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Abstract

High-voltage circuit breakers protect and control the electrical power grid, making their reliability of the
essence. Robustly assessing the technical ‘health’ of every circuit breaker in operation is key for an
optimal maintenance strategy and safety measures, but is traditionally not performed in a data-driven,
statistical fashion. The goal is to design an indexation method for the health of the high-voltage SF6

circuit breakers of TenneT TSO NL using its available (monitoring) data. This indexation is performed
through modelling the hazard rate of major and minor component failures with the Cox proportional
hazards model. Failure modes and their causes are investigated using large-scale surveys on historical
failure data and covariates for the model are chosen accordingly. The hazard rate for minor failures is
found to be increasing with the asset’s operating voltage level, its average switching frequency, certain
manufacturers, and its relative SF6 leakage rate, of which the last relation has not been modelled
before to our knowledge. Using the model output, the circuit breakers’ probabilities of future failure are
estimated, shown to have some predictive power, and incorporated into a color-coded scoring system.
Using this quantitative measure of their condition, the TSO should be able to better manage its asset
portfolio and risks. However, data quality, especially for major failures, is found to be low and poses a
limitation, as well as a possibility for future research.
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1
Introduction

The electrical power grid is an essential part of the modern world. We depend on it for communica-
tion, health care, transportation, heating, entertainment and industry, among others. For this reason,
maintenance of the electricity grid is of the utmost importance.

The Bay Replacement Program (BRP) is a large undertaking of TenneT TSO NL to this extent. Its
goal is to replace 140 electrical substations in 10 years, most of which were constructed in the sixties
and seventies of the previous century. Since many of the contained assets have a designated lifetime
of forty to fifty years, their replacement is due. Furthermore, the stations’ capacity typically needs
to be increased due to the energy transition. For this large replacement wave, TenneT TSO NL is
implementing a standardized and modular design for the bays of the substations including digitized
protection and control, unlocking new inspection techniques. The goal of this is quick replacement of
entire bays and a standardized maintenance strategy.

For an optimized maintenance strategy, knowledge of the technical condition of every component
in every substation is required. This condition is referred to as health. The goal of this is to anticipate
degradation or failure. At designated end-of-life however, it turns out that many components are still in
a relatively healthy condition, contrary to what their time-based maintenance (TBM) schedule suggests.
For this reason, TenneT TSO NL has decided to switch to condition-based maintenance (CBM). The
health index (HI) is the means to this end: it incorporates data about the asset, such as its operating
conditions, into a mathematical formulation. The output is a metric for its estimated probability of failure.
Thereby, it provides insight into the states of individual assets in a population, and can discern between
components with good and poor health.

There are three main motivations for a well-functioning health index: financial savings, security
of supply and, most importantly, safety of people. Avoiding unnecessary maintenance saves money,
whereas expedited or clustered maintenance can prevent more costly repairs or replacement. Fur-
thermore, with increased insight in the health and thus probability of failure of the components, the
security of supply is improved. Lastly, the avoidance of any unnecessary operations on high-voltage
components decreases the associated risk of human life, the gravity of which cannot be overstated.

1.1. The Problem
Traditional health index models are based on age. However, failures are hard to predict based on
solely this variable, as the rate at which component failures occur, i.e. the hazard rate, is approximately
constant over time during maintained operation [2]. This difficulty is caused by the fact that components
can fail in a multitude of ways, whereas the probability of failure(s) is estimated jointly. For this reason,
more data is introduced into the model, to account for previously unforeseen failures.

The problem is the incorporation of this data for modelling the hazard rate. Not all failure modes
can be anticipated, and different failure modes can be predicted at different horizons. Furthermore,
not all desired variables are observable while the device is in operation and not all the observable
data is actually monitored. On top of that, conditions that are monitored are usually sampled seldomly,
through scheduled inspection procedures. Lastly, as these inspections are carried out by humans, it is
not uncommon for reports to be riddled with (notation) errors.

1



1.2. Existing Methods 2

All the aforementioned factors complicate the construction of a sound HI, but the advancing rollout
of the IEC61850 protocol will remove some of these hurdles. This communication protocol for intel-
ligent electronic devices in electrical substations introduces a myriad of sensors into the grid and its
components to monitor various conditions continually. Through a glass-fiber network, these sensors
are connected to the control center of the grid and their information is available almost instantly to the
operators. This increases the amount of observed conditions, increases their observation frequency
and removes human error from the reporting process. All these benefits percolate to a better grasp on
the technical health of TenneT TSO NL’s assets. In the BRP, this new protocol is implemented, creating
the need for a HI that, in the future, can easily incorporate the added information.

1.2. Existing Methods
The existing health assessment methods can roughly be split into two categories: expert knowledge-
based and data-driven models. The advantage of the former is that much qualitative knowledge is
readily available at utility companies, whereas the quantitative data required for the latter are often
lacking. However, the latter typically outputs a failure rate or related metric, whereas the former merely
provides a (color-coded) score.

To the expert knowledge-based class belongs an overarching publication by CIGRE [3], which de-
scribes how to use failure data to perform a Failure Mode Effect & Criticality Analysis (FMECA). This
process specifies condition indicators for every failure mode and lays out a five-level scoring system
based on these indicators. It provides a heuristic and robust method to order diverse components based
on weighted condition indicators, but does not assess the actual failure rate. Similar to this method are:
the current TenneT HI [4] that uses a smoothed maximum function to concatenate scores based on
age, previous failures and condition indicators; Ofgem’s Common Network Asset Indices Methodology
[5], a standardized asset indexation method for British DSOs; and various commercially available HI
models, such as those of [6]–[10], of which a comprehensive assessment has been performed in [11].

To the data-driven class belong more academic models. A general model proposed in [12] encapsu-
lates virtual age models, scale models, as well as regression models and their combinations. All these
models’ principle is a baseline failure rate depending on component age with various condition-based
modifiers. Virtual age alters the perceived age, scale directly multiplies the failure rate and regression
scales the failure rate through covariates proportional to the hazard rate, such as in the Cox model [13].
A similar but more specific virtual agemodel is published in [14], which allows for time-dependent covari-
ates. This is convenient as monitoring data is typically time-varying. Another interesting approach uses
monitoring data in hyper-dimensional boxes as alarm-triggers and is proposed in [15]. Furthermore, ex-
tensive research into the application of the proportional hazards model to high-voltage equipment and
quantitative assessments of significance of explanatory variables are presented in [16]. Last is the
failure mode-based model proposed in [17], which combines the FMECA basis of the first class with
distribution fitting to assess how monitoring data affects the rates of specific failure modes. The model
compiles these rates into a general failure rate through distribution fitting. This is an elegant model,
albeit that the added stage requires more parameters and is prone to overfitting and overidentification.

1.3. Scope of the Research
The high-level goal of this research is to design a data-driven HI for TenneT TSO NL’s high-voltage
components to unlock smarter maintenance strategies. The HI should be constructed with an eye on
the future of condition monitoring, while being able to work with the currently available data. As no
IEC61850 data is yet available, the underlying model should be robust towards lower quality data, as
is the status quo.

The thesis goal is restricted to the application to circuit breakers (CBs), as they are considered
among the most complex high-voltage components. Only live tank, spring-operated, high-voltage, SF6

CBs installed onshore are considered1 due to the standardization of the BRP and for the sake of a
1Live tank CB’s enclosure is at line potential (i.e. ‘live’), whereas the dead tank CB’s is at earth potential (i.e. ‘dead’). Both

CB types are air-insulated switchgear (AIS), being placed separately from other components in the field insulated by air. Gas-
insulated switchgear (GIS) is placed in a metal enclosure filled with a gaseous insulating medium along with other high-voltage
components. Spring-operated CBs are driven by a compressed spring, wherein the energy for switching is stored. Other operat-
ing mechanisms include hydraulic, pneumatic and magnetic drives. Lastly, sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) is the extinguishing medium
inside the CB; other media include oil, air, CO2 and vacuum.
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uniform data set. This is the dominant type of CB in The Netherlands, making up 82.5% of the onshore
population, as most older types are deprecated [18].

The scope of the HI is limited to the probability of failures, not their impact, for the sake of simplicity
and feasibility of the study. The goal of the research is reached through the answering of the following
research question, with three sub-questions:

• How can the health of a live tank, spring-operated, high-voltage, SF6 circuit breaker in-
stalled onshore robustly be estimated using currently available monitoring data?

1. What is the distribution and rate of circuit breaker failure modes?
2. What variables can be used for estimating the hazard rate of the circuit breaker?
3. How can the estimated hazard rate be translated into a health index scoring system?

1.4. Main Results and Thesis Outline
In this thesis report, a new HI is presented consisting of four steps, which correspond to the four chap-
ters of the thesis’ body. Throughout the report, a distinction is made between major and minor CB
failures in both modelling and interpretation. Reason for this dichotomy is that the failures are catego-
rized differently in literature and at TenneT TSO, and exhibit different data qualities. Below, these four
stages are outlined, with their corresponding main findings.

Analysis of the component’s failure behaviour is the first step. In this chapter, the failure modes,
their corresponding rates and the overall failure rate of the component are investigated using large-
scale international surveys of CB failures by institutions such as CIGRE, ENTSO-E and NERC. The
results suggest that explanatory power can mainly be found in conditions that can indicate wear and
aging of the component, as well as information concerning design, manufacturing and installation.

Harvesting and transforming data fromTenneT TSONL’s database is the second step. This database
contains information on all 2767 unique CBs that have been operational after 2016 in The Netherlands,
with corresponding nameplate data, work orders, operating voltage, installation year and location, av-
erage temperature and relative humidity in its area. Furthermore, estimates of the relative SF6 leakage
rate and average switching frequency are constructed, as these variables will become available with
the implementation of IEC61850. The data acquired from TenneT TSO NL is typically of low quality
and the application of robust transformations is required to create workable variables. Furthermore,
the signal for major failure, i.e. the decommissioning of the asset, is highly censored due to designated
end-of-life. Minor failures are better observed in the data set.

Selection and estimation of the model is the third step. Of the available methods for estimating
component health, the Cox proportional hazards model (PHM) is chosen, as it is a flexible ‘workhorse’
model with a proven track-record that requires no distributional assumptions on the input data. The
model estimates a collective aging process which is multiplied with an asset specific relative risk compo-
nent, depending on e.g. its operating voltage and manufacturer. Covariates are analyzed and selected
based on explanatory power to form two models: one for major and one for minor failures. The results
show that for the analysis of major failures, very little predictive power is available in the covariates.
For minor failures, the CBs manufactured by Siemens show the highest increased risk and those by
GE the lowest. Furthermore, risk of minor failure increases with the degree at which the CB leaks SF6,
the voltage at which it operates and the average frequency it switches at.

Analysis of the model output and conversion to a color-coded score is the fourth and final step.
The coefficient values of the estimated total model fall in line with those found in the previous chapter.
The risk of major failure is found to be increasing with age, whereas of minor failure it is approximately
constant. The distribution of out-of-sample predicted failure probabilities for 2022 seems reasonable.
Furthermore, splitting the distribution across actual failures in 2022 results in two significantly different
distributions, suggesting predictive power. However, the model is unable to effectively predict failures
in a binary fashion. Predictability is found to be higher for minor failures than major failures, with F-
scores of 19.4% and 12.0% respectively. A four-level, color-coded ranking, based on estimated failure
probabilities in the next five years, is therefore based on the former. The resulting ranking classifies
the components in shares of 7% − 7% − 27% − 58% for the four levels, ordered from worst to best.



2
Circuit Breaker Failure Analysis

In this chapter, we investigate the distribution and rates of failures modes of live tank, spring-operated,
high-voltage SF6 circuit breakers. The dominant major and minor failure modes are highlighted. For
a brief introduction to high-voltage circuit breakers, we would like to refer the reader to the appendix
titled ‘Introduction to Circuit Breakers’ in [17].

The Usage of Large-Scale Surveys
CB failures do not occur often, as they are mitigated at great cost because of the impact of failure.
This makes studying historical failure data difficult, as few data are available. This is a typical problem
for survival analysis, as has been formulated in the Resnikoff conundrum [19]. Furthermore, different
modes of failure can occur, each with own causes, rate and impact.

