 - High Seasonal Winds and Temperature: To study the effect of unexpected
high wind in the regions with high variation of temperature within a year, we consider the wind
and temperature of Texas (Amarillo). Initially, we analyze the failure without the effect of
unexpected high wind in the presence of different levels of initial damage. Later, we introduce
unexpected seasonal high winds to study the effect on the failure of an initially damaged
transmission line. For this scenario, high wind speeds of 50, 75, and 100 (ft/s) are considered.
The original data of wind and temperature are given in Table.1. The original and transformed
data for wind and temperature are shown in Fig.1.
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Table 1: Original wind [60] and temperature [61] data for Amarillo, TX

Month Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Wind Speed (ft/s) 17.75 18.92 20.39 21.56 20.09 20.39 18.19 16.72 17.75 18.33 18.63 17.89
Temperature (K) 276.87 280.98 284.76 287.32 290.43 298.32 301.37 297.59 295.15 291.87 284.37 276.54

Figure 1: Discrete and continuous variation of wind and temperature for Amarillo, TX

• Scenario 2 - Wildfire: In this scenario, we consider the effect of wildfire on the life span
of the transmission line. According to the (California Energy Commission, 2018), due to
the effect of wildfire, the state incurred costs of around $700 million in transmission and
distribution-related damages during the period from 2000 to 2016. Therefore, we study the
effect of wildfire on the transmission lines using the wind and temperature data of California
(San Diego). We first analyze the failure of the transmission line without the effect of wildfire
in the presence of initial damage. Then, we consider the effect of wildfire on the initially
damaged transmission line varying the distance between the transmission line and the wildfire
in the form of a view-factor. Table.2 shows the wind and temperature data of California. The
original and transformed data for wind and temperature are shown in Fig.2.
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Table 2: Original wind [60] and temperature [61] data for San Diego, CA

Month Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Wind Speed (ft/s) 7.48 8.95 9.68 10.56 10.85 10.56 10.27 9.97 9.68 8.36 7.48 7.19
Temperature (K) 289.15 290.43 292.37 291.93 290.93 293.65 295.59 297.09 298.26 296.71 290.54 287.65

Figure 2: Discrete and continuous variation of wind and temperature for San Diego, CA

• Scenario 3 - Icing: In the third scenario, we study the effect of a uniform ice layer around
the transmission line. The ice layer on the transmission lines can have several effects, however,
here, we focus on the effect of ice in terms of the mechanical load on the transmission line,
heat transfer, and the electrical conductivity of the wire. To study the effect of icing on the
life span of a transmission line, we consider the wind and temperature data of Alaska (Bethel),
which is one of the coldest and windiest states. We first study the failure on the transmission
lines in the presence of different levels of initial damage without considering the effect of ice.
Then, we assume the uniform layer of ice with the thickness of 0.1, 0.25, and 0.5 inch around
the cables according to the design criteria of NESC. Table.3 shows the wind and temperature
data of Alaska. The original and transformed data for wind and temperature are shown in
Fig.3.
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Table 3: Original wind [60] and temperature [61] data for Bethel, AK

Month Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Wind Speed (ft/s) 20.68 20.24 18.77 17.01 15.55 14.23 14.08 15.11 15.40 16.72 18.04 18.92
Temperature (K) 256.48 261.82 257.32 268.98 279.54 283.65 284.98 284.93 281.76 272.87 266.37 256.82

Figure 3: Discrete and continuous variation of wind and temperature for Bethel, AK

2.2 Reliability of Transmission lines

In this study, we focus on evaluating the reliability of transmission lines using a reliability model
based on a limit state function, g(R, S; t), where R represents the critical thresholds, S represents the
maximum values of a dependent variable and t represents time. Specifically, our analysis addresses
reliability in terms of the maximum temperature or damage that a transmission line can withstand
before failure. We define S as the maximum temperature or damage of the transmission line, denoted
by θmax or φmax, at any point in time t. We consider R as the critical temperature or damage,
represented as θlim or φlim, beyond which the integrity of the transmission line is compromised.
Therefore, the limit state function is formulated as follows:

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

g(φlim, φmax; t) = φlim − φmax(t). (2)

In general reliability analysis, R and S are usually considered as random variables. However, in
our analysis, the thresholds θlim or φlim are held as constants. The variability is fully attributed to
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θmax(t) and φmax(t), which are functions of time and space. Consequently, the probability of failure
pf (t) can be defined as

pf (t) = P{g(θlim, θmax; t) < 0}. (3)

pf (t) = P{g(φlim, φmax; t) < 0}. (4)

The thermo-electro-mechanical model introduced in this paper acts as a computational frame-
work for assessing the operating temperature and damage evolution of the transmission line over its
lifespan. Through the application of the Probabilistic Collocation Method (PCM), we subsequently
estimate the probability of failure for the transmission line.

3 Methodology

3.1 Thermo-Electro-Mechanical Damage Phase-Field Model

Figure 4: A one-dimensional representation of an initially damaged transmission line subjected to mechan-
ical tension, heat exchange with the environment, and an electric current.

In our study, we focus on a particular segment of a transmission cable. The segment is supported
by two towers at the end and tensioned to ensure that sag remains within acceptable limits. We
model the cable as a one-dimensional problem under tension. We consider its effective length as the
projected span, as depicted in Fig.4. While sag is an important factor in the dynamics of the cable,
our analysis does not explicitly model it. Instead, we concentrate on the influence of the horizontal
tension due to sag and assess their impact on material fatigue and damage over time. The tension
in the transmission cable is significantly affected by changes in its operating temperature. As the
temperature rises, the cable undergoes thermal elongation, leading to an increased sag and a decrease
in the horizontal tension. Conversely, a decrease in temperature causes the cable to contract, thus
increasing the tension. The cyclic elongation and contraction due to sagging, over time, contributes
to fatigue in the conductor leading to mechanical failure due to the accumulation of damage. The
thermal state of the conductor is determined by Joule heating, due to electrical currents, and is
moderated by convective cooling due to the wind. Additionally, any damage in the conductor can
lead to an increase in resistivity, resulting in further increase in the temperature. The increase
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in temperature accelerates the material’s degradation and aging process. This dynamic highlights
the interconnection between temperature and damage level in the conductor. The thermal model
further incorporates heat transfer in the form of conduction, phase change, and radiation based on
specific scenarios. The electrical model focuses mainly on the effects of the electric current flowing
through a single cable on its material properties. The model does not consider the voltage levels
supplied to consumers. As a result, resistive losses along the line increase the temperature of the
cable, causing a voltage drop from one end to the other. For simplification, the overall electrical
design of the transmission lines is not considered.

Overall, the proposed model suggests that any damage to the material increases its electrical
resistance, which further increases the temperature-induced resistance and damage level. This
leads to a positive feedback loop where damage accelerates the heating, and in turn, the increased
temperature further accelerates the damage. This cycle can potentially lead to an early failure due
to the thermal runaway and mechanical damage. To simulate these processes over a long time, we
considered a quasi-static modeling approach that assumes the system reaches an equilibrium state
more rapidly than the variation in the external loading conditions.

3.1.1 Mechanical Model

We use a non-isothermal phase-field framework to analyze damage and fatigue, based on the prin-
ciples in [62]. The framework consists of two partial differential equations (PDEs) describing the
evolution of displacement (u) and damage (φ), accompanied by an ordinary differential equation
(ODE) for the fatigue field (F). The damage phase field φ is representative of the volumetric frac-
tion of the degraded material; with φ = 0 representing undamaged material and φ = 1 representing
complete damage. Intermediate damaged states with 0 < φ < 1 indicate varying degrees of mate-
rial damage. The evolution of damage follows an Allen-Cahn-type equation, derived in conjunction
with the equilibrium equation for the displacement field u, through the principle of virtual power
and entropy inequalities, ensuring thermodynamic consistency. The fatigue field, denoted as F ,
is considered an internal variable within the model, whose evolution is determined by constitutive
relations that satisfy the entropy inequality across all permissible processes.