To mitigate this conundrum, large-scale studies are required to make a sound assessment of their
failure modes. CIGRE has performed three world-wide surveys which are used to analyze failure rates,
modes and their distribution [20]–[22]. Furthermore, [23] and [24] have compared these studies to
observe trends and changes in failure rates1. The above data is compared with NERC’s 2017 − 2021
report of its Misoperation Information Data Analysis System [25] and ENTSO-E’s 2000 − 2009 report
on grid disturbances and fault statistics from Northern Europe [26], to assess homogeneity. However,
as CIGRE’s survey is the most extensive, this will be treated as leading.

Where possible, data from these surveys are filtered for specific circuit breaker type in question.
Where this was not possible, it is disclaimed in the text. This is an essential step in the construction
of the health index, as it shows which failure modes are relevant, and which are not. Failure modes
can be associated with specific (monitoring) variables, and therefore provide us with insight into which
might be relevant for accurate failure rate modelling.

2.1. Major Failures
According to the IEC, a major failure is defined as ‘a failure [...] which causes the cessation of one or
more of its fundamental functions’ [27]. For the CB, these functions are those of an ideal switch: a
perfect conductor when in closed position, and a perfect isolator when in open position. Furthermore,
switching between these states should happen safely and swiftly.

When the CB fails to follow these criteria, a major failure occurs. Typically, this occurs when switch-
ing operations fail to be executed by the breaker, though other major failure modes such as electrical
breakdown of the insulation medium in open position or support structure failure also occur.

The effects of a major CB failure can be very grave, as the role of the device is to protect electrical
equipment from damage caused by overloading or a short circuit. It works by interrupting the flow of
current to the location of the fault, thereby isolating it from the rest of the grid. When the breaker is
unable to isolate, the fault continues and a larger area will be shut off by CBs in the region, leading to
more service interruptions. Major failures are therefore to be avoided at all cost.

1It should be noted that [23] did not properly follow the completeness constraint as required by [22, p. 21]. However, in this
case, the difference only amounts to 2% of the population.

4
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2.1.1. The Distribution and Rate of Major Failure Modes
CIGRE recognizes twenty-two different major failure modes in its most recent survey, of which only
six are specific and have a share of larger than 1% in the distribution. Therefore, the smaller sixteen
categories are gathered in ‘other’ and mostly consist of electrical breakdown modes across different
poles in various positions. Furthermore, it includes closing without command. The distribution of the
total 618 failures observed over 127,971 circuit breaker years is depicted in Table 2.12. This data
considers live tank SF6, but does not discern drive type. However, it is given that 64.6% of the CBs in
the population is spring-operated.

The distribution of failures across failure modes roughly resembles that of the report from NERC
[25]. However, as NERC covers the U.S.A. and Canada, the dominant enclose type is dead tank. As
also reported by CIGRE’s survey, dead tank circuit breakers exhibit lower failure rate. This means that,
although the ratio between failure modes is comparable, the overall failure rate is lower with about
a factor 2. It should be noted however that these surveys used different reporting policies and both
typically experience under-reporting, so these results likely cannot be used for any statistical inference.

Table 2.1: Failure mode distribution of 618 observed major failures over 127,971 circuit breaker years, from the third world
wide survey conducted by CIGRE [22].

Major failure mode Share [%] Failure rate per 100 CB years

Does not close on command 028.2 0.136
Does not open on command 012.9 0.063
Opens without command 006.8 0.033
Fails to carry current 001.5 0.007
Locked in open or close position 029.6 0.143
Loss of mechanical integrity 009.5 0.046
Others 011.5 0.055

Total 100.0 0.483

As can be seen from Table 2.1, the dominant failure modes are ‘Locked in open or close position’
with 29.6% and ‘Does not close on command’ with 28.2% of major failures. At some distance follows
‘Does not open on command’. The respective associated failure rates indicate that the two leading
failure modes can be expected to occur once every 700 circuit breaker years, and once every 1600 CB
years the third leading failure mode.

All of these failure modes are related to switching. However, a distinction should be made between
‘Does not open/close on command’ and ‘Locked in open or close position’, as the latter indicates an
alarm has been triggered by the control system, not a failure to operate on command. This implies a
different failure cause.

The overall major failure rate reported in the most recent CIGRE survey is equal to 0.483 major
failures per 100 CB years. When comparing this to the report of [24] and [26], we find they are in close
correspondence: [24] reports a major failure rate 0.48 major failures per 100 CB years, whereas [26]
finds 0.521.

`Does not open/close on command'
CIGRE’s third survey shows this failure mode to be typically associated with failing drive or control
systems [22]. The operating mechanism consists of the kinematic chain, piping and fittings, energy
storage and motors among others. However, it should be noted that hydraulic and pneumatic CBs
jointly compose 35.0% of the dataset, of which the drive system is proven to be less reliable. This
is further illustrated by the fact that spring-operated CBs make up 64.6% of the population, but only
contribute to 43.0% of the failures.

Spring drives also exhibit failures though, and switching failure modes remain among the dominant
modes for this CB type. Exact results for live tank spring-operated SF6 CBs are not available, but
circumstantial results suggest that the ratio between failure modes remains approximately the same,

2Some data from this CIGRE survey had to be redacted, as CIGRE requires completeness of every failure report: a failure
card and a population card. Furthermore, some results are published with and some without that of a prevailing country (we
suspect the U.S.A.), as its response otherwise dominates the results. Fortunately, this is dead tank dominated country, only
containing 10 major failures of live tank circuit breaker, meaning the effect is less than 2%.
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with a slightly increased share in ‘Locked in open or close position’. The overall major failure rate for live
tank spring-operated SF6 CBs decreases thereby with a factor of approximately 2.5, yielding a failure
rate of approximately 0.2 major failures per 100 circuit breaker years, i.e. a major failure occurs once
every 500 years.

`Locked in open or close position'
This failure mode is typically caused by alarm signals from the control system [22]. This control system
monitors the CB to determine whether or not it is safe to operate. The leading cause for this failure
mode is a lack of SF6 in the enclosure [23].

The CB type under consideration is filled with SF6 at a pressure of approximately 7 bar. To monitor
the density of the gas, a pressure guard is installed. This guard is a pressure (and often also tempera-
ture) gauge of the gas, to determine the present SF6 mass. Aging and wear can cause small gaps to
form between the gasket and the aluminium flange. Through these gaps, SF6 can leak out. When the
pressure (or, if the guard is temperature compensated, mass) falls below a certain level, an alarm is
triggered. The goal of this alarm is to avoid switching actions, as the shortage of extinguishing medium
means that safe switching cannot be guaranteed. As SF6 douses the arc, a shortage thereof means
that a connection possibly cannot be (re)opened.

2.2. Minor Failures
Turning back to the glossary of the IEC, a minor failure is defined as any failure of a constructional
element or a subassembly which does not cause a major failure of the switchgear and controlgear
[27]. For the CB, this implies any malfunction that does not immediately cessate one of its fundamental
functions.

Most of the minor failure modes are associated with leakages or rating changes. Their impact is
therefore lower, but they can often be seen as precursors to larger failures in the future. Leakages of
hydraulic fluid or insulating gas for example do not necessarily degrade switching performance short-
term, but can disable the system further down the road. These minor failures should therefore be
treated not only as failures, but as ‘warning’ signals for further malfunctioning.

2.2.1. The Distribution of Minor Failure Modes
CIGRE discerns between eight different minor failure modes in [22], of which only six are specific.
Here, that number has been reduced to four distinct minor failure modes, one of which is a catch-all
for changes in functional characteristics. These changes in functional characteristics are gathered,
because their content is not strictly specified, making inference from it hard. Together, they capture
changes in ratings, such as mechanical friction and the capacity of the grading capacitor. Furthermore,
CIGRE includes an ‘Other’ category, of which the content is also not disclosed.

CIGRE signals high under-reporting for minor failures and therefore does not report failure frequen-
cies. Furthermore, the data do not differentiate between AIS (both live and dead tank) and GIS CBs.
However, of the total 6,655 reported minor failures 5,276 (79%) belong to live tank CBs. Moreover, the
data does not differentiate between drive types, as is visible from the ‘Air or hydraulic oil leakage in
operating mechanism’, which does not apply to spring-operated CBs. This implies that the weight of
the other minor failure modes is undervalued, and should be treated with more severity than suggested
by the results of the survey. The total distribution of minor failures is given in Table 2.2.

The distribution of minor failures cannot be compared with either NERC or ENTSO-E data, as they
do not report minor failures. However, in the analysis of [23], the distribution is ratified when taking
causal relation between major and minor failures into account. For example, if many ‘Small SF6 leak-
ages’ are reported, many ‘Locked in open or close positions’ are expected, as one can lead to the
other.

`Small SF6 leakage'
The dominant minor failure mode ‘Small SF6 leakage’, making up 35.6% of all SF6 CBs under consider-
ation of the third CIGRE survey [22]. This failure mode can be seen as a precursor to the major failure
mode ‘Locked in open or close position’, as one of the likely triggers for the alarm is insufficient SF6

pressure, aside from communication or gas monitoring sensor failures. [23] supports this hypothesis,
stating that insulation medium leakages lead to the CB being unable to operate.
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Table 2.2: Failure mode distribution of 6,655 observed minor failures over 281,090 circuit breaker years, from the third world
wide survey conducted by CIGRE [22]. Due to high under-reporting, failures rates are not reported.

Minor failure mode Share [%]

Air of hydraulic oil leakage in operating mechanism 020.3
Small SF6 leakage 035.6
Oil leakage of grading capacitors 001.0
Change in functional characteristics 028.5
Other 014.6

Total 100.0

The leaking of SF6 into the environment is harmful, as it is a powerful greenhouse gas. Leakage
rates typically increase over time, dignifying attention spent on modelling this failure mode. In 2015,
the assets of TenneT TSO NL leaked 0.28 %/y of its total banked SF6 mass, i.e. 1,106 kg/y [4].

The potential leakage of gas is monitored by a pressure guard, which alerts the system when the
pressure falls below a safe level. As discussed in the subsection ‘Locked in open or close position’
above, wear of the gaskets and flanges can cause gaps, which lead to leakages.

`Change in functional characteristics'
The second most dominant failure mode is ‘Change in functional characteristics’, which can entail
various rating changes. Changes in these various aspects of the mechanism can decrease switching
performance, such as the simultaneity of the poles or the breakdown voltage of the insulation medium.
It is difficult to pinpoint to what major failure mode exactly will lead, if conditions worsen. Furthermore,
the cause of this failure mode is also hard to capture.

2.3. Failure Mode Causes
The survey of [22] includes a request for cause of the failure. The original survey includes 23 different
causes, which here is compressed to five, as most account for a share smaller than 1% of the total.

Table 2.3: Failure cause distribution of 618 observed major failures over 127,971 circuit breaker years and 6,655 observed
minor failures over 281,090 circuit breaker years, from the third world wide survey conducted by CIGRE [22].

Primary cause Major failure share [%] Minor failure share [%]

Pre-operative cause 019.9 013.5
Corrosion 004.4 012.3
Wear/Ageing 042.3 055.9
Other 016.9 004.2
Unknown 016.5 014.1

Total 100.0 100.0

The dominant failure cause for all failure modes, both minor and major, is ‘Wear/Ageing’. This
amounts to 42.3% of the major failures and 55.9% of the minor failures. 19.9% of the causes of the
major and 13.5% of the causes of the minor failures stem from before operation. This entails design,
engineering and manufacturing faults, as well as incorrect transportation and erection, or incorrect
instructions thereto. It should furthermore be noted that 16.5% of the causes of major and 14.1% of
the causes of minor failures are unknown, which leaves almost all the other causes to be of negligible
size.

The above results suggest that a relation may exist between circuit breaker failure rates and their
manufacturers, installers and service providers, as these all concern pre-operative conditions. Fur-
thermore, ‘Corrosion’ can depend on environmental factors such as temperature, humidity and salinity.
Lastly, ‘Wear/Ageing’ can, among others, depend on factors such as the amount of loading and the
number of performed switching actions.

However, ‘Does not open/close on command’ is found to be proportional to the amount of switching
operations, whereas ‘Locked in open or close position’ is inversely so. This implies that ‘Wear/Ageing’



2.4. Summary 8

can affect the CB in different ways, depending on its use. [23] analyzed results from the three world-
wide surveys on CBs and found similar results.

2.4. Summary
The analysis of the distribution and rates of the CB failure modes from the surveys and reports above
suggest that statistical predictive power may be found in monitored variables for both the major and
minor failures. Turning to the dominant failure causes, research interest is sparked in manufacturers,
contractors, environmental conditions, leakage rates and switch counters, among others. In the next
chapter, we discuss the available data, with their appropriate transformations for log-linearity in the
hazard rates and robustness.