In our study, we employ a one-dimensional (1-D) representation for the mechanical body, such
that it occupies the Ω ∈ R at time t ∈ (0, T ]. From the general governing equations, specific
formulations of material evolution are derived based on the selection of free-energy potentials.
Here, we consider the following free-energy function:

Ψ(∇u, φ,∇φ,F) = d(φ)Y (∇u)2 + gc
γ

2
(∇φ)2 +K(φ,F), (5)

where Y is the Young’s modulus, gc, is the fracture energy, and γ > 0 is the phase-field layer
width parameter. The degradation function is considered as d(φ) = (1 − φ)2, not only affecting
the elastic response, but also the electrical conductivity of the material beyond the elastic limit.
Finally, K(φ,F) describes the evolution of the material damage in response to fatigue or aging.

The original model is considered as time-dependent in [62]. However, we are interested in the
long-term behavior of the material, assuming it reaches equilibrium between consecutive time steps
allowing us to simplify the governing equations for u and φ into a quasi-static form. Yet, the
evolution of F continues to be modeled as a time-dependent ODE as fatigue accumulates over time.

∇ ·
(
(1− φ)2Y∇u

)
− γgc ∇ · (∇φ⊗∇φ) + f = 0, (6)

γgc∆φ+ (1− φ)(∇u)TY (∇u)− 1

γ
[gcH′(φ) + FH′

f (φ)] = 0, (7)
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Ḟ = − F̂

γ
Hf (φ), (8)

The equations (6) and (7) are subjected to specific boundary conditions. The potentials H(φ)
and Hf (φ) describe the evolution of damage from an undamaged state (φ = 0) to a fully damaged
state (φ = 1) as the fatigue progresses from zero to a critical value gc. By taking derivatives of these
potentials with respect to φ, we obtainH′(φ) andH′

f (φ). To ensure a continuous and monotonically
increasing transition, suitable choices for these potentials are:

H(φ) =


0.5φ2 for 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1,

0.5 + δ(φ− 1) for φ > 1,

−δφ for φ < 0.

(9) Hf (φ) =


−φ for 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1,

−1 for φ > 1,

0 for φ < 0.

(10)

The evolution of the fatigue field F is described through F̂ , which captures the formation and
growth of micro-cracks in the material due to cyclic loading and temperature effects. The F̂ is
defined as a linear function of the stress levels associated with virgin materials:

F̂ = ρa

(
θc
θ0

)
(1− φ) |Y∇u| , (11)

where the parameter a is the aging rate, defined as the ratio of the conductor temperature θc to a
reference temperature θ0 and ρ is the material density.

The mechanical model considered here allows damage healing when tensile stress decreases. To
avoid damage healing and irreversible damage process, we take an approach that considers a variable
H, representing the local maximum strain energy history, similar to that in [63].

H(x, t) = max((∇u(x, t))TY (∇u(x, t)),H(x, t)). (12)

Incorporating the variable H into the damage equation, we obtain a new equation:

γgc∆φ+ (1− φ)H− 1

γ
[gcH′(φ) + FH′

f (φ)] = 0. (13)

3.1.2 Thermal Model

The original model by [62] relates fatigue to temperature increase due to repetitive and rapid
loading cycles. However, our focus is on long-term material damage rather than short-term effects.
To simplify the analysis and focus on the factors that significantly impact long-term performance,
a quasi-static regime is assumed. This enables us to use the steady-state heat equation, to model
the thermal behaviors under constant or slowly varying conditions. The steady-state heat equation
is given by:

∇ · (κ∇θ) + q = 0. (14)

where κ is the thermal conductivity, and q is the net heat exchange. The heat exchange with the
environment varies according to the different scenarios. To account for the effects of seasonal high
winds and temperature, the following relation is adopted:

q = qj − qc, (15)

where qj is the heat due to the Joules heating and qc is a convective heat loss due to the wind.
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The convective heat loss due to cross flow over the cylinder [64] is considered given by the
relation:

qc = h(θc − θa), (16)

where h is the convective heat transfer coefficient related to the Nusselt number NuD and Prandtl
number Pr by the following relation:

NuD =
hD

κair

= CRemDPr
1
3 (17)

We determine the Reynolds number ReD using a general relation:

ReD =
vD

ν
, (18)

where ν represents kinematic viscosity of air, v represents the velocity of air, and D represent the
effective diameter of conductor.

The experimental values of C and m are given in Table 4 for different ranges of ReD.

Table 4: Values of C and m for different ReD ranges

ReD Range C m
0.4 – 4 0.989 0.330
4 – 40 0.911 0.385
40 – 4000 0.683 0.466
4000 – 40,000 0.193 0.618
40,000 – 400,000 0.027 0.805

Similarly, to account for the radiative effect of the wildfire, we consider the following relation
given by [14] since the operating temperature of a transmission line is typically 5–15°C above the
ambient temperature while the flame temperature of a wildfire can be up to 1200°C [65].

q = qj + qf − qc, (19)

where qf is the radiative heat transfer absorbed by the conductor:

qf = ϵσθf
4ϕτ, (20)

where ϵ is flame emissivity, σ is Stefan–Boltzmann constant, θf is the average temperature of the
equivalent radiation surface, ϕ is the view factor, and τ is the atmospheric transmissivity.

We consider the effect of uniform layer of ice on the transmission line by the following relation:

q = qj − qi − qc, (21)

where qi is the heat loss in terms of conduction and phase change given by the relation:

qi =
2πκice (θc − θi)

ln
(

r2
r1

) +meLf , (22)

where kice is the conductivity of ice, r1 is the radius of cable, r2 is the outer radius of cable with
ice, me is the mass of melted ice, and Lf is the latent heat of fusion. There are several studies on
the melting of ice over the transmission lines [66, 67], however, here we are only concerned about
the heat loss due to the ice layer on the surface of the transmission line
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3.1.3 Electrical Model

The design of the transmission lines normally considers all the factors that influence the current
flow Ib. However, here, we focus on understanding heating effects on the conductor due to Joule
heating in the presence of initial damage, rather than on the overall design aspects of transmission
lines. We therefore consider the current Ib as an input to our model. Here we parameterize the
allowable ampacity value as input current considering an all-Aluminum conductor of diameter 40
mm.

Additionally, we concentrate on the effect of Joules heating without involving the detailed time
simulations of transient effects. To simplify our model efficiency, we assume the electric current as
a DC-equivalent mean current, which remains constant over consecutive time steps allowing us to
effectively measure quantities of interest. This simplifies solving the conservation of current:

∇ · J = 0, (23)

J = σEE, (24)

E = −∇V, (25)

where J is the electric current density, E is the electric field, V is the voltage, and σE is the electric
conductivity of the wire which is the function of non-degraded conductivity through the degradation
function d(φ):

σE = (1− φ)2σE,T . (26)

The non-degraded conductivity σE,T is obtained from the reference temperature conductivity
σE,0.

σE,T =
σE,0

1 + α(θc − θ0)
, (27)

where α is the coefficient of resistivity of the conductor. To account for the effect of ice on the
conductivity of the wire, we calculate the equivalent resistance by considering the wire and ice layer
in parallel.

Finally, we obtain a partial differential equation for the voltage field using the above relations:

∇ · (−σE∇V ) = 0, (28)

with either V or J specified at the boundaries.
The Joule heating due to the current flowing through the wire is then defined as:

qJ = J · E. (29)

In essence, as damage accumulates, it will lead to an increase in the voltage drop across the
conductor due to the higher electrical resistance of the damaged conductor material. The increased
resistance results in greater losses of electrical power through resistive heating effects, which further
exacerbates the thermal loading on the conductor.