3
Data Analysis and Transformation

We have acquired data the TenneT TSO NL company asset register (Dutch: bedrijfsmiddelen register)
concerning 2,757 live tank spring-operated SF6 high-voltage circuit breakers placed onshore. Together,
these assets span 55,134 circuit breaker years between 1972 and 2022. A snapshot of this asset
register, together with TenneTs SF6 deposition register and work orders register has been taken on
November 8th 2022.

Using these registers, we have made a data set of all registered circuit breakers that were in service
between 2016 and November 2022. The data between the different registers is linked based on the
circuit breaker identification code, which is unique to the asset.

The registers contain large amounts of missing, erroneous and scrambled data. The features that,
after cleaning, are considered for analysis are depicted in Table 3.1 and are discussed below. Further-
more, two definitions for failure are considered.

Table 3.1: The covariates considered for the model with their transformations, as well as the two failure definitions.

Covariate Transformation

Age Time since construction year
Manufacturer Reduced 27 different to 3 overarching manufacturers
Voltage Level In three categories: 110/150 kV, 220 kV and 380 kV
Relative SF6 Leakage Rate Average mass-percentage lost per year
Switching Frequency Average number of switching operations per year
Preventive Maintenance Intensity Avg. number of preventive maintenance operations per year
Temperature Yearly average using interpolated KNMI weather stations
Relative Humidity Yearly average using interpolated KNMI weather stations

Time to Major Failure Age at replacement
Time to Minor Failure Mean time between corrective maintenance operations

A note on the future
Currently, TenneT TSO NL is rolling out continuous monitoring of high-voltage components in their bay
replacement program [28]. This monitoring system is implemented through the IEC61850 protocol.
Advantages of this online monitoring approach are a larger amount of available data which allows for
easier and better analysis of the health of the component, less risk of human life as fewer in-person
inspections are required and expected higher data quality, as most of the errors in the current data sets
are human-made.

For the circuit breaker, the following data will (where applicable: continuously) be monitored under
IEC61850 [29]:

• The waveform of the motor current, which provides an indication of mechanical resistance
• The switched current at every switching action, which relates to the energy dissipated in the CB

9
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• Waveforms of the trip coil current, which shows the electrical actuation of the drive system.
• SF6 density, twice a day, to measure possible leakages
• The total number of switching operations, to assess CB wear
• Simultaneity of the poles, both at closing and opening, which affects the power quality of the grid
and indicates a degraded drive system

• Opening and closing time of the circuit breaker, which should be fast enough to minimize arcing
• Temperature outside the cabinet, which affects the dew point of SF6 and rust formation
• Relative humidity outside the cabinet, which affects rust formation.
• Brand, type, software version, control settings of and error notifications from connected IEDs

Currently, this data is not available, though it is expected to be in the near future. However, (some of)
the information contained in ‘SF6 pressure’, ‘Number of switching operations’, ‘Temperature outside the
cabinet’and “Relative humidity outside the cabinet” is estimated using different data, albeit usually of
inferior quality. The construction of these estimates is discussed in the following respective sections.

3.1. Age
From the circuit breakers’ construction years in the company asset register, their ages are derived.
Figure 3.1 shows the age distribution of the population. TenneT TSO NL handles a projected lifetime
of forty years for circuit breakers and plans replacement after that. However, some assets reach a
prolonged life, due to difficulty in outage planning, requiring N-1 under maintenance.

Figure 3.1: A histogram of the distribution of the ages of all the circuit breakers in the population.

3.2. Manufacturer
The initial amount of original manufacturers of 27 is reduced to 3 manufacturers: Siemens, General
Electric (GE) and Hitachi. The reason for this reduction is robustness of the model and that these three
companies currently own all others and therefore remain the only relevant manufacturers for future
implementations.

The distribution of the manufacturers is shown on the left side in Figure 3.2 and to be relatively
equal. This manufacturer parameter is modelled as two dummy variables, as shown in Table 3.2

Table 3.2: Coding of the two dummy variables for the reduced amount of manufacturers of the circuit breakers.

Manufacturer Coding

GE 1 0
Hitachi 0 1
Siemens 0 0
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Figure 3.2: Histograms of the distribution of the manufacturers (left) and the operating voltage levels (right) of all the circuit
breakers in the population.

3.3. Voltage Level
The distribution of voltage levels at which the circuit breakers are placed is depicted on the right side
of Figure 3.2. TenneT TSO NL manages the 110 and 150 kV network since 2008, when the Law
Independent Grid Operation (Dutch: Wet Onafhankelijk Netbeheer) was passed. The circuit breakers
in these networks make up the lion’s share of the total distribution.

Naturally, 110 and 150 kV circuit breakers are more predominant, as lower voltage networks are
further down in the distribution hierarchy. It should be noted that the ‘names’ of the four voltage levels
of the network are not always equal to the actual voltage residing on them. To increase the capacity of
the network, the voltage may be increased if this stays within safety regulations.

The voltage levels are treated as categories for three reasons. First, the exact voltage of the network
levels are not known and are susceptible to change. Second, the different levels involve different
maintenance strategies (or histories thereof), further clouding the effect of the actual voltage. Last,
categorized voltage levels have in the research of [30] been shown to have significant explanatory
power.

In section 4.3, it will be shown that 110 and 150 kV CBs show similar risk exposure to this covariate,
for which reason these are categorized together. The categories are coded with dummy variables as
depicted in Table 3.3.

Table 3.3: Coding of the two dummy variables for the reduced amount of operating voltage levels of the circuit breakers.

Voltage level [kV] Coding

110/150 1 0
220 0 0
380 0 1

3.4. Relative SF6 Leakage Rate
SF6 leakages or pressure decreases are not recorded by service engineers. As SF6 is a greenhouse
gas however, its use is regulated and has to be reported to The Netherlands Authority for Consumers
and Markets (ACM, Dutch: Autoriteit Consument & Markt)1. Therefore, the deposited mass of SF6 gas
at maintenance and date has to be recorded for every filling. From these records, the leakage can be
estimated.

Leakage rates are estimated over the entire lifespan of the circuit breaker, as the poor quality of
these filling records did not lead to sensible estimates. For this reason, the relative leakage rate is

1SF6 is 22.800 times more potent than CO2 and has an atmospheric lifetime of 3.200 years.



3.5. Switching Frequency 12

estimated:

Relative SF6 leakage rate [%/y] = Total mass of refilled SF6 [kg]
Tank capacity [kg] · Age [y]

· 100% (3.1)

Both the recording of the date and the amount of deposited gas per filling contain many erroneous
data, leading to clearly incorrect parameter estimates. For this reason, both the mass and moment of
the refill are smoothed by estimating the relative leakage rate over the complete lifetime of the circuit
breaker.

The distribution of the 203 non-zero relative leakage rates are depicted in Figure 3.3. As can be
seen, some circuit breakers leak exorbitant amounts of gas. The remaining 2,553 of the 2,757 circuit
breakers have no records of refilling. This is inaccurate, as the work orders register showsmany refilling
events, of which no record exists in this SF6 deposition log. However, this work order data is too noisy
to be used.

Figure 3.3: A histogram of the distribution of the estimated relative SF6 leakages rates of all the registered leaking circuit
breakers in the population.

3.5. Switching Frequency
High-voltage CBs feature a mechanical switch counter, which records the total amount of switching
operations performed by the breaker. The position of this counter is recorded at inspection by TenneT
TSO NL. As a significant part of failures can be attributed to mechanical wear, the amount of operations
is important from a modelling perspective.

Using the time-stamped switch counter records, the average amount of switching operations per
year for every circuit breaker is estimated. 899 of the 2,757 have registered recordings of their switch
counter and the distribution of these averages is depicted in Figure 3.4, with a logarithmic frequency
axis, to show both the frequent and infrequent counter readings.

As can be seen from the figure, most CBs do not switch often. The CBs that do switch frequently
are typically connected to compensation devices, such as capacitor banks, as these are (dis)connected
when they are required for reactive power compensation. These devices are typically switched at high
currents, possibly introducing endogeneity for this unobserved covariate.

3.6. Maintenance Intensity
Work orders are registrations of service operations performed on the assets in the field. The work orders
contain the identification code of the asset, the type of maintenance (either periodic or corrective), the
type of service (e.g. repair, gas refill, inspection), the date, a description of the work performed and
more.

TenneT TSO NL has granted access to 7,263 CB work orders between 1998 and 2022, of which
3,446 belong to the circuit breakers found in the company asset registry. The dating of the work orders
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Figure 3.4: A histogram of the distribution of the average number of switching operations per year of the circuit breakers in the
population. Note the logarithmic Y-axis.

is disregarded, as this is distorted. An exorbitant amount of work orders is either dated on October 1st
1998 or July 23rd 2004, making up 43.7% of the population. The average amount of service operations
per year for each circuit breaker is used however, and a histogram of the non-zero results is depicted
in Figure 3.5. 1,920 of the 2,757 circuit breakers have no records of past service.

For analysis, the work orders are split into periodic and corrective maintenance operations. The
former is a scheduled service operation, while the latter is unplanned repair service. 527 circuit breakers
in the population have experienced (registered) periodic maintenance, in comparison to 603 that have
experienced (registered) corrective maintenance. As can be seen in Figure 3.5, the distributions of
both are comparable, but their implications differ.

Periodic maintenance is expected to lower the hazard rate, as it could mitigate upcoming issues.
Corrective maintenance in itself is essentially a failure, albeit a minor one. In this way, a high corrective
maintenance intensity implies a high minor failure rate. For this reason, corrective maintenance is
treated as a signal for minor failures, as will be discussed in section 3.8.

Figure 3.5: Histograms of the distributions of the non-zero work order intensities, both periodic (left) and corrective (right), of all
the circuit breakers in the population.

3.7. Temperature and Relative Humidity
Year-averaged data of KNMI measurement locations are interpolated to the substation coordinates to
get an estimate of the average temperature and relative humidity the circuit breakers are exposed to.
An overview of the year-averages can be seen in Figure 3.6. This is a different approach from previous
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research.

(a) (b)

Figure 3.6: Long-term averages of the temperature (a) and relative humidity (b) in The Netherlands. Source: [31]

In the study of [30], the failure rate of the circuit breakers in Sweden aremodelled using, amongst oth-
ers, their geographical area. The installation locations are grouped in four regions using three dummy
variables and a reference regions. Of these four regions, only one shows significantly different circuit
breaker aging.

Regional divisions in The Netherlands are deemed inappropriate, as geographical differences in
such a small country appear negligible in comparison2. Furthermore, divisions into regions by dummy
variables eliminate the explanatory power of the actual affecting quantities. Lastly, salinity measure-
ments were also desired, but not available.

3.8. Time to Failure
Two signals for circuit breaker failure are considered: replacement of the circuit breaker and the perfor-
mance of corrective maintenance. The resulting time to failure distributions are depicted in Figure 3.7.
Typically, these events correspond to major and minor failures respectively, where the definition of
major and minor failure are adapted from the IEC standard [27]. In short, major failures result in an
immediate change of the operation of the grid, whereas minor failures do not.

Major failures are rare and replacement is often scheduled as planned end-of-life. No data regis-
ter exists where major failures or unplanned replacements are recorded accurately. Therefore, even
though this signal is distorted, it is the only option to model major failures. Furthermore, not all units
are observed until failure, making them right-censored. Right-censoring is equal to 90.6% under this
definition, as only 9.4% of the components (259 units) in the data set have been replaced.

Another approach is modelling the minor failures, as they occur more frequently and are registered
more clearly. The corrective maintenance operations are considered as signal for minor failures. These
are extracted from the work orders of section 3.6. The right-censoring in this case decreases to 78.1%,
meaning 21.9% of the components (603 units) have experienced reported minor failures. The descrip-
tion and time-stamping of the performed maintenance typically lack and any further information on the
failure is therefore deemed unusable. Note that, using this signal, one circuit breaker could experience
multiple failures, whereas with the former it could not. Therefore, the time to failure is taken as the
mean time between corrective maintenance. Here, the fact that the work orders are left-censored, as
no registrations exist before 1998, is taken into account. The latter is the cause for the granularity

2Average temperature differences over the span of the country are around 1 ◦C, humidity differences around 4%, number of
rainy days around 20 days and average wind speed differs from 2 to 4 Beaufort [31].
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spikes at 24, 12 and 8 years, corresponding to circuit breakers older than 1998 that have experience
1, 2 and 3 minor failures respectively.

These two approaches lead to different interpretations of the failure rate of a circuit breaker. Using
the time until decommissioning, the failure rate becomes the major failure rate, and similar for the mean
time between corrective maintenance and minor failure rate. This is accounted for when analyzing the
results.

Figure 3.7: Histograms of the non-censored time to failure distributions of all the circuit breakers in the population. Left
displays the age at major failure (decommissioning), whereas right displays the mean time between minor failures (corrective

maintenance).

3.9. Summary
The harvested data are of mediocre quality, but after transformations robust enough to continue to mod-
elling. We have gathered data on covariates deemed interesting in the previous chapter and include:
the age of the asset, its (parent) manufacturer, the voltage level at which it operates, an estimate for its
estimated SF6 leakage rate, an estimate for its average switching frequency, the intensity at which it
experiences preventive maintenance and an estimate for the average temperature and relative humid-
ity of its environment. Last, we have gathered data for both major and minor failures, with respective
right-censoring percentages of 90.6% and 78.1%.



4
Model and Estimation

In this chapter, we present the model chosen from the methods discussed in section 1.2, as well as
the techniques used for its estimation. Furthermore, we analyze the available covariates shown in
Table 3.1 for their explanatory power and significance, before a selection is made.

This selection process is conducted for both the major and minor failure approach to failure times,
as discussed in section 3.8. First, we assess the proportionality assumption through visual, univariate
inspection. Second, we investigate the significance of the explanatory power of the covariates by
multiple regressions, for the composition of the final model.

4.1. The Cox Proportional Hazards Model
The Cox proportional hazards model (PHM) is a relative risk model that describes the hazard rate of a
component as a baseline hazard rate multiplied with its relative risk. This assumes that every compo-
nent experiences the same base-level risk, depending on time, and its own relative risk, depending on
its covariates. The model is given as

λ(t,xi) = λ0(t) · r(xi),

r(xi) = exp (Z ′
iβ),

Zi = f(xi),

(4.1)

where λ(t,xi(t)) is the hazard rate at time t of component i, λ0(t) the baseline hazard rate and r(xi)
its relative risk. The latter term is composed of the derived covariates vector Zi associated with asset
i and the coefficient vector β. The derived covariates in Zi are obtained as functions of the basic data
in xi.

Figure 4.1: The baseline hazard λ0(t) and the actual hazard rate λ(t,xi) = λ0(t) · r(xi). The relative risk r(xi) ≈ 0.7.

16
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An example of the typical ‘bath-tub curve’ baseline hazard rate λ0(t) and the multiplicative effect
of the relative risk term r(xi) is depicted in Figure 4.1. As can be seen, the baseline hazard rate is
defined as a function over time. The actual hazard rate λ(t,xi) is defined as a product of this baseline
and the relative risk r(xi).

To use this model, the baseline hazard function λ0(t) and the coefficient vector β need to be esti-
mated. The estimates of the ‘true’ λ0(t) and β are denoted as λ̂0(t) and β̂ respectively. Furthermore,
appropriate transformations f(·) of the basic data in xi should be selected to construct the derived
covariates Zi, as most of the ‘raw’ data is not robust, and/or not log-linear in the hazard rate. These
transformations are performed in chapter 3 and assessed in section 4.3.

4.1.1. Why This Model?
This model poses five main advantages over models discussed in section 1.2. First, the Cox PHM
models the shared aging process of the components, while also accounting for individual factors. It does
so in a flexible manner, making it simple to add new (IEC61850) data at a later stage, as discussed in the
problem statement. Second, it is a robust model, as relatively few parameters need to be estimated and
no distributional assumptions are required, in contrast with more traditional parametric models, such as
the Weibull model, log-normal and log-logistic model [32]. This is convenient as the distribution is often
complex, and few high quality data are currently available within TenneT TSO NL. Third, the baseline
hazard function λ0(t) and the relative risk r(xi) are independent of each other, meaning they can be
estimated as such without risk of compounding error terms. Fourth, it accounts for time to failure and
censoring, in contrast to e.g. logistic models. Last, it is a widely researched ‘workhorse’ model with a
proven track record, making it appealing to industry.

4.1.2. Proportionality Assumption
The Cox PHM assumes proportionality between assets. This states that the hazard ratio, the ratio
between the failure rates of two assets with at the same time t, is constant over time:

λ(t,xi)

λ(t,xj)
=

r(xi)

r(xj)
=

exp(Z ′
iβ)

exp(Z ′
jβ)

= exp ((Zi −Zj)
′β) (4.2)

This assumption is assessed in section 4.3. For most of the covariates in the dataset, this can hold.
However, with time-dependent covariates, such as the SF6 leakage rate, this assumption is intrinsically
violated. If the assumption does not hold, the extended Cox model is acquired, which is essentially the
same model, but the hazard ratio only is defined for a certain time t. Research shows however, that
slight deviations from this assumption do not invalidate results [33]. The leakage rate is treated as a
constant covariate with constant hazard ratio as it is a random and likely slowly varying process over
time and, due to insufficient data, it already needs to be assumed constant.

4.1.3. Time to Failure Interpretation
Two interpretations of time to failure are considered: major failure, signaled by replacement, and minor
failure, signaled by corrective maintenance. The former is calculated by the time between the installa-
tion and the decommissioning of the asset. The latter is calculated as the mean time between corrective
maintenance operations on the asset.

An example: a circuit breaker is installed in 1982, decommissioned in 2019 and receives 3 corrective
maintenance operations. Using the age at replacement, the time to major failure of the asset is 2019 −
1982 = 37 years. Using the mean time between corrective maintenance operations, the time to minor
failure is calculated as 2019 − 1998 = 21 years, divided by 3 failures, yielding a time to minor failure of
7 years. Here, it is accounted for that the register for minor failures dates back to 1998. This means
that any minor failures before 1998 are not observed, making the data left-censored.

4.2. Model Estimation Method
In this section, the twofold estimation of the Cox PHM is treated. First, the coefficient vector β needs to
be estimated. This estimation is executed through maximum partial likelihood with Newton-Raphson
iterations, being the standard recommended method for this type of estimator. Second, the baseline
hazard rate λ0 is to be estimated, for which we apply the Kalbfleisch-Prentice estimator. The mechanics
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behind this estimator are similar to the popular Kaplan-Meier estimator, but it accounts for the relative
risk term r(xi) [34].

4.2.1. Coefficient Vector β
The estimation of β is executed throughmaximizing its partial likelihood [13]. In this fashion, information
on β that is entangled with information on the baseline failure rate can be extracted. This is convenient,
as it allows for separate estimation of λ0(t) and β, and independence of estimation errors. In the next
sections, we derive this estimator and discuss the handling of tied failure times.

Derivation of the partial likelihood estimator
In this section, [32] is closely followed for the derivation of β̂. This is the partial likelihood estimator for
the coefficient vector β, first introduced by [35].

Let the random failure time data T depend on probability density function f(t;λ0(·),β). As β is to
be estimated, we want to disentangle the relation between λ0(·) and β. The partial likelihood is the
means to that end.

Suppose now that a sample is drawn of T of size n, e.g. n circuit breakers in the population. Fur-
thermore, suppose that of those n samples, only k are observed until failure within the window of the
study; the remaining n − k samples are right-censored. A failing asset is signified with j and failure
time tj . Let aj indicate that asset j fails in the time interval [tj ,tj + dtj) and bj contain the information
on censoring in [tj−1, tj). Moreover, let a(j) = (a1, ..., aj) and b(j) = (b1, ..., bj). Now, we assume that
the likelihood, depending on the sequence of a(k) and b(k), can then be written as

L(λ0(·),β) =
k∏

j=1

f(bj | b(j−1), a(j−1);λ0(·),β)
k∏

j=1

f(aj | b(j), a(j−1);β). (4.3)

However, as we are only interested inβ, we can omit the first term, as this term only contains information
on the exact time of censoring. This way, we can base all inference on the second term, which describes
observed asset failures. This is typical in cases where information on β in the first term is assumed to
be irretrievably mixed up with information on λ0(·). This second term only depends on β and is called
the partial likelihood, as it is not a likelihood in the natural sense of the word and is conditioned on
omitted terms.

The partial likelihood is then defined as

L(β) =

k∏
j=1

f(aj | b(j)a(j−1);β), (4.4)

which is the product of all the probabilities of failures, conditioned on all censoring and failure information
leading up to event time t−j . We assume that the censoring mechanism is independent, meaning that
it merely indicates that the failure time is after the censoring time. Using this assumption, the partial
likelihood of Equation 4.4 can be rewritten to

L(β) =

k∏
j=1

λ(tj ;xj)dtj∑
ℓ∈Rj

λ(tj ;xℓ)dtj
, (4.5)

whereRj denotes the set of assets ‘at risk’ at time t−j , consisting of all items that have not failed or been
censored yet. These assets are signified with ℓ and associated basic and derived covariate vectors xℓ

and Zℓ respectively. As the baseline hazard terms in Equation 4.5 cancel, the expression can again
be rewritten to

L(β) =

k∏
j=1

exp [Zj(tj)
′β]∑

ℓ∈Rj
exp [Zℓ(tj)′β]

, (4.6)

showing that the partial likelihood indeed only depends on β, and not on λ0(·). Maximization is typically
performed with iterations of Newton-Raphson. [32] show the corresponding log-likelihood to be strictly
concave, meaning that β̂ is unique. Furthermore, they show the estimator to be consistent.
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Handling ties in the dataset
When there are tied time-to-failure data points, the likelihood should be adjusted, as their ordering in
Equation 4.6 is no longer trivial. Since the dating of the CBs is relatively granular, there are some
ties which have to be considered. For this, we follow the advice of [16] and [36] by applying Efron’s
approximation [37] to the partial likelihood. The derivation of this estimator is more daunting, and the
reader is referred to [32] for a concise treatment.

Applying Efron’s approximation leads to the reformulation of Equation 4.6 to

L(β) =

k∏
j=1

exp
[
sj (tj)

′
β
]∏dj−1

r=0

{∑
ℓ∈Rj

exp
[
Zℓ (tj)

′
β
]
− rĀ (β, tj)

} , (4.7)

where dj denotes the amount of items that fail at time tj . Furthermore, sj(tj) =
∑dj

i=1 Zji(tj) is the
sum of all derived covariate vectors of the assets failing at time tj and where

Ā (β, tj) = d−1
j

∑
ℓ∈Dj

exp
[
Zℓ (tj)

′
β
]
. (4.8)

Above,Dj is the set of labels j belonging to assets that fail at time tj . The application of this approxima-
tion introduces a slight bias and does not provide an exactly consistent estimator. In general however,
it produces good estimates and should be favoured over its alternatives [36].

4.2.2. Baseline Hazard Rate λ0

The baseline failure rate is modelled using the Kalbfleisch-Prentice estimator for the survival function
[35]. This estimator is analogous to the widely used non-parametric Kaplan-Meier estimator, but ac-
counts for covariates of the Cox model. The Nelson-Aalen estimator (also called the Breslow estimator)
is more commonly used and is similar [38]. However, this estimator has the undesirable properties that
the estimated hazard contribution can exceed 1 and the survival function estimate will never reach 0,
even if the last occurring event is an uncensored failure. Furthermore, [39] show in their comparison
between the Kalbfleisch-Prentice and the Nelson-Aalen estimators that the former typically yields less
bias and smaller relative mean squared error.