3.1.4 Sag Consideration

In this section, we consider, the effect of temperature variation on the horizontal tension acting on
the cable supported by two towers, forming a catenary curve. The purely mechanical behaviors of
the cables have been studied in [68, 9]. However, we adopt a 1-D damage phase-field model, assuming
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the cable length L is approximately equal to the span distance SL to simplify the analysis. This
assumption does not ignore the presence of sag S but emphasizes that mechanical damage and
fatigue are primarily driven by the horizontal tension component H.

We consider the effects of sag, especially under variable temperature conditions. High tempera-
tures increase the length of the cable, increasing the sag and thereby reducing the horizontal tension.
On the other hand, low temperatures specifically in cold states, contract the cable, decreasing the
sag and resulting in an increased tension. Thus, the mechanical load at one end of the cable is
influenced by the initial pre-tension and the tension changes due to the operating temperature.
The model determines the appropriate mechanical loading condition accordingly.

We follow the formulations outlined in [69] and consider wc as the weight per unit length and
H0 as the initial pre-tension, which is usually prescribed at about 20% of the material’s ultimate
strength, to compute the initial sag S0. The initial sag S0 is defined as:

S0 =
wcS

2
L

8H0

, (30)

For simplification, we assume the length of the cable L is equal to the span length SL, despite
the presence of sag S. Although simplified, the theoretical length required to accommodate the
cable with sag over the span is given by:

L0 = SL +
8S2

0

3SL

. (31)

The change in cable length due to temperature variation is considered using the classical relation:

L = L0(1 + αL∆θ), (32)

where αL is the coefficient of thermal expansion.
The resulting change in length is then used to determine the sag:

S =

√
3SL(L− SL)

8
, (33)

Finally, the new sag is considered to determine the horizontal tension in the cable:

H =
WS2

L

8S
, (34)

where W denotes the total weight, accounting for additional factors such as ice and wind along
with the cable weight per unit length.

W =
√

(wc + wi)2 + w2
w, (35)

For the wind component, we consider the approach given by [70, 71] and calculate:

Pw =
1

2
ρairv

2, (36)

where Pw is the wind pressure, v is the wind velocity and ww is wind loading on the cable induced
due to pressure:

ww = PwCDD sin2(θw)α, (37)

where ρair represents the density of air, D is the diameter, θw represents the angle between the line
and wind flow, α is the span factor, which we consider urban terrain and CD is the drag Coefficient.
The drag coefficient is obtained using the relation with Reynold’s number as shown in Fig.5.
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Figure 5: Drag coefficient CD for the transmission line.

To account for the ice load on the transmission cable, we follow:

V = π(D + tice)tice, (38)

wi = ρiV g, (39)

where D is the diameter of the conductor, tice is the ice thickness, ρi is the density of ice, V is the
volume of ice per unit length, and g is the acceleration due to gravity.

The wind loading under icing is considered using the following relation:

ww = PwCD(D + 2t) sin2(θ)α (40)

3.1.5 Multi-physics framework

Figure 6: Schematic diagram representing the relationship between the thermal, electrical, and mechanical
models, in addition to an abstract, scenario-dependent environmental module that provides input and initial
conditions.

We illustrate a schematic diagram for modeling the transmission line failure in Fig 6. The main
governing equations for the coupled system are given by Eqs. (6), (13), (8), (14), and (28), along
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with equations for fatigue potentials, thermal and mechanical loads, and the degradation of electrical
conductivity. The diagram provides a comprehensive view of the interactions between the thermal,
electrical, and mechanical components. Additionally, we introduce an abstract representation of
an Environmental module, which determines the inputs and initial conditions for all other modules
based on the specific scenario being considered.

4 Deterministic Solution

In this section, we discuss the Finite-Element discretization of the proposed multi-physics framework
and describe the solution procedure for the deterministic case. The deterministic solution acts as
a black-box for non-intrusive stochastic methods used in uncertainty quantification and serves as a
clear guide for further evaluations of multi-dimensional uncertainty propagation.

4.1 Finite-Element Discretization

We consider a one-dimensional domain of length L = 200 m for solving the problem using the
finite element method. We used the linear shape function to obtain the spatial discretization
considering the number of elements N = 1000. The governing equations, initially in volumetric
form, are multiplied by the cross-sectional area A to obtain a one-dimensional representation. Then,
the equations are multiplied with a test function w, to obtain the weak forms after performing
integration by parts.∫ 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, (41)

∫ 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,

(42)

∫ L

0

ḞwA(x)dx =

∫ L

0

−ρa(1− φ)Y |du
dx
|(−φ)

γ

θc
θ0
wA(x)dx, (43)

∫ L

0

−κA(x)
dθ

dx

dw

dx
dx+

∫ L

0

σEA(x)

(
dV

dx

)2

wdx

−
∫ L

0

hθAs(x)wdx+

∫ L

0

hθaAs(x)wdx = 0,

(44)

∫ L

0

σE
dV

dx

dw

dx
A(x)wdx = 0, (45)

where we define As(x) as the variable surface area where convective heat transfer due to wind
occurs.

In the case of wildfire, the weak form of the heat equation is represented as:∫ L

0

−κA(x)
dθ

dx

dw

dx
dx+

∫ L

0

σEA(x)

(
dV

dx

)2

wdx

−
∫ L

0

hθAs(x)wdx+

∫ L

0

hθaAs(x)wdx+

∫ L

0

ϵσθf
4ϕτAs(x)wdx = 0,

(46)
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Similarly, in the case of icing, we obtain the weak form as follows:∫ L

0

−κA(x)
dθ

dx

dw

dx
dx+

∫ L

0

σEA(x)

(
dV

dx

)2

wdx

−
∫ L

0

2πkθc
ln( r2

r1
)
wdx+

∫ L

0

2πkθi
ln( r2

r1
)
wdx+

∫ L

0

ρiπ(D + t)tLfwdx = 0,

(47)

where convective heat transfer is not considered, as the ice layer on the transmission line prevents
the direct contact with the wind.

We adopt a linear approximation for each element k, where the field variables are expressed as
a linear combination of nodal basis functions:

uk = Nûk, (48)

φk = Nφ̂k, (49)

Fk = NF̂k, (50)

θk = Nθ̂k, (51)

V k = NV̂ k. (52)

Finite-element interpolations for spatial derivatives are computed as linear combinations of the
derivatives of the shape functions:

(
du

dx

)k

= Bûk, (53)(
dφ

dx

)k

= Bφ̂k, (54)(
dθ

dx

)k

= Bθ̂k, (55)(
dV

dx

)k

= BV̂ k, (56)

(57)

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

N =
[
N1 N2

]
, (58)

B =
[
N1,x N2,x

]
, (59)

ûk =
[
uk
1 uk

2

]
, (60)

φ̂k =
[
φk
1 φk

2

]
, (61)

F̂k =
[
Fk

1 Fk
2

]
, (62)

θ̂k =
[
θk1 θk2

]
, (63)

V̂ k =
[
V k
1 V k

2 ,
]
. (64)

where N1 and N2 are linear interpolation functions.
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We substitute the previous approximations into the weak form and use a forward Euler method
for the evolution of F , resulting in the following discretization for each kth element:

Kuû
k = wu +Mf̂k, (65)

Kφφ̂
k = wφ, (66)

M ˆFn+1
k
= MF̂n

k
+∆twF , (67)

Kθθ̂
k = wθ, (68)

KV V̂
k = 0. (69)

where the superscripts n and n+1 denote the current and next time steps, respectively. The discrete
forms are defined using these operator conventions:

Ku =

∫
k

(1−Nφ̂k)2Y A(x)BTB dx, (70)

wu =

∫
k

γgcA(x)(Bφ̂k)2B dx, (71)