Derivation of the Kalbfleisch-Prentice survival function estimator
In this section, [32] is followed for the derivation, but adapted for continuous time. Let λ0(t) be the
baseline hazard rate. Then

Λ0(t) =

∫ t

0

λ0(u)du (4.9)

is the cumulative baseline hazard. Following the derivation of section A.1, the baseline survivor function
is then defined as

F0(t) = P (T > t) = exp
[
−
∫ t

0

λ0(u)du
]
. (4.10)

The covariates in x are accounted for in the model through the derived covariate vector Z, to diversify
the assets and their associated hazard rates. This yields the ‘complete’ survivor function

F (t;x) = P (T > t;x) = exp
{
−
∫ t

0

λ0(u) exp [Z ′β]du
}
. (4.11)

Now, consider observations with distinct times t1, ...tk and covariate vectors xℓ, where the observations
in set Di failed at ti in the interval [ti, ti+1). Consequently, the likelihood function is defined as

L =

k∏
i=0

{ ∏
ℓ∈Di

[F (t−i ;xℓ)− F (ti;xℓ)]
∏

ℓ∈Ri−Di

F (ti;xℓ)

}
, (4.12)

which is analogous to the Kaplan-Meier estimate, except it accounts for the covariates in x. Clearly,
estimating the baseline survivor function using this likelihood places the probability mass exactly at the
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observed failure times t1, ..., tk. This recreates the typical staircase effect of the Kaplan-Meier estimator,
as

Λ0(t) =

k∑
j=1

(1− αj)1(tj ≤ t), (4.13)

where (1− αj) is the discrete hazard mass at tj . Substitution of the latter two equations gives1

L =

k∏
i=1

 ∏
j∈Di

(1− α
exp [Z′

jβ]

i )
∏

ℓ∈Ri−Di

α
exp [Z′

ℓβ]
i

 , (4.14)

which can be maximized with respect to α1, ..., αk, where β is taken as its maximum partial likelihood
estimate β̂. Differentiation of the log-likelihood, as demonstrated in section A.2, gives

∑
j∈Di

exp [Z ′
jβ̂]

1− α
exp [Z′

j β̂]

i

=
∑
ℓ∈Ri

exp [Z ′
ℓβ̂], (4.15)

which produces the estimate for every αi. This equation can be directly solved if there are not failure
time ties in the dataset. Otherwise, an iterative solution is needed to acquire the maximum likelihood
estimator. The estimated cumulative hazard function Λ̂0(t) is obtained by substituting αi for α̂i in Equa-
tion 4.13. The baseline survivor function and hazard rate estimate F̂0(t) and λ̂0(t) respectively are
acquired by

F̂0(t) =
∏

i|ti≤t

α̂i (4.16)

and

λ̂0(t) =
dΛ̂0(t)

dt
. (4.17)

4.3. Proportionality Assessment
In this section, we investigate the proportionality assumption, as presented in subsection 4.1.2, for the
variables. This assumption states that the ratio between the hazard rates of two circuit breakers at iden-
tical component-age t remains constant throughout their failure-cycle, as is expressed in Equation 4.2.
The proportionality is assessed by visual inspection before coefficients are estimated, as graphs can
show more information than a single quantitative estimate and the risk of spurious correlations is ele-
vated, as we are working with a large data set.

Overall, we find that the replacement policy of CBs clouds the relation between major failures and
covariates. For this reason, the assumption does not hold for most covariates, but does hold when
modelling minor failures.

4.3.1. Visual Inspection
The visual proportionality inspection is performed with plots of transformed survivor functions. The
result is a log(− log(F̂ )) vs log(t) plot, where F̂ is the estimated survivor function and t the time in
years. If the times to failure are Weibull-distributed, which typically is a stylized fact of survival analysis,
the plot yields a straight line. This can be shown, as the hazard function of the standard two-parameter
Weibull distribution is equal to

λ(t) = λγ(λγ)γ−1, (4.18)

with survivor function
F (t) = exp[−(λt)γ ]. (4.19)

Taking the log(− log(·)) transformation, we find

log(− log(F (t))) = γ(log(t) + log(λ)). (4.20)

By using the empirical estimate of the survivor function, the plot provides an empirical check and can
supply an estimate of the slope through γ and the intercept through γ log(λ).

1In Equation 4.14, a small mistake in [32, p. 115] is corrected, where indices were swapped erroneously.
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Stratification
We stratify the data points over the covariate of interest, to assess the influence of the covariate. For
example, we divide the sample set in categories of operating voltages. Afterwards, the stratified data
sets are regressed on the associated failure times, to make the plots. The strata are chosen such that
they all contain a reasonable share of the original data set, as can be verified by comparing the criteria
with the histograms of chapter 3.

The proportionality assumption holds, if the curves of the stratified sets are parallel to each other.
The reason for this is the fact that hazards in the Cox PHM are multiplicative, meaning that after the
log(− log(·)) transformation, they become additive. Furthermore, the ordering of the parallel curves
implies which stratified data set experiences the highest hazard and which the lowest.

An Example
An exemplary set of survivor curves and their transformed counterparts is provided in Figure 4.2. On
the left, three survivor curves are depicted, where the green line shows the highest fraction (∼ 85%) of
survived circuit breakers after 20 years. The red line shows the lowest fraction (∼ 72%). This implies
that the set belonging to the green line is of higher quality.

The transformed curves on the right of Figure 4.2 show that their shapes and the ordering have
changed. The transformed survivor curves are reasonably straight, retaining still a slight downward
curve. This means that the survivor curves slope downwards slightly harder than a fitted Weibull dis-
tribution. Furthermore, the inversion of the ordering makes sense, as the negative sign in the transfor-
mation flips the ordering over the X-axis.
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(b) ... and their transformed counterparts.

Figure 4.2: Example of the log(− log(F )) vs log(t) transformation. Note the different X-axes’ scaling.

Main Takeaway
When reading these plots, it is important to remember that the higher curves correspond to faster failing
circuit breakers and vice versa. Furthermore, perfectly proportional hazards lead to curves perfectly
parallel with a level shift. In practice, this property is not met completely, especially at the ends of the
X-axis where extremer values reside. Nevertheless, reasonable inference can usually be made.

4.3.2. Time Since Last Failure
As we model both time to major and minor failure, they can serve as predictors for the other response
variable. Ergo, time to minor failures can serve as a covariate to model the time to major failure and
vice versa. In Figure 4.3, the time since last failure is stratified. On the left, the response variable is the
time to major failure, and the regressor is the mean time between corrective maintenance. On the right
side, the response variable is the time to minor failure and the regressor is the age of the component.
The former is discarded, the latter is adopted into the model.

Major failure modelling
Figure 4.3 shows the strata of mean time between corrective maintenance not to intersect, but also
not be completely parallel to each other. From a causal point of view, the ordering seems deceptive,
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Figure 4.3: Stratification of the estimated transformed survivor functions across the (a) mean time between corrective
maintenance and (b) component age.

as higher mean time between corrective maintenance is associated with higher survival probability.
Intuitively, it would be expected that CBs that experience more minor failures should survive shorter.
However, replacement is traditionally scheduled depending on age, not the amount of past failures.
The reasoning therefore reverses: CBs that survive for longer are older and therefore exhibit more
minor failures.

Following the above reasoning, this seems to be a bad regressor, as it appears to be an effect
of a cause, the latter being the age at replacement. As implementation of this variable would merely
model the current replacement policy, this should be omitted for actual health indexing and is therefore
discarded.

Minor failure modelling
On the right side of Figure 4.3, the reverse case is shown, where the age is regressed upon the time
to minor failure. As can be seen from the figure, there is some ambivalence between the strata. The
curves seem relatively straight and parallel; only the yellow curve corresponding to CBs of ages be-
tween 30 and 45 years shows different behaviour for time to minor failure lower than five years. How-
ever, the lower (and higher) end of the X-axis mostly contains more extreme values, and irregularities
here can be discarded if the middle section seems more unambiguous. For this reason, the component
age seems to be reasonable regressor and is selected.

4.3.3. Manufacturer
As introduced in section 3.2, the 27 original manufacturers are reduced to 3 main manufacturers:
Siemens, GE and Hitachi. Figure 4.4 shows them as three strata, with the two different response
variables. For major failure modelling, the covariate is discarded, but it is selected for minor failure
modelling.

Major failure modelling
The curves on the left side do not show a clear relation. Any relation between survivor probabilities and
manufacturer seem to vary with age, or to be artefacts in the dataset. For this reason, the covariate is
discarded.

Minor failure modelling
The frequency of minor failures seems to be more closely related with the manufacturer than the prob-
ability of major failures. As can be seen on the right side of the figure, CBs from Hitachi exhibit the
lowest time to minor failure and CBs from GE the highest time to minor failure. This effect can be due
to different quality standard of the manufacturers, or anything else related to their process.
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Figure 4.4: Stratification of the estimated transformed survivor functions across across manufacturers.

4.3.4. Voltage Level
The four different voltage levels of the circuit breakers are stratified in Figure 4.5. It should be noted that
the actual voltage present on the network levels may be different, as TenneT TSO NL can increase the
voltage to increase transportation capacity. For this reason, direct relations between the voltage and
the failure modelling should be disregarded, and only categorical inference can be made. For major
failures, the covariate is discarded; for minor failures, it is not.
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Figure 4.5: Stratification of the estimated transformed survivor functions across operating voltages.

Major failure modelling
The operating voltage seems to be somewhat related with the time to major failure, as higher voltage
circuit breakers seem to be associated with the higher curves on the left side of Figure 4.5. However, the
differences are minimal and not consistent across the board. Inference is hard, and the proportionality
assumption likely does not hold. The covariate is discarded.

Minor failure modelling
On the right side, the voltage categories show amore clear relation with the time to minor failure. Higher
voltage circuit breakers seem to require more corrective maintenance than lower voltage ones. Judging
from the figure, the proportionality assumption seems reasonable.

Reasons for the increased hazard could be that higher voltage CBs typically transport more en-
ergy, meaning that switching involves more energy dissipation. This energy can increase wear of the
arcing contacts or the decomposition of the SF6, which leads to impurities in the insulation medium.



4.3. Proportionality Assessment 24

Furthermore, higher voltage CBs often feature double arcing chambers, thereby increasing the leaking
potential. The covariate is selected into the model.

4.3.5. Relative SF6 Leakage Rate
The leakage rates are stratified across their average mass-percentage lost per year. The stratum with
the highest values is open-ended, making it a catch-all for the extreme values in the distribution. The
resulting curves are depicted in Figure 4.6. For major failures, this covariate is discarded, whereas for
minor failures, it is selected.
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Figure 4.6: Stratification of the estimated transformed survivor functions across SF6 leakage rates.

Major failure modelling
As can be seen on the left side of the figure, the curves are all relatively close together and intercept.
Furthermore, the ordering is not increasing nor decreasing, indicating that the leakage rate does not
contain information on the age at which the circuit breaker experiences major failure. Again, this is
likely due to the policy of TenneT TSO NL, but is not reflective of the actual technical condition of the
CB. The covariate is discarded.

Minor failure modelling
On the right side of the figure, it can be seen that a relation between the relative leakage rate and the
time to minor failure seems plausible. The CBs that leak more than 20 %/y show a slightly lower hazard
on the higher end of the time axis. This goes against the hypothesis of more leakage leading to more
minor failures, but can be an effect of the relatively few circuit breakers with such drastic leakages.

Overall, the proportionality assumption seems reasonable, as well as the implied linear relation,
since the distance between the 5 − 10 %/y and 10 − 20 %/y curves is approximately equal to the
distance between the latter and the 10 − 20 %/y. This makes sense when considering the logarithmic
transformation, as they both differ a factor two.

4.3.6. Switching Frequency
The registered average switching frequencies are stratified in four different ranges, as is shown in
Figure 4.7. The stratum of more than 30 switching actions per year contains some extreme values,
for which reason they are grouped together. For major failures, this covariates is discarded; for minor
failures, it is selected.

Major failure modelling
As can be seen on the left side of the figure, the ordering of the curves is not consistent. The ordering
during the first 25 years seems unreasonable as it is non-consecutive: with switching 10 − 20 times
per year results in the highest hazard. This is followed by more than 30 times per year, then by 20 −
30, and last 10 − 20 times per year.
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Figure 4.7: Stratification of the estimated transformed survivor functions across average switching frequencies.

This ordering seems to invert at the end of the CB life. This seems unnatural and defies the propor-
tionality assumption. It is possible that a different amount of switching is beneficial during infancy and
wear-out, but the results are not unambiguous enough to support such a hypothesis. For the mentioned
reasons, this covariate is discarded for the modelling of major failures.

Minor failure modelling
On the right side of Figure 4.7, it can be seen that a relation such as discussed above is not present
when modelling the time to minor failure. Here, the ordering of the strata falls in line with the initial
hypothesis of more switching leading to more wear. The curves are reasonably straight and parallel,
indicating that the proportional hazard assumption likely holds, though the first two levels of switching
frequency seem to overlap somewhat.

It is possible that the latter indicates that occasional switching is beneficial to the technical state
of the device to a certain degree. This would imply that CBs that very rarely switch experience issues
associated with extended rest, such as rust and insufficient self-lubrication. Occasional switching could
mitigate this, ensuring that the mechanics of the device remain in running-condition. Switching more
often could cause excess wear, and again increased hazard. Furthermore, CBs with high switching
frequencies are often associated with reactive loads, of which the currents are harder to switch. The
covariate is selected for the model.

4.3.7. Periodic Maintenance Intensity
The intensity of periodic maintenance is split intro three different strata, as can be seen in Figure 4.8.
As there are some right-tail extreme values, these are gathered in a the stratum ‘More than 0.2 times
periodic maintenance per year’. For both failure definitions, the covariate is discarded.

Major failure modelling
As can be seen on the left side of Figure 4.8, no strong conclusions can be drawn from the stratification.
There are some signs suggesting that increased periodic maintenance intensity results in higher hazard,
but these are too disparate to be considered. The proportionality assumption likely does not hold. The
covariate is discarded.

Minor failure modelling
In Figure 4.8b, it can be seen that the proportionality assumption is likely to hold for this changed
response variable. It can be seen that an increase in periodic maintenance operations per year leads
to increased hazard.

This does not fall in line with the hypothesis that periodic maintenance reduces the chance of future
failures, by catching early signs of failure modes. However, it does not imply that periodic maintenance
causes more failures, although this too is possible, as unnecessary maintenance poses the possibility
for mistakes to be made by engineers.
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Figure 4.8

It could be that this is an artefact of the dataset, as a result of the maintenance policy. In TenneT
TSO NL’s current health index, the health of the component is lowered when it exhibits failures, leading
to expedited periodic maintenance. This causes a correlation between the two, but with reversed
causality.

We deem it unlikely that periodic maintenance really negatively affects the technical health of the
component. Furthermore, as the goal of the new health index is to lower unnecessary periodic main-
tenance nevertheless, it seems unnecessary to introduce it into the model to further reduce periodic
maintenance. This covariate is likely a result of the current maintenance policy, and should thus be
treated as a response of the process, not as a regressor. The covariate is discarded.

4.3.8. Temperature
The year-averaged temperatures from the KNMI are stratified three-way. The results are depicted in
Figure 4.9. For both failure types, the covariate is discarded.
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Figure 4.9

Major failure modelling
The resulting curves show many intersections and the ordering seems random. The proportionality
assumption likely does not hold and the average temperature likely does not contain information on the
remaining lifetime of the circuit breaker. The covariate is discarded.
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Minor failure modelling
On the right side of the figure, the curves look straight and parallel, but the ordering is off. It seems
very unlikely that a half degree Celsius difference causes such differences around an ‘optimum’ of 10
− 10.5 ◦C. For this reason, the covariate is discarded.

4.3.9. Relative Humidity
The year-averaged relative humidity from the KNMI measurements is stratified four-way. The results
are depicted in Figure 4.10. Only for major failure modelling, the covariate is tentatively selected.
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Figure 4.10

Major failure modelling
Interestingly, the relative humidity seems to form two strata: 80 − 81 % and 82 − 83 %. Even though
these differences are small, the results seem to indicate a preference for lower humidity environments.

This could indicate that the higher humidity speeds up the rust process, increasing the hazard. This
result should be taken with a grain of salt however, as the relative humidity differences of only a few
percent are very small. Furthermore, the ordering in two groups remains unexplained. Still, the humidity
is considered as a variable, as the proportionality assumption seems to hold.

Minor failure modelling
On the right side of the figure, it can be seen that no relation seems evident between the year-averaged
relative humidity and the time to minor failure. The ordering is off and the curves intersect and overlap.
The variable is discarded.

4.4. Regression Analysis
To assess the significance of the explanatory power of the covariates, a multiple regression is con-
ducted. The goal of this is to finalize the model selection, and to estimate the coefficients thereof.

First, the correlation between the covariates is assessed with Kendall’s τ , as it is the standard test
for correlation on ordinal data. Afterwards, the methods introduced in section 4.2 are applied to the
data to find coefficient estimates.

4.4.1. Correlation Assessment
As there are many covariates considered for the model, the table of estimated correlations is large. For
this reason, the major results are discussed here and the complete table can be found in Appendix B.

Age − Mean Time Between Corrective Maintenance
The estimated correlation between ‘Age’ and ‘Mean Time Between Corrective Maintenance’ is 68.5%.
This makes sense, as older components are more likely to worn out and fail.
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Age − Periodic Maintenance Intensity
A correlation estimate is yielded of 20.3%. This seems reasonable, as very young components have
not experienced periodic maintenance. Older components likely are scheduled for a check-up more
often.

Manufacturer
The manufacturer dummy variables show a correlation estimate of -50.2%. This makes sense, as there
are three different, almost uniformly distributed manufacturers being modelled by two dummies: if one
of the dummies is equal to ‘1’, the other is ‘0’, yielding perfect prediction; if the former is ‘0’, the other
is a complete guess.

Voltage Level
The voltage dummies show a rank correlation estimate of -82.7%. The cause is the same as for the
manufacturer dummies, except the distribution has changed. Most of the assets operate at either 110
or 150 kV and 220 kV is the reference voltage. Therefore, if the 380 kV dummy is ‘0’, the 110/150 kV
dummy is likely to be ‘1’.

Manufacturer − Voltage Level
The dummy variables for manufacturer and voltage show interactions, implying that one manufacturer
is more likely to have been contracted for a certain voltage level than the other. From the correlation
estimates, it can be deduced that GE is the dominant at the 110/150 kV level, Siemens at the 220 kV
level and Hitachi at the 380 kV level.

SF6 Leakage Rate − Periodic Maintenance Intensity
These covariates show a relationship of 21.2% rank correlation. This makes intuitive sense, as periodic
maintenance can be intensified through TenneT’s current HI when failures occur.

Temperature − Relative Humidity
Temperature and relative humidity are negatively correlated with an estimated Kendall’s τ of -67.7%.
This is due to the climate of The Netherlands, and the relation can be seen in Figure 3.6.

4.4.2. Coefficient Estimates
The coefficient estimates for the multiple regression analysis are shown in Tables 4.1 and 4.2. The
significance of the variables is calculated using their limiting distribution, as given in the following section.
For the sake of comparability of the estimates, all covariates are normalized before regressing.

Asymptotic distribution of the estimated coefficient
Asymptotically, the coefficient vector estimate β̂ is χ2

p-distributed as:

β̂ ∼ χ2
p(β, I(β)

−1), (4.21)

where p is the number of covariates and the observed information I(β) is calculated as

I(β) = −∂2 logL
∂β∂β′ =

k∑
j=1

V (β, tj) . (4.22)

In the above equation, V is the covariance matrix of the covariates Z, given by

V (β, tj) =
∑
ℓ∈Rj

[Zℓ − E (β, tj)]
⊗2

pℓ (β, tj) , (4.23)

and E (β, tj) its expectation given by

E (β, tj) =
∑
ℓ∈Rj

Zℓ · pℓ (β, tj) , (4.24)

both weighted to their relative risk by

pℓ (β, tj) =
exp

[
Z ′

ℓβ
]∑

i∈Rj
exp

[
Z ′

iβ
] , ℓ ∈ Rj . (4.25)
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Major failure analysis
As can be seen from Table 4.1, only one coefficient is considered for the model. The other coefficients
have all been discarded during the proportionality assessment. The remaining coefficient yields a
significant estimate at the 5%-level and is emboldened.

Table 4.1: Coefficient estimates of the multiple regression to assess covariate selection with time to major failure as response
variable. Positive coefficient estimates indicate increased hazard per unit and vice versa. Estimates significant at the 5%-level

are typeset in bold.

Covariate Coefficient estimate (standard error) p-value

Relative Humidity 0.321 (0.067) <0.001

‘Relative Humidity’ shows significant results with an estimate of 0.321 and a p-value of less than
0.1%. This implies that higher average relative humidity decreases the life expectancy of the CB.
However, this causality seems questionable, as it was deemed in the previous section. Although the
relation seems strong, this could be an artefact in the dataset. Higher frequency data could reveal this
relation to be different.

For the final composition of the PHM for modelling major failures, only one covariate remains. This
tells us that, with the current data quality and replacement policy, there is very little predictive power for
modelling the remaining lifetime of CBs.

Minor failure analysis
The coefficient estimates of the multiple regression for modelling minor failures are given in Table 4.2.
This regression contains five covariates, with manufacturer and voltage split over four dummies in total.
As can be seen from the table, all of the covariates, with the exception of one, yield significant estimates
at the 5%-level and are emboldened.

Table 4.2: Coefficient estimates of the multiple regression to assess covariate selection with time to minor failure as response
variable. Positive coefficient estimates indicate increased hazard per unit and vice versa. Estimates significant at the 5%-level

are typeset in bold.

Covariate Coefficient estimate (standard error) p-value

Age 0.088 (0.052) 0.094
Manufacturer dummy - Hitachi -0.093 (0.047) 0.050
Manufacturer dummy - GE -0.127 (0.052) 0.014

Voltage Level dummy - 110/150 kV -0.415 (0.063) <0.001
Voltage Level dummy - 380 kV 0.148 (0.058) 0.010
Relative SF6 Leakage Rate 0.191 (0.014) <0.001

Switching Frequency 0.100 (0.036) 0.005

‘Age’ gives a positive coefficient estimate, showing that increasing major failure age is associated
with lower time to minor failure. However, the p-value of 9.4% shows this not to be a significant result.

The manufacturer dummies show Siemens to be the producer of relatively the least reliable CBs.
In a univariate setting, this seemed to be Hitachi, but the model writes this off to the increased hazard
at which most Hitachi CBs operate: 380 kV.

GE still seems to produce the most reliable CBs, with the lowest manufacturer dummy estimates of
-0.127 and a p-value of 1.4%. Furthermore, the voltage level of 110/150 kV at which most of their CBs
operate also yields the lowest hazard, with a dummy estimate of -0.415 and significance of less than
0.1%.

The coefficient for the relative SF6 leakage rate is strongly positive with a value of 0.191 and a p-
value of less than 0.1%. This shows a pronounced positive relationship between the leakage rate and
the experienced hazard.

Last, the average number of switching operations per year is also significantly positive with an
estimate of 0.100 and a p-value of 0.5%. This implies that higher average switching action per year is
associated with shorter time to minor failure.
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4.5. Summary
Major failures are difficult to model using the available covariates, whereas minor failures are more
suited for this purpose. The estimation of the proposed model shows that for the analysis of major
failures, very little predictive power is available in the covariates. Only one covariate, ‘Relative Humid-
ity’, yields significant results. For the analysis of minor failures, there is predictive power to be found.
For this approach, four covariates produce significant results at the 5%-level: ‘Manufacturer’, ‘Voltage
Level’, ‘Relative SF6 Leakage Rate’ and ‘Switching Frequency’.



5
Results

In this chapter, we present the results from the fitted model. These results include the estimated co-
efficient vector β̂ and baseline hazard function λ̂0(t), as well as the distribution of predicted failure
probabilities. This prediction shows which components are expected to experience failure(s) in the
near future. Furthermore, an out-of-sample prediction for failures in 2022 based on data up to and
including 2021 is presented to assess the predictive power of the model. Last, a possible conversion of
the predicted failure probabilities into a color-coded score to be used by TenneT TSO NL is introduced.

5.1. Estimated Model
In this section, we discuss the estimates of the complete model. First, the final coefficient estimates in
β̂ are presented, after which the estimated baseline hazard function λ̂0(t) is shown.

5.1.1. Coefficient Vector β
After the covariate selection of the previous chapter, the maximum likelihood estimation is performed
oncemore, to acquire their values without interference from removed covariates. Furthermore, likelihood-
ratio tests are performed to statistically test the significance of the complete coefficient vector.

The likelihood-ratio test is selected as it has the highest power of the standard tests for nested
models. To this end, the difference of the log-likelihoods of the selected model and the restricted model
without coefficients (β = 0) is calculated. The distribution of the test statistic is χ2

n, with the degrees of
freedom n equal to the difference in the number of parameters between the two models.

Major failure analysis
The estimate of the only remaining covariate ‘Relative Humidity’ has not changed from its estimate in
the previous chapter, as can be seen in Table 5.1. This makes sense, as no co-regressor has been
removed with respect to the previous estimation.

Table 5.1: Coefficient estimates of the multiple regression with the selected covariates and time to major failure as response
variable. Positive coefficient estimates indicate increased hazard per unit and vice versa.

Covariate Coefficient estimate (standard error) p-value

Relative Humidity 0.321 (0.067) <0.001

The likelihood-ratio test is performed to test the goodness of fit of the model against the restricted
model with β = 0. The resulting statistic is equal to 22.616, which yields a p-value of less than 0.1%.
Since this is less than the threshold of 5%, we reject the null hypothesis that the unrestricted model is
not a better fitting model.