M =

∫
k

A(x)NTN dx, (72)

Kφ =

∫
k

γgcA(x)B
TB dx+

∫
k

HA(x)NTN dx+

∫
k

gcA(x)

γ
NTN dx, (73)

wφ =

∫
k

HA(x)N dx+

∫
k

A(x)

γ
NT F̂n

k
N dx, (74)

Kθ =

∫
k

κA(x)BTB dx+

∫
k

hAs(x)N
TN dx, (75)

wθ =

∫
k

σEA(x)
(
BV̂ k

)2

N dx+

∫
k

hAs(x)θaN dx, (76)

Kv =

∫
k

(1−Nφ̂k)2σE,TA(x)B
TB dx. (77)

To account the wildfire, wθ is modified as:

wθ =

∫
k

σEA(x)
(
BV̂ k

)2

N dx+

∫
k

hAs(x)θaN dx+

∫
k

ϵσθf
4ϕτAs(x)Ndx (78)

while, in the case of icing, Kθ and wθ are modified as:

Kθ =

∫
k

κA(x)BTB dx+

∫
k

2πkθc
ln( r2

r1
)
NTN dx, (79)

wθ =

∫
k

σEA(x)
(
BV̂ k

)2

N dx+

∫
k

2πkθi
ln( r2

r1
)
Ndx−

∫ L

0

ρiπ(D + t)tLfNdx (80)

We then assemble the local matrices and vectors to obtain the respective global forms using
standard finite-element assembly procedures and implement the two-point Gauss quadrature rule
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for the integration.

Kuû = wu +Mf̂, (81)

Kφφ̂ = wφ, (82)

MF̂n+1 = MF̂n +∆twF , (83)

Kθθ̂ = wθ, (84)

KV V̂ = 0. (85)

The general algorithm for the deterministic solution is summarized in Algorithm 1:

Algorithm 1 Solution of Thermo-Electro-Mechanical Model.

1: Choose initial pre-tension.
2: for Each time-step do
3: Compute the current tensile load.
4: Solve for displacements.
5: Update strain energy history.
6: Solve damage field.
7: Update fatigue.
8: Solve the temperature field.
9: Solve voltage field.
10: end for

4.2 Numerical Results

The reliability of transmission lines also depends upon the type of materials. The most common
are Aluminum conductor steel-reinforced (ACSR), all-Aluminum alloy conductor (AAAC), and
all-Aluminum conductor (AAC). Here, we consider the material properties of aluminum assuming
all-Aluminum conductor-type transmission line. The conductor is subjected to cyclic loading related
to the ambient temperature, wind, and current. The cyclic loading of wind and temperature for
each specific scenario is detailed in 2. However, due to difficulty in assessing current loading data,
we parameterize it using the following relation:

I(t) = −Ib − Ia(sin 4πt), (86)

where Ib is the base current and Ia is the amplitude. The base value for the current is considered
as 1500 A, representing the allowable ampacity for a 40 mm Aluminum conductor.

For the boundary conditions, we set the horizontal tension by specifying u = 0 at x = 0 and H at
x = L. Similarly, for damage, we use the Neumann boundary condition dφ

dx
= 0 at both boundaries.

We enforce the Dirichlet boundary condition for the current conservation equation, similar to those
in the mechanical case: setting V = 0 at x = 0 and imposing a current density J at x = L.

In general, materials inherently possess imperfections that accumulate over time, eventually
reaching a critical point where failure occurs. To model this, we consider the initial damage to be
a variable cross-sectional area at the midpoint of the conductor, representing the overall effects of
multiple defects that lead to fracture. For comparative purposes, we establish three scenarios where
materials are assumed to have different sizes of initial damage. We define the cross-sectional area
using the following relation:

A(x) = A0

(
1− 1

Aσ

√
2π

exp

(
−(x− L/2)2

2A2
σ

))
, (87)
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where A0 represents the cross-sectional area of the conductor in its undamaged state, while Aσ

quantifies the ratio of spread to depth of the variation in the area, reflecting various degrees of
damage. Fig.7 provides illustrations of different area profiles corresponding to values Aσ.

Figure 7: Cross-sectional area variation as a function of Aσ

The properties of aluminum conductor, air, and ice are provided in Table.5. All the simulations
are conducted over a period of 5000 runs with time steps of δt = 0.01, equivalent to a lifecycle of 50
years. Considering the behavior of Aluminum conductors, which begin to anneal at temperatures
exceeding 366 K [72, 6], and rupture at temperatures above 373 K [73], we set 373 K as the maximum
allowable temperature θlim. We consider the maximum damage limit to φlim = 0.8. The simulations
are stopped when the threshold for either of these parameters is reached.

Table 5: Properties of Aluminum, Air, and Ice.

Property Value Unit
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/(y kg)
Thermal conductivity κ 237 W/(m K)
Electrical conductivity σE,0 3.77× 107 S/m
Temperature coefficient α 3.9× 10−3 K−1

Density of air ρair 1.225 kg/m3

Kinematic viscosity of air ν 15× 10−6 m2/s
Thermal Conductivity of air κair 0.0295 W/(m K)
Prandtl Pr 0.71
Density of ice ρice 917 kg/m3

Resistivity of ice 1× 109 Ω m
Thermal Conductivity of ice κice 2.39 W/(m K)
Latent Heat of Fusion Le 3.36× 105 J/kg

We first analyze the evolution of field quantities using the properties presented in Table.5. We
plot the progression in damage, fatigue, temperature, and voltage fields every 5 years as shown
in Fig.8. We observe that damage typically originates and accumulates in regions with reduced
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cross-sectional areas, leading to elevated temperatures and noticeable distortions in the voltage
fields. Furthermore, as damage progresses and temperatures rise, there is a corresponding increase
in voltage drop along the line, due to the increased electrical resistance of the conductor.

(a) Damage. (b) Fatigue. (c) Temperature. (d) Voltage drop.

Figure 8: Evolution of field variables over 5 years of interval.

We continue our investigation by analyzing the failure of the transmission line using the prop-
erties and loading conditions. Initially, we vary the initial damage Aσ, to observe its impact on
the transmission line’s longevity. Then, we introduce the effect of high wind, wildfire, and icing to
the respective scenarios. In Scenario 1, which is characterized by high wind conditions and variable
temperatures across different seasons, we assess how these environmental factors exacerbate the
existing damage leading to failure. By solely adjusting Aσ as shown in Fig.9, we notice a significant
decrease in the lifespan of the line with more severe initial damage, highlighting the critical role of
initial damage in failure processes.

(a) Initial damage. (b) Extreme wind.

Figure 9: Effects of initial damage and extreme wind parameter wmax in Scenario 1.

Subsequently, we introduce high seasonal wind speeds into the analysis of an already damaged
transmission line to further explore the impact of unexpected high wind on the lifespan of the
infrastructure. While high wind speeds facilitate convective cooling, the mechanical load imposed
on the line ultimately exacerbates the damage over time. This pushes the damage level beyond the
critical thresholds, failing the transmission line. Fig.9 shows the life span of lines reduces with an
increase in wind speed. In Scenario 2, we adopt a similar procedure by varying the initial damage.
However, the observed mode of failure here is the operating temperature, which is influenced by
the region’s high ambient temperatures and low wind speeds that reduce the convective cooling
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effect. Furthermore, to investigate the impact of wildfire in the form of radiative heat, we adjust
the distance between the wildfire and the transmission line in the form of view factor. Fig.10 shows
the shorter distance intensifies the effects of the radiative heat on the transmission line, leading to
an early failure.

(a) Initial damage. (b) Wildfire.

Figure 10: Effects of initial damage and wildfire in Scenario 2.

(a) Initial damage. (b) Wildfire.

Figure 11: Effects of initial damage and icing in Scenario 3.

In Scenario 3, we explore the impact of icing on the transmission line in a region characterized
by consistently low temperatures and high wind speed throughout the year. Initially, we assess
the influence of initial damage and find that more severe initial damage leads to earlier failure due
to cumulative damage effects as shown in Fig.11. Subsequently, we adjust the thickness of the
ice to examine the impact of ice loading on failure. We observe that increasing the ice thickness
substantially shortens the lifespan of the transmission line due to the additional mechanical loading
imposed on the line.
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5 Stochastic Solution

For the stochastic solution, we treat the model as a black box for performing uncertainty quan-
tification (UQ), sensitivity analysis (SA), and probability of failure (pf ). Non-intrusive methods
such as PCM are particularly advantageous as they allow us to apply the same procedures from the
deterministic solution to each realization of the stochastic analysis. Therefore, we utilize the PCM
to compute the moments of our quantity of interest (QoI), which in this study is the conductor
temperature or damage based on the specific scenario.

Additionally, PCM is used for global sensitivity analysis by computing the Sobol Sensitivity
Index Si. This index evaluates the contribution of input parameters to the total variance of the QoI
solution. Using the PCM, the sensitivity index can be obtained just by post-processing UQ data in
a straightforward fashion.

Lastly, the PCM framework is used to compute the probability of failure directly from the first
moment of a Bernoulli random variable defined by g(θlim, θmax; t) or g(φlim, φmax; t)

5.1 Uncertainity Quantification

To perform the UQ analysis, we employ PCM which uses polynomial interpolation to approximate
solutions in the stochastic space. The PCM maps points from physical to stochastic space using
parametric probability density functions (PDF). This is achieved by using orthogonal Lagrange
polynomials to approximate the solution. Due to the orthogonality properties, the computation
of expectation and variance to assess the quantity of interest (QoI) at the collocation points be-
comes straightforward. Using this approach, the computational cost is significantly reduced and
the convergence rates are improved.

Following the methodology presented in [57], we consider a complete probability space (Ωs,G,P),
where Ωs is the space of outcomes ω, G is the σ-algebra, and P is a probability measure, P : G →
[0, 1]. The transmission line model becomes stochastic by treating material and load parameters as
random variables in a set ξ(ω), resulting in outputs as temperature or damage also being random
variables. For simplicity, we represent the random parameters as ξ = ξ(ω).

We denote our quantity of interest by Q and express its mathematical expectation E [Q(x, t; ξ)]
within a one-dimensional stochastic space as:

E [Q(x, t; ξ)] =

∫ b

a

Q(x, t; ξ)ρ(ξ)dξ, (88)

where ρ(ξ) is the PDF of ξ. We perform the integration using Gauss quadrature, which maps the
physical parametric domain to the standard domain [−1, 1]. The integral can then be expressed as:

E [Q(x, t; ξ)] =

∫ 1

−1

Q(x, t; ξ(η))ρ(ξ(η))Jdξ(η), (89)

where J = dξ/dη is the Jacobian of the transformation. We approximate the expectation using
polynomial interpolation of the solution in the stochastic space, represented as Q̂(x, t; ξ):

E [Q(x, t; ξ)] ≈
∫ 1

−1

Q̂(x, y, t; ξ(η))ρ(ξ(η))Jdξ(η). (90)

The solution is interpolated in the stochastic space using Lagrange polynomials Li(ξ):

Q̂(x, t; ξ) =
I∑

i=1

Q(x, t; ξi)Li(ξ), (91)
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which satisfies the Kronecker delta property at the interpolation points:

Li(ξj) = δij. (92)

Substituting the polynomial approximation from Eq.(91) into Eq.(90), and using the quadrature
rule, we approximate the integral and compute the expectation as

E [Q(x, t; ξ)] ≈
P∑

p=1

wpρ(ξ(η))J
I∑

i=1

Q(x, t; ξ(η))Li(ξ(η)), (93)

where we calculate the coordinates ηp and weights wp for each integration point q = 1, 2, . . . , P .
This is obtained efficiently by choosing the collocation points same as the integration points in
the parametric space. Using the Kronecker property of the Lagrange polynomials, as detailed in
Eq.(92), we simplify the approximation from Eq.(93) into a single summation:

E [Q(x, t; ξ)] =
P∑

p=1

wpρ(ξp(ηp))JQ(x, t; ξp(ηp)). (94)

We use a linear affine mapping from the standard domain to the real domain using the formula
ξp(ηp) = a+ (b−a)

2
(ηp+1). This yields the Jacobian for a one-dimensional integration as J = (b−a)/2

and determines the values of the random variable in the physical space. Finally, we express the
integration as a summation over the collocation points. Assuming a uniform distribution for the
parameters in the physical space, where ξ ∼ U [a, b] with ρ(ξ) = 1/(b−a), the expectation becomes:

E [Q(x, y, t; ξ)] =
1

2

P∑
p=1

wpQ(x, t; ξp). (95)

The standard deviation is computed as

σ [Q(x, t; ξ)] =

√√√√1

2

P∑
p=1

wp (Q(x, t; ξp)− E [Q(x, t; ξ)])2. (96)

Generalization of PCM to higher dimensions involves adding additional integrals to Eq. (88)
which then reduces to

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 ) (97)

where considering each dimension in the random space, we have k summations. The superscript in
ξkl indicates the dimension in the random space, and the subscript indicates the collocation point
in that dimension. We simplify the notation using E

[
Q(x, t; ξ1, . . . , ξk)

]
= E [Q], resulting 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
. (98)
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We assume that the random variables are mutually independent and that the discretization
in the parametric space is isotropic. Furthermore, for computational efficiency, a fully tensorial
product approach is adequate for this project, as it handles six dimensions or fewer. To avoid
the curse of dimensionality in high-dimensional stochastic spaces, Smolyak sparse grids [51] offers
a well-regarded solution that reduces the number of realizations while maintaining accuracy. Ad-
ditionally, methods such as Principal Component Analysis (PCA) [74], low-rank approximations
[75], and active subspace methods [52] provide effective dimensionality reduction in uncertainty
quantification.

5.2 Sensitivity Analysis

In our study, we use Sobol indices to assess the global sensitivity of input parameters, following the
methodology of [76]. These indices help quantify the contribution of each parameter to the variance
of our quantity of interest (QoI). For a detailed derivation of these indices, we refer to the work of
[77]. Let ξj represent the j−th parameter in our analysis, where j = 1, 2, . . . , k, and k is the total
number of parameters in the space. The impact of ξj is measured by its effect on the variance V of
the QoI.

Vξj
(
Eξ∼j(Q|ξj)

)
(99)

where ξ∼j represents the set of all parameters except for ξj, which is held constant at a specific
value. This setup involves computing the expected value of the quantity of interest (QoI), Q, while
fixing ξj and subsequently calculating the variance across all possible values of ξj. According to the
Law of Total Variance, we have:

Vξj
(
Eξ∼j(Q|ξj)

)
+ Eξj

(
Vξ∼j(Q|ξj)

)
= V (Q) (100)

The second term on the left-hand side is the residual term and the total variance is denoted
by V (Q). We normalize the equation to compute the first-order sensitivity index which quantifies
the proportion of total variance in Q due to the variations in the random variable ξj. The index is
defined as:

Si =
Vξj

(
Eξ∼j(U |ξj)

)
V (U)

(101)

The sensitivity indices Si capture the first-order effect of the parameter ξj on the variance,
excluding interactions between ξj and other parameters. Following normalization, the sum of all is
less than 1,

∑
Si < 1. The remainder represents the variance due to higher-order interactions among

parameters, which are not addressed in this study but can be analyzed through post-processing of
the Polynomial Chaos Method, as discussed by Barros et al. (2021) [57].