Minor failure analysis
The resulting coefficient estimates change only slightly when removing dismissed covariates. This
effect is shown in Table 5.2 and makes sense, as the removed covariate ‘Age’, is not strongly correlated
with any of the remaining covariates.

31
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Table 5.2: Coefficient estimates of the multiple regression with the selected covariates and time to minor failure as response
variable. Positive coefficient estimates indicate increased hazard per unit and vice versa.

Covariate Coefficient estimate (standard error) p-value

Manufacturer dummy - Hitachi -0.096 (0.047) 0.043
Manufacturer dummy - GE -0.122 (0.052) 0.019

Voltage Level dummy - 110/1 50 kV -0.407 (0.062) <0.001
Voltage Level dummy - 380 kV 0.150 (0.058) 0.009
Relative SF6 Leakage Rate 0.192 (0.014) <0.001

Switching Frequency 0.099 (0.036) 0.005

The resulting value from the likelihood ratio test against the smaller model of β = 0 is 351.100, with
an associated p-value of less than 0.1%. Once again, we reject the null hypothesis and accept the
larger model as the better fit.

5.1.2. Baseline Hazard Rate λ0

The estimated baseline hazard rate λ̂0(t) and its associated survivor function F̂0(t) for major failures
are depicted in Figure 5.1. The respective estimates for minor failures can be seen in Figure 5.2.

As empirical estimates of both these functions are quite noisy, we have fit Weibull distributions upon
them, to analyze trends and get a smoother estimate. As we saw in section 4.3, the Weibull fit seems
reasonable for the considered data.

Major failure analysis
As can be seen in Figure 5.1(a), the empirically estimated hazard rate is relatively spiky, with the largest
outliers at the standard decommissioning age of forty years. Furthermore, a small spike at infancy can
be seen at approximately four years. This is typical for failure rates, showing slight confirmation of the
bath-tub curve. The fitted Weibull curve captures the upward trend, showing increasing hazard with
age.
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Figure 5.1: Estimates of (a) the baseline hazard function λ0(t) and (b) the survivor function F0(t) and their associated Weibull
fit for major failures.

Looking at the estimated survivor function in Figure 5.1(b), we see this effect more clearly. Most
assets survive their younger years, but increasingly fail as they age. The Weibull fit can be seen to
follow the curve neatly.

It should be noted that a significant part of the observations made here stem from TenneT’s current
decommissioning policy, which means many assets experience a truncated lifetime. However, if all
components were run until actual major failure, a similar, but stretched curve would likely become
visible. The reason for this is that CBs typically survive the designated forty years and failure would
therefore happen at a later stage.
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Minor failure analysis
Figure 5.2(b) shows a rather straight line for minor failures, in contrast with the estimated survivor func-
tion for major failures. Due to the granularity of mean time between corrective maintenance operations
as work orders only date back to 1998, large steps can be observed at 24, 12 and 8 years, correspond-
ing to components that experienced 1, 2 or 3 failures in the entire period of observation. However, the
Weibull fit captures the straight trend.

Figure 5.2(a) therefore also shows a straight line for the baseline hazard rate estimate. This falls in
line with expectation, as minor failures typically follow a more geometric-like distribution, with constant
hazard rate. The spikes in the figure again correspond to the granularity of the data, but suggest a
relatively constant λ0(t), even implying that a time-independent λ0 might be more appropriate.
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Figure 5.2: Estimates of (a) the baseline hazard function λ0(t) and (b) survivor function F0(t) and their Weibull fit for minor
failures.

5.2. Distribution of Estimated Failure Probabilities
Using the estimated coefficients and baseline hazard, we can make a prediction of the hazard the
assets will experience in the future. The experienced hazard is the cumulative hazard Λ(t), equal to
the integral of the hazard rate λ(t). The probability of surviving a certain amount of hazard is given as:

F (t) = exp(−Λ(t)), (5.1)

as we derived in section A.1. Using this relation, the distribution of predicted cumulative hazard is
transformed to estimated probabilities of failure over a certain horizon.

In Figure 5.3, the distribution of estimated failure probabilities for both major and minor failures is
depicted. The horizon taken for this probability is one year, as this will be used in section 5.3, and is
thus calculated as:

F̂ (t ≤ T ≤ t+ 1) = F̂ (T = t)− F̂ (T = t+ 1) = exp(−Λ̂(t))− exp(−Λ̂(t+ 1)). (5.2)

The estimated baseline hazards are approximated by using their Weibull fits, to smooth out the spikes.

Major failure analysis
As can be seen from Figure 5.3(a), all assets are estimated to have a very low probability of major
failure in the upcoming year. This makes sense, as it is a relatively short horizon. If the horizon were
to be increased, higher probabilities would become visible.

The shape of the distribution however suggests that most of the assets have a less than 1% chance
of failing majorly in the coming year, whereas the more vulnerable components experience a probability
of between 2% and 3%. This falls roughly in line with the findings of chapter 2, stating that major failures
occur once every 200 circuit breaker years.
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(a) (b)

Figure 5.3: Histograms of predicted probabilities of (a) major failures and (b) minor failures in 2022.

Minor failure analysis
For the probabilities of minor failure, the shape of the distribution is different. Most assets experience a
probability of approximately 1% to show a minor failure in the upcoming year. This falls in line with the
approximately constant hazard rate, indicating that an asset is almost equally likely to fail at any age in
the baseline case.

Vulnerable components have estimated probabilities of between 2% and 5%, where two humps are
visible in the data, caused by the manufacturer dummy variables. Probabilities below 1%, suggesting
high resiliency to failure, are scarce.

5.3. Assessment of Predictive Power
In this section, we assess the out-of-sample predictive power of the model. First, the failure probability
distributions of failed and surviving components of 2022 are compared, both visually and statistically.
Afterwards, the model is fit onto data up to and including 2021 and predicting which assets will fail in
2022. The coefficient estimates are very comparable to those of section 5.1 and are therefore given in
Appendix C.

5.3.1. Bifurcation of Probability Distribution into Failed and Non-Failed
The distributions of estimated failure probabilities of Figure 5.3 are split into two categories: components
that actually failed in 2022, and components that did not. The distributions are bifurcated and shown
together in Figure 5.4.

As can be seen in the histograms, the frequency order of the failed and non-failed distributions
differ, as well as their shape. The orange histogram contains the (few) failures, the blue histogram the
(many) survivors. The difference in shapes confirms that the estimated failure probabilities are actually
correlated with higher failure probability.

We apply the Monte Carlo permutation test to statistically assess this shape difference, as the
sample size is too large for a full permutation test. This test is chosen as it is non-parametric and exact.
The log-likelihood l of observing the failures with the predicted failure probabilities is given as:

l =

n∑
i=1

log
(
pai
i · (1− pi)

|1−ai|
)
, (5.3)

where, for asset i in the specified time-interval, pi is the predicted failures probability probability and
ai is an indicator for actual failure. The null hypothesis states that the assignment of failures over the
predicted probabilities is random and the blue and orange samples are therefore drawn from the same
distribution.

Through Monte Carlo sampling, the failure labels a are randomly reassigned to predicted failure
probabilities p 10.000 times and the corresponding log-likelihoods are calculated using Equation 5.3.
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(a) (b)

Figure 5.4: Bifurcated histograms of predicted probabilities of (a) major failures and (b) minor failures in 2022. Orange bars
contain failed assets, blue contains non-failed assets.

This way, a reference distribution for l is generated. The p-value is acquired by taking the relative rank
of the log-likelihood l in the generated distribution.

For both major and minor failures, this results in a rejection of the null hypothesis with corresponding
p-values of less than 0.1%. thereby suggesting that the estimated probabilities contain valid information
on the failure behaviour of the CBs.

5.3.2. Predictive Classification
In this section, we train a classifier on data up to and including 2021, and let it predict failures in 2022.
This horizon of one year is chosen, as fitting the model on fewer data turned out to be challenging.
The classifier is trained by optimizing the F-score in back-test and classifies based on an estimated
probability threshold: if the estimated probability exceeds this, a ‘positive’ i.e. failure is predicted. The
F-score is the harmonic mean of the precision (the number of true positives divided by all positives) and
recall (the number of true positives divided by true positives and false negatives). Therefore, it equally
represents both these metrics.

For major failures, the trained threshold is equal to 1.9% chance failure. For minor failures, this
is equal to 2.2%. Of course, this is lower than 50%, which is the natural threshold, above which the
expected value would be failure. However, as the horizon is relatively short and we are dealing with
a large sample, the threshold is lower. No single component reaches a very high estimated failure
probability, yet some still fail. The goal is to capture these.
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Figure 5.5: Confusion matrix results from predicting (a) major and (b) minor failures in 2022 out of sample.
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The confusion matrices in Figure 5.5 contain the results of the predictions for both major and minor
failures. The resulting F-score for major failures is equal to 12.0%, and 19.4% for minor failures, which
is both low. As can be seen, the predicted number of failures are 230 and 300 respectively, whereas the
actual number of failures is lower at 52 and 91 respectively. This means that our classifier overestimates
the number of failures. Furthermore, the number of false negatives is higher than the number of true
positives in both cases, which means that less than half of the actual failures are actually caught by the
classifier.

The performance of predictive classification is bad. It should be noted that a horizon of one year is
short, and extending this could increase the performance. Furthermore, predictions could be improved
with increased data quality, as well as observation frequency. Nevertheless, in its current state, the
prediction itself does not perform sufficiently well to use in this time frame.

This does not necessarily invalidate the results, as bad performance can be caused by other rea-
sons. First, we are modelling failure probability, which is a latent variable. This means that we observe
something else (failure) than what is modelled (likeliness to fail), which inherently introduces prediction
problems. Second, binary classification is hard, especially on a dataset where only 2% to 3% actually
fails. Last, the prediction horizon is very short. The model is developed for a time frame of several
years, or decades. Trying to shorten this to a single year, makes it very complex to pinpoint which
component will fail in only twelve months.

For the above reasons, the predicted failure probabilities are still applied to the health index, but
the horizon is extended. Furthermore, binary classification is not considered for the estimation of the
health of a component, nor its score.

5.4. Conversion to Color-Coded Score
The last step for constructing the health index is the conversion the failure probabilities into a scoring
system. The traditional HI scoring system of TenneT TSO NL consists of 10 levels, with 4 colors. These
are depicted in Table 5.3 with their definitions.

Table 5.3: Definition of the TenneT TSO NL health index scores.

Level Color Definition

1 Purple Within 3 years, 80% chance that the component is irreparably damaged
2 Purple Within 3 years, 50% chance that the component is irreparably damaged
3 Purple Within 3 years, 20% chance that the component is irreparably damaged
4 Red Within 7 years, 80% chance that the component is irreparably damaged
5 Red Within 7 years, 50% chance that the component is irreparably damaged
6 Red Within 7 years, 20% chance that the component is irreparably damaged
7 Orange Older than 75% of the average age
8 Orange Between 60% and 75% of the average age
9 Green More than 5 years old and less than 60% of the average age
10 Green Less than 5 years old

The definitions of the levels currently have little meaning, as the failure probabilities are not esti-
mated, and can therefore not be categorized. Furthermore, levels 7 through 10 are defined based
solely on the age of a component, where 1 through 6 are based on failure probabilities. This dis-
crepancy introduces unexpected behaviour in the health index. Lastly, it has been shown in [40] that
certain levels are skipped when the hazard rate is Weibull-distributed. This means that, before level
four is reached, level three is reached, as both probabilities are exceeded. Using the current HI, an
inconvenient ordering of the components would be made.

For the above reason, we introduce a new ordering, based on consecutive thresholds of failure
probabilities. For the horizon of the failure probability, we choose 5 years, as this is the average of
the 3 and 7 in the current system. The thresholds are chosen based on the distribution of the failure
probabilities, and are given in Table 5.4.

Furthermore, the 10 levels are concatenated into 4 uniquely color-coded levels, as the goal of the HI
is to visualize technical condition. Quantitative information remains available in the failure probability.

Lastly, the score is based on the estimated probability of minor failure, as this has shown to be more
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Table 5.4: Newly introduced health index score thresholds

Level Color Definition

1 Purple Within 5 years, 15% or higher chance of minor failure
2 Red Within 5 years, 10% − 15% chance of minor failure
3 Orange Within 5 years, 5% − 10% chance of minor failure
4 Green Within 5 years, less than 5% chance of minor failure

predictable in the current state. This is proven by the higher F-score in the previous section, as well as
more significant covariates in the model. As minor failures can be seen as precursors to major failure,
the same conclusions for decommissioning decisions can be made using this more accurate metric.