Computing the sensitivity indices Si can be challenging when uncertainty quantification (UQ)
is performed using Monte Carlo (MC) methods due to their computational intensity and need for
a large number of samples. However, in this study, we employ the Polynomial Chaos Method as
an efficient technique that enables fast and cost-effective computations of global sensitivity. This
approach significantly reduces the computational cost associated with traditional MC methods,
facilitating more efficient sensitivity analysis.
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5.3 Probability of Failure

In the final stage of our stochastic analysis, we focus on calculating the failure probability, pf ,
over time. Typically, methods in reliability literature, such as those discussed by Machado (2015)
[78], rely on Monte Carlo simulations to count failure events to estimate pf . However, stochastic
collocation methods present an alternative by providing the moments of a limit state function
g(R, S) that must be transformed into a PDF for the computation of pf , a process that involves
additional complexity. This transformation can be achieved using the method of moments [79, 80],
Polynomial Chaos expansions [81, 82], Gaussian transformations [83], and entropy optimization
methods [84]. Each of these methods provides a different approach to derive the PDF from the
moments, facilitating the computation of pf .

In this study, we introduce an alternative approach that directly estimates the probability of
failure, pf , as a standard expectation in uncertainty quantification (UQ). We propose transforming
g into a new random variable hB rather than deriving a probability density function (PDF) from
the moments of a limit state function g to determine P (g < 0). The variable hB is modeled as a
Bernoulli random variable with the probability parameter ph. This method simplifies the process
by excluding the need for PDF approximation and directly addresses the computation of failure
probability.

The definition of hB comes directly from g:

hB =

{
0, if g ≥ 0,

1, otherwise.
(102)

In our methodology, each realization of the Polynomial Chaos Method produces a time-series
vector hB. Initially, hB is set to 0. The value changes to 1 when θmax > θlim or φmax > φlim and
remains at 1 until the final time-step, effectively forming a step function at the point of failure.
At a specific time step, the expectation of hB reflects the smoothed quantity of interest, with hB

taking on a real value between 0 and 1.
Using the Polynomial Chaos Method to compute the expectation of hB, a Bernoulli random

variable, allows us to directly obtain pf where expectation corresponds to the Bernoulli parameter
ph. Thus, a single PCM integration efficiently yields an accurate estimation of pf at each time step.

5.4 Numerical Results

In the deterministic study, we have a clear understanding of how varying initial damage under
continuous and unexpected environmental conditions affects the lifespan of transmission lines. Now,
we shift our focus to analyzing the impact of parametric uncertainty on maximum temperature or
maximum damage in respective scenarios. We model this uncertainty using a uniform distribution
with each parameter varying by 10% around its mean value, consistent with the parameters used
in the deterministic model.

Our primary goal is to quantify uncertainty and perform sensitivity analysis on parameters
affecting maximum damage or maximum temperature. We begin by analyzing the uncertainties
in the material parameters ξm(ω) = {Aσ(ω), γ(ω), gc(ω), a(ω)}, parameterized due to inaccurate
measurement or assumptions in our mathematical modeling. We assume all other material pa-
rameters are deterministic. Through UQ and SA, we aim to identify the two parameters within
ξm(ω) that have the most significant impact on the variance of θmax or φmax. After analyzing the
material parameters, we examine the uncertainty in loading conditions combined with the two most
influential material parameters. These are represented in a separate stochastic space, denoted as
ξc(ω) = gc(ω), a(ω)}, θb(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω), IA(ω). From this set, we identify the four most influential
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parameters based on global SA results. We then combine scenario-specific parameters to understand
their influence on the maximum variance.

In all our simulations, we use 5 PCM points per dimension. When analyzing time-series data
for maximum temperature across the entire stochastic space, we adjust for varying failure times by
truncating the time series at the earliest failure time observed across all realizations.

5.4.1 Scenario 1 - High Seasonal Winds and Temperature:

We start by examining the uncertainty in the material parameters from the set ξm(ω). We analyze
the expected damage field and its standard deviation over time, presented in 5-year increments,
as shown in Fig.12. The results confirm that similar to the deterministic solution, the maximum
damage and maximum standard deviation occur at the center of the conductor.

(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation.

Figure 12: Expectation and standard deviation damage fields for material parameter uncertainty for set
ξm(ω) in 5 years increments (shown in the legend)

Next, we examine the time-series evolution of maximum damage at the center of the transmission
line. We then calculate the Sobol indices Si according to Eq.(101) and illustrate the time-series
evolution of all parameters from ξm(ω) at the center of the transmission line, as shown in Fig.13.
Both the expectation and standard deviation are observed to increase over time.

(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 13: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum damage under
material parametric space set ξm(ω).
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Initially, the damage layer width significantly influences the initiation of damage but becomes
less important as the simulation progresses. However, gc remains the most significant parameter, as
it relates to the total energy threshold for fracture. Over time, a becomes increasingly significant
due to its relation to the rate of fatigue accumulation. Thus, gc and a are identified as the two most
influential parameters over time. We combine these with the loading parameters to identify the
four most influential parameters, as shown in Fig.14. Among the loading conditions, the current
is the most influential parameter due to its direct relation to Joule heating. However, over time,
material parameters become more significant than loading parameters due to aging effects.

We then combine the effects of the most influential material and loading condition parameters
to form a new set of random parameters ξf1(ω) = {gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω)}, and perform a final
round of SA. The results are plotted in Fig.15

(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 14: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum damage under
combined parametric space set ξc(ω).

(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 15: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum damage under
combined parametric space set ξf1(ω).

Finally, we combine the four influential parameters from the final set ξf1(ω) with unexpected
wind speed, resulting in the set ξ1(ω) = {gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω), wmax}. The scenario parameter
of high wind speed is crucial when it initially impacts the line, significantly increasing damage.
However, its impact reduces after the initial hit as it facilitates convective cooling. Although the
extra wind cools the conductor considerably, the expected failure occurs before 10 years.
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(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 16: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum damage under
combined parametric space set ξ1(ω).

5.4.2 Scenario 2 - Wildfire:

We follow a similar procedure to identify the uncertainty in the material parameters from the set
ξm(ω) regarding the variance of maximum temperature. The data indicates high temperatures
and low wind speeds in the region, leading to the temperature as the mode of failure. We first
analyze the expected temperature field and its standard deviation over time, presented in 5-year
increments, as shown in Fig.17. The results reveal that the maximum temperature and maximum
standard deviation remain at the center of the conductor.

(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation.

Figure 17: Expectation and standard deviation temperature fields for material parameter uncertainty for
set ξm(ω) in 5 years increments (shown in the legend)

Next, we examine the time-series evolution of maximum temperature at the center of the trans-
mission line. We then calculate the Sobol indices Si and illustrate the time-series evolution of
all parameters from ξm(ω) at the center of the transmission line, as shown in Fig.18. Both the
expectation and standard deviation increase over time, with higher fluctuations.
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(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 18: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum temperature
under material parametric space set ξm(ω).

Among the material parameters, the cross-sectional area parameter, which drives damage lo-
calization, is initially significant in initiating damage but becomes unimportant as the simulation
progresses. Over time, gc and a become more important. We then combine these two most influen-
tial material parameters with the loading conditions to identify the four most influential parameters.
As shown in Fig.19 among the loading parameters, the current base parameter Ib is the most sig-
nificant in the total uncertainty of θmax, due to its direct correlation with Joule heating. The
competition between Joule heating and convective cooling makes the wind base parameter wb the
second most important.

(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 19: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum temperature
under combined parametric space set ξc(ω).
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(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 20: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum temperature
under combined parametric space set ξf2(ω).

Similar to scenario 1, we identify the four influential parameters shown in Fig.20 and combine
them with two additional parameters: wildfire temperature and view factor. The resulting set is
ξ2(ω) = {gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω), Tfire, Vf}. We then perform the final UQ and sensitivity analysis.
As shown in Fig.21, initially, the current is the most significant parameter. However, during the
wildfire, the temperature of the wildfire surpasses the current’s dominant effect. The maximum
temperature and its standard deviation at the center of the transmission line increase suddenly
during the wildfire.

(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 21: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum temperature
under combined parametric space set ξ2(ω).

5.4.3 Scenario 3 - Icing:

Similar to scenario 1, the mode of failure is damage. Referencing scenario 1, we combine the
most influential parameters for damage to form the final set of model parameters: ξf3(ω) =
{gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω)}. As shown in Fig.22, the material parameters are the most significant
factors accelerating damage in the transmission line.
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(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 22: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum damage under
combined parametric space set ξf3(ω).

We include the thickness of ice as a parameterized loading condition and combine it with the
four influential parameters to form the new set ξ3(ω) = {gc(ω), a(ω), wb(ω), Ib(ω), tice}. We then
perform the final UQ and sensitivity analysis to understand the impact of ice on the transmission
line. The material parameter gc remains the most influential. Initially, the thickness of ice has a
significant effect due to the mechanical load it imposes on the transmission line. However, over
time, this effect diminishes due to the cooling effect.

(a) Expectation. (b) Standard deviation. (c) Sensitivity index.

Figure 23: Time-series of expectation, standard deviation, and sensitivity index of maximum damage under
combined parametric space set ξ3(ω).

5.4.4 Probability of failure

To analyze the probability of failure, we first calculate the expected value of the Bernoulli variable
hB using the PCM with n = 5 points for each specific scenario. Initially, we compare the probability
of failure across three scenarios in Fig.24. We use parameter sets ξ1(ω), ξ2(ω), and ξ3(ω), choosing
a uniform distribution for the reference mean parameter values with a 10% lower and upper bound.
For these scenarios, we specify a high wind speed of 100 ft/s, an ice thickness of 0.25 inch, and a view
factor of 0.0125, assuming severe damage conditions. The probability of failure curve for scenario 1
indicates an early, higher chance of failure. In contrast, scenario 2, influenced by a wildfire, shows
a shifted curve to the right, indicating a delayed and reduced occurrence of failure compared to the
other scenarios. However, the level of the mean parameters can significantly influence the observed
probability of failure.
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(a) Probability of Failure

Figure 24: Probability of failure of three scenarios.

To show the impact of mean values, we initially examine the scenarios individually by varying
the extent of damage, without taking into account the scenario-specific parameters, as shown in
Fig.25. The chance of failure increases with increasing severity of damage. For instance, in scenario
2, the presence of severe damage leads to a failure with certainty, whereas less severe damage results
in a failure probability of only 50%.

(a) Scenario 1. (b) Scenario 2. (c) Scenario 3.

Figure 25: Probability of failure varying the severity of damage.

Finally, we analyze the impact of each scenario-specific parameter for each scenario using sets,
ξ1(ω), ξ2(ω), and ξ3(ω). Fig.26 shows how the mean value of scenario parameters impacts the chance
of failure. With the increase in high wind from 50 to 100 ft/s, the chance of failure increases to
90% at 15 years. Although the high wind speed enhances convective cooling, the impact is more
significant leading to the early failure. In scenario 2, the probability of failure in the presence of
wildfire increases suddenly if the distance between the transmission line and wildfire is close. The
radiative heat transfer is so significant that at a time of wildfire, the probability of failure increases
to 20%. We can also infer that if the distance is far enough, the effect of wildfire is insignificant. In
the case of scenario 3, the thickness of ice on the transmission line shows a significant reduction in
the life span. The failure occurs within 5 years in the presence of heavy ice on the transmission line.
Although ice on the layer of lines increases heat transfer through conduction and phase change, the
mechanical load it imposes on the conductor is more significant. The combined effect of ice and
wind creates a galloping effect reducing the life span of the transmission line.
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(a) Scenario 1. (b) Scenario 2. (c) Scenario 3.

Figure 26: Probability of failure varying the scenario-specific parameters.

5.4.5 Convergence analysis

The analysis provides an interesting perspective for understanding the reliability of transmission
lines. However, it is important to verify the consistency of our results. Obtaining an analytical
solution would verify the consistency, however, due to the coupling of governing equations, it is not
feasible. Therefore, we depend on convergence analysis using the PCM solution as our reference.

ϵ =
∥φ− φref∥2
∥φref∥2

. (103)

We consider scenario 1 as our reference scenario to obtain the convergence plot. Based on our
global sensitivity analysis, we identify gc as the most influential parameter. So we focus on the
effects of the most influential parameter gc simplifying the PCM to a 1-D problem. We consider
100 collocation points as the reference solution. We then compare the PCM solutions to Monte
Carlo simulations, analyzing the relative errors in the norm of the damage field at the center of the
line at 25 years. The graphical representation is shown in Fig.27 highlighting the accuracy of PCM
relative to 10000 MC realizations.

(a) PCM. (b) MC.

Figure 27: Convergence Plots.
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6 Conclusion

We developed a thermo-electro-mechanical model to analyze the reliability of transmission lines in
the presence of initial damage and external environmental conditions. We considered historical data
on wind and temperature relevant to such scenarios. Our model incorporates a mechanical model
for evaluating material damage under prolonged fatigue. It also integrates a thermal model that
includes a heat transfer, in terms of Joules heating and convective cooling. However, for scenarios
involving ice, the model incorporates heat transfer mechanisms through conduction and phase
change. In scenarios with wildfires, it integrates radiative heat transfer. Moreover, the electrical
aspect in the model addresses how voltage drops along the line, due to accumulated damage and
temperature-induced resistivity. Overall, the model acts as a positive feedback loop, where initially
damaged transmission lines deteriorate to the point where the material reaches its threshold limit
in terms of either temperature or damage, ultimately leading to failure.

We used the one-dimensional finite element method to solve a set of governing equations. We
considered high wind, wildfire, and icing as three different scenarios to understand their effect on the
long-term behavior of the transmission lines. We also varied the damage level to study the effect of
the initial damage on the life span of the transmission line. Each scenario was initially analyzed de-
terministically without considering scenario-specific parameters to understand the effect of damage.
Later, the analysis was further extended considering unexpected conditions under varying loading
conditions and initial damage. The discrete Fourier transform and Fourier series were used to ob-
tain the cyclic loading condition from the discrete data related to wind and temperature. Current
loading was parameterized based on the allowable ampacity to reduce the complexity. Subsequently,
we utilized the Probabilistic Collocation Method (PCM) to assess uncertainty quantification (UQ),
sensitivity analysis (SA), and probability of failure.

The deterministic solution showed how the scenario-specific condition in the presence of initial
damage impacts the failure of the transmission line reducing the life span significantly. The impact
of high wind and icing conditions accelerated the accumulation of damage at the center of the line
pushing it beyond the threshold leading to early failure. In contrast, the radiative effect of wildfire
increased the operating temperature of the line beyond the critical value, failing due to the annealing
of the material. Under temperature mode of failure, the global sensitivity analysis revealed that
electric current, Ib initially has a dominating effect which was later surpassed by fracture energy, gc
over time, and the temperature of wildfire. However, gc remained the most influencing parameter
accelerating the aging although the significance reduced over time. The probability of failure analysis
using PCM revealed that the presence of severe initial damage significantly reduced the life of cables.
Further, it showed the chance of failure increases in the presence of unexpected conditions such as
high wind, wildfire, and icing.

We acknowledge that our present model incorporates simplifying assumptions that could be
further explored in the future. The quasi-static equations could be replaced by transient equations
providing a better capture of the evolving nature of the system’s response. Furthermore, the one-
dimensional simplification of cable could be extended to a catenary shape providing a more realistic
scenario. Incorporating current data potentially can improve the prediction precision. All these
changes greatly enhance the reliability evaluations of the transmission line shifting toward a more
reliable methodology.
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[16] J. Bend́ık, M. Cenkỳ, Ž. Eleschova, A. Beláň, and B. Cintula, “Influence of different weather
conditions on the maximum load current of overhead power lines,” in 2018 19th International
Scientific Conference on Electric Power Engineering (EPE), pp. 1–4, IEEE, 2018.

[17] P. Pytlak, P. Musilek, and E. Lozowski, “Precipitation-based conductor cooling model for dy-
namic thermal rating systems,” in 2009 IEEE Electrical Power & Energy Conference (EPEC),
pp. 1–7, IEEE, 2009.

[18] P. Castro, A. Arroyo, R. Martinez, M. Manana, R. Domingo, A. Laso, and R. Lecuna, “Study of
different mathematical approaches in determining the dynamic rating of overhead power lines
and a comparison with real time monitoring data,” Applied Thermal Engineering, vol. 111,
pp. 95–102, 2017.

[19] C. Miehe, M. Hofacker, and F. Welschinger, “A phase field model for rate-independent crack
propagation: Robust algorithmic implementation based on operator splits,” Computer Methods
in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, vol. 199, pp. 2765–2778, Nov. 2010.

[20] C. Miehe, F. Welschinger, and M. Hofacker, “Thermodynamically consistent phase-field models
of fracture: Variational principles and multi-field FE implementations,” International Journal
for Numerical Methods in Engineering, vol. 83, pp. 1273–1311, Sept. 2010.

[21] M. J. Borden, T. J. Hughes, C. M. Landis, and C. V. Verhoosel, “A higher-order phase-
field model for brittle fracture: Formulation and analysis within the isogeometric analysis
framework,” Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, vol. 273, pp. 100–118,
May 2014.

[22] E. A. B. de Moraes, H. Salehi, and M. Zayernouri, “Data-driven failure prediction in brittle
materials: A phase field-based machine learning framework,” Journal of Machine Learning for
Modeling and Computing, vol. 2, no. 1, 2021.

[23] M. Ambati, T. Gerasimov, and L. De Lorenzis, “Phase-field modeling of ductile fracture,”
Computational Mechanics, vol. 55, pp. 1017–1040, May 2015.

[24] M. Ambati, R. Kruse, and L. De Lorenzis, “A phase-field model for ductile fracture at finite
strains and its experimental verification,” Computational Mechanics, vol. 57, pp. 149–167, Jan.
2016.

[25] M. J. Borden, C. V. Verhoosel, M. A. Scott, T. J. Hughes, and C. M. Landis, “A phase-
field description of dynamic brittle fracture,” Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and
Engineering, vol. 217-220, pp. 77–95, Apr. 2012.

[26] M. Hofacker and C. Miehe, “A phase field model of dynamic fracture: Robust field updates
for the analysis of complex crack patterns:,” International Journal for Numerical Methods in
Engineering, vol. 93, pp. 276–301, Jan. 2013.

[27] J. Boldrini, E. Barros de Moraes, L. Chiarelli, F. Fumes, and M. Bittencourt, “A non-isothermal
thermodynamically consistent phase field framework for structural damage and fatigue,” Com-
puter Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, vol. 312, pp. 395–427, Dec. 2016.

37



[28] M.-X. Zhu, H.-G. Song, J.-C. Li, Q.-C. Yu, and J.-M. Chen, “Phase-field modeling of electric-
thermal breakdown in polymers under alternating voltage,” IEEE Transactions on Dielectrics
and Electrical Insulation, vol. 27, no. 4, pp. 1128–1135, 2020.

[29] A. Y. Woldman and C. M. Landis, “Thermo-electro-mechanical phase-field modeling of para-
electric to ferroelectric transitions,” International Journal of Solids and Structures, vol. 178,
pp. 19–35, 2019.

[30] Z.-H. Shen, J.-J. Wang, J.-Y. Jiang, S. X. Huang, Y.-H. Lin, C.-W. Nan, L.-Q. Chen, and
Y. Shen, “Phase-field modeling and machine learning of electric-thermal-mechanical breakdown
of polymer-based dielectrics,” Nature communications, vol. 10, no. 1, p. 1843, 2019.

[31] T. Kaiser and A. Menzel, “Fundamentals of electro-mechanically coupled cohesive zone formu-
lations for electrical conductors,” Computational Mechanics, vol. 68, no. 1, pp. 51–67, 2021.

[32] S. Nayak and S. Das, “A microstructure-guided numerical approach to evaluate strain sens-
ing and damage detection ability of random heterogeneous self-sensing structural materials,”
Computational Materials Science, vol. 156, pp. 195–205, 2019.

[33] F. Shen and L.-L. Ke, “Numerical study of coupled electrical-thermal-mechanical-wear behavior
in electrical contacts,” Metals, vol. 11, no. 6, p. 955, 2021.

[34] E. A. B. de Moraes, J. L. Suzuki, and M. Zayernouri, “Atomistic-to-meso multi-scale data-
driven graph surrogate modeling of dislocation glide,” Computational Materials Science,
vol. 197, p. 110569, 2021.

[35] S. Chhetri, E. de Moraes, M. Naghibolhosseini, and M. Zayernouri, “A comparative study
of dislocation dynamics in ductile and brittle crystalline materials,” in 2023 International
Conference on Modeling, Simulation & Intelligent Computing (MoSICom), pp. 438–441, IEEE,
2023.

[36] E. A. B. de Moraes, M. D’Elia, and M. Zayernouri, “Machine learning of nonlocal micro-
structural defect evolutions in crystalline materials,” Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics
and Engineering, vol. 403, p. 115743, 2023.

[37] J. L. Suzuki, M. Naghibolhosseini, and M. Zayernouri, “A general return-mapping framework
for fractional visco-elasto-plasticity,” Fractal and fractional, vol. 6, no. 12, p. 715, 2022.

[38] J. Suzuki, M. Zayernouri, M. Bittencourt, and G. Karniadakis, “Fractional-order uniaxial
visco-elasto-plastic models for structural analysis,” Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics
and Engineering, vol. 308, pp. 443–467, 2016.

[39] J. Suzuki, Y. Zhou, M. D’Elia, and M. Zayernouri, “A thermodynamically consistent frac-
tional visco-elasto-plastic model with memory-dependent damage for anomalous materials,”
Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, vol. 373, p. 113494, 2021.

[40] J. L. Suzuki, M. Gulian, M. Zayernouri, and M. D’Elia, “Fractional modeling in action: A
survey of nonlocal models for subsurface transport, turbulent flows, and anomalous materials,”
Journal of Peridynamics and Nonlocal modeling, vol. 5, no. 3, pp. 392–459, 2023.

[41] E. Kharazmi and M. Zayernouri, “Operator-based uncertainty quantification of stochastic frac-
tional partial differential equations,” Journal of Verification, Validation and Uncertainty Quan-
tification, vol. 4, no. 4, p. 041006, 2019.

38



[42] G. Fishman, Monte Carlo: concepts, algorithms, and applications. Springer Science & Business
Media, 2013.

[43] R. C. Smith, Uncertainty quantification: theory, implementation, and applications. SIAM,
2013.

[44] D. Xiu and G. E. Karniadakis, “Modeling uncertainty in steady state diffusion problems
via generalized polynomial chaos,” Computer methods in applied mechanics and engineering,
vol. 191, no. 43, pp. 4927–4948, 2002.

[45] D. Xiu and G. E. Karniadakis, “The wiener–askey polynomial chaos for stochastic differential
equations,” SIAM journal on scientific computing, vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 619–644, 2002.

[46] G. Stefanou, “The stochastic finite element method: Past, present and future,” Computer
methods in applied mechanics and engineering, vol. 198, no. 9-12, pp. 1031–1051, 2009.
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