The resulting distribution of HI scores is depicted in the pie chart in Figure 5.6. The lion’s share of
58% of the population is assigned a green score, with the remaining 42% distributed over the worse
scores. 27% is given an orange score, indicating a state of increased vulnerability. The red share
makes up 7% and contains components of which the technical condition is worsened even further. The
last share with the purple score contains the last 7% of the components with the worst condition. As the
estimated failure probability of this bin contains no upper limit, this share can also contain components
with imminent failures ahead.

7%

7%

27%
58%

Figure 5.6: The scoring distribution of the components at the end of 2022, based on the failure probabilities output from the
model and the definitions as given in Table 5.4.

As this scoring system is directly linked to the (quantitative) estimated failure probability, it is also
possible to order the components according to their likeliness of failure. More than the scoring sys-
tem, this could enable the operator to schedule maintenance first for the single highest risk-bearing
component.

This system, with its fewer levels but more exact basis in statistics, should help TenneT TSO NL
manage its assets more efficiently. Furthermore, its simpler definition should make using it for decision-
making more intuitive for strategists and policy makers alike.

5.5. Summary
A four-level, color-coded scoring system for the technical health of the CBs has been formed using
the results from the model. The distribution of predicted failure probabilities over a one-year horizon is
analyzed, and bifurcated to assess the difference between failed and non-failed assets. It is concluded
that significant predictive power is present, but binary prediction of asset failure in 2022 based on data
up to and including 2021 does not yield satisfactory results. The prediction horizon is stretched to five
years and the acquired predicted failure probabilities are converted into scores.
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Conclusion

To unlock smarter and safer maintenance strategies for TenneT TSO NL’s high-voltage assets, a data-
driven health index is required to robustly assess the technical condition of the components. For this
research, the problem is restricted to circuit breakers, as these are amongst their most complex assets.

In this report, a new health index for TenneT TSO NL’s high-voltage assets is presented, meeting
the outset goal. The conclusions are summarized through the answering of the research questions.

Main: How can the health of a live tank, spring-operated, high-voltage SF6 circuit breaker in-
stalled onshore robustly be estimated using currently available monitoring data?
The health of the live tank, spring-operated high-voltage SF6 circuit breaker can robustly be estimated
using the new four-stage health index model, based on the Cox PHM. It allows for any type of input
log-linear in the component’s hazard rate to be used for modelling.

1. What is the distribution and rate of circuit breaker failure modes?
Failure modes are split into major and minor failure modes. Mechanical wear of the drive train and SF6

leakages form the main contributors to circuit breaker failure. This is exhibited through the common
major failure modes ‘Does not open/close on command’, related to mechanical failures, and ‘Locked
in open or close position’, related to alarm signals from the control system. A common cause for the
latter is the minor failure mode ‘Small SF6-leakage’.

Major failures are estimated to occur approximately once every 200 circuit breaker years, but the
under-reporting of minor failures is too severe to make a reasonable estimate of its rate. Major failure
rates roughly fall in line with the results of the failure probability modelling. Our modelling suggests that
minor failures occur approximately twice as often.

2. What variables can be used for estimating the hazard rate of the circuit breaker?
Major failure data is relatively polluted, causing almost no information to be found in the covariates, with
the exception of ‘Relative Humidity’. The proportionality inspection and regressions show significant
increasing hazard with increasing humidity, but a causal link is hard to define, as differences in average
relative humidity are very small across the country.

Minor failure data is less censored and four significant covariates are found. GE is the manufacturer
of the most reliable CBs, and Siemens those of the least. Furthermore, hazard rates increase with both
the operating voltage and the average switching frequency. Last, the new estimate constructed for
the SF6 leakage rate significantly indicates increasing hazard associated with leakages. To the our
knowledge, this is the first time that SF6 leakage rates have been successfully used to model failure
rates of circuit breakers.

3. How can the estimated hazard rate be translated into a health index scoring system?
The new HI scoring system is formed by categorizing the CBs based on their predicted probability of
minor failure over a period of five years, as data on major failures are found to be too censored. The
four colour-coded health index levels are chosen such that most healthy components with a reasonable
failure probability get a good score, whereas components with increasingly higher failure probabilities
get assigned increasingly worse scores.
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6.1. Recommendations for Future Research
In addition to the conclusions presented above, three suggestions for future research are made below.

• A similar investigation on a more complete and longer data set might improve failure predictions,
which currently perform below par. This could yield interesting predictive findings for policymak-
ers and create a deeper understanding of the relation between the covariates and the failure
behaviour.

• The incorporation of more climate change parameters, as will be introduced by IEC61850, can
unlock detailed analysis of its effect of CB failures. Extreme weather conditions may have short-
term effect on the technical condition of the asset, thereby rendering our approach with long-term
averaged climate conditions ineffective.

• The analysis of the regressions residuals, could shed a more quantitative light on the log-linearity
of the covariates in the hazard rates. This could be implemented by the well-known Cox-Snell
residuals, martingale or Schoenfeld residuals, for different aspects of interest. Furthermore, a
more strict approach to modelling the baseline hazard rate with e.g. the Weibull regression model
requires more parameters, but would mitigate spiky hazard rates.

6.2. Recommendations for TenneT TSO NL
After conducting this research commissioned by TenneT TSO NL, three main recommendations for her
modus operandi come to mind. These recommendations are listed below.

• The quality of the data available currently at TenneT TSO NL is too low to make accurate predic-
tions. Furthermore, the organization thereof is such that it was relatively hard to find both the data
themselves and colleagues who know how to find it. TenneT TSO NL should prioritize enabling
her employees to construct it. Based on our findings, it should focus on switching frequencies
and SF6 leakage rates for CBs and extracting those in a digitized fashion.

• Switched current and motor current are likely to contain valuable information, based on the anal-
ysis of circuit breaker failures behaviour. This could also remove the endogeneity of the high-
frequency switching of reactive loads, together with their higher switched current. As this data is
currently not available, we were not able to investigate this quantitatively, but this is worth looking
in to.

• The current health index levels are discrepant and said to be defined on failure probabilities, which
are never actually estimated. TenneT TSO NL should construct a more coherent system, that is
more intuitive to fill out and to use as a result. An example is provided in chapter 5, where we
suggest new levels.
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A
Derivations

This chapter contains derivations of properties used in the report. First is the relation between the
survivor function F (t) and the hazard rate λ(t). Second is the derivation of the log-likelihood of the
maximum likelihood estimator of α, required for the estimation of λ̂0(t).

A.1. Derivation of Relation Between Survivor Function and Hazard
Rate

Let T be a random variable representing the failure time. Then, the survivor function, failure probability
and its probability density function are defined as

F (t) = P (T > t), F̄ (t) = P (T ≤ t) and f(t) =
d

dt
F̄ (t). (A.1)

The hazard rate λ(t) and cumulative hazard Λ(t) are defined as

λ(t) = lim
∆t→0

(
P (t < T ≤ t+∆t | T > t)

∆t

)
,

Λ(t) =

∫
λ(t) · d(t).

(A.2)

The hazard rate can be rewritten to

λ(t) = lim
∆t→0

(
P (t < T ≤ t+∆t) ∩ P (T ≥ t)

P (T ≥ t) ·∆t

)
= lim

∆t→0

(
P (T ≤ t+∆t)− P (T ≤ t)

F (T ) ·∆t

)
= lim

∆t→0

(
F̄ (t+∆t)− F̄ (T )

∆t

)
· 1

F (T )

=
f(t)

F (t)
.

(A.3)

This yields a relationship between the hazard rate λ(t), the failure probability density function f(t) and
the survival function F (t). Now, applying the derivative of a composite log function:

d

dx
ln(f(x)) = f ′(x)

f(x)
, (A.4)
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the hazard rate can be expressed as

λ(t) =
d

dt
(1− F (t)) · 1

F (t)

= − f(t)

F (t)

= − d

dt
ln(F (t)),

(A.5)

which is simply the negative derivative of the natural logarithm of the survival function. Integrating both
sides of the equation yields the relation between the cumulative hazard and the survival function

Λ(t) = − ln(F (t)) and
F (t) = exp (−Λ(t)).

(A.6)

A.2. Derivation of the MLE of αi
The likelihood function of Equation 4.14 is given as

L(α) =

k∏
i=1

 ∏
j∈Di

(
1− α

exp(Z′
jβ)

i

) ∏
ℓ∈Ri−Di

α
exp(Z′

ℓβ)
i

 . (A.7)

To derive the maximum likelihood estimate (MLE) αi, we split the likelihood function over the non-
censored distinct failure times k:

L(αi) =
∏
j∈Di

(
1− α

exp(Z′
jβ)

i

) ∏
ℓ∈Ri−Di

α
exp(Z′

ℓβ)
i . (A.8)

Taking the logarithm of the likelihood function of αi yields:

ℓ(αi) =
∑
j∈Di

log
(
1− α

exp(Z′
jβ)

i

)
+

∑
ℓ∈Ri−Di

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ
)
log(αi), (A.9)

of which the derivative with respect to αi is

dℓ(αi)

dαi
=

∑
j∈Di

0− exp
(
Z ′

jβ
)
α
exp(Z′

jβ)−1

i

1− α
exp(Z′

jβ)
i

+
∑

ℓ∈Ri−Di

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ
)

αi
= 0. (A.10)

Above, the log-likelihood is equated to zero, to find the maximum likelihood solution for αi. Multiplying
both sides with αi drops the right-hand side fraction:

∑
j∈Di

exp
(
Z ′

jβ
)
α
exp(Z′

jβ)
i

1− α
exp(Z′

jβ)
i

=
∑

ℓ∈Ri−Di

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ
)
. (A.11)

Now, some juggling on the left-hand side will allow us to join the sets Ri − Di and Di later on. This
starts of as follows:

∑
j∈Di

exp
(
Z ′

jβ
)(

1−
(
1− α

exp(Z′
jβ)

i

))
1− α

exp(Z′
jβ)

i

=
∑

ℓ∈Ri−Di

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ
)
. (A.12)

After this, the term on the left can be split into two terms:

∑
j∈Di

exp
(
Z ′

jβ
)

1− α
exp(Z′

jβ)
i

−
∑
j∈Di

exp
(
Z ′

jβ
)
=

∑
ℓ∈Ri−Di

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ
)
, (A.13)
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the latter of which we can bring to the right side, while renaming the summation index j to ℓ:

∑
j∈Di

exp
(
Z ′

jβ
)

1− α
exp(Z′

jβ)
i

=
∑

ℓ∈Ri−Di

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ
)
+

∑
ℓ∈Di

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ
)
. (A.14)

Joining the summation sets, we find the maximum likelihood estimate by solving

∑
j∈Di

exp
(
Z ′

jβ
)

1− α
exp(Z′

jβ)
i

=
∑
ℓ∈Ri

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ
)
. (A.15)

If there are no ties in the dataset at time ti, αi is given by

α̂i =

1−
exp

(
Z ′

iβ̂
)

∑
ℓ∈Ri

exp
(
Z ′

ℓβ̂
)


exp(−Z′
iβ̂)

. (A.16)

If there are ties at ti, a numerical solution to Equation A.15 is required. [32] suggest appropriate initial
values for αi.



B
Covariate Correlation Coefficients

This appendix contains the table for the estimated rank correlation coefficients between all of the covariates. These are estimated using Kendall’s τ . As
this table is symmetric, only the lower-left triangle is filled out. The results are depicted in Table B.1.

Coefficient see left-side

Age 1.000
Mean Time Between Corrective Maintenance 0.685 1.000
Manufacturer Hitachi 0.058 0.056 1.000
Manufacturer GE -0.018 0.027 -0.502 1.000
110/150 kV 0.075 0.183 -0.232 0.264 1.000
380 kV -0.050 -0.159 0.248 -0.233 -0.827 1.000
Relative SF6 Leakage Rate 0.053 -0.169 0.129 -0.028 -0.193 0.212 1.000
Switching Frequency -0.072 -0.100 -0.060 -0.034 -0.040 0.075 0.032 1.000
Periodic Maintenance Intensity 0.203 -0.012 0.018 0.078 -0.077 0.108 0.318 -0.007 1.000
Temperature 0.118 0.098 0.225 -0.092 0.072 0.062 -0.000 -0.004 -0.001 1.000
Relative Humidity -0.178 -0.129 -0.100 -0.010 -0.093 -0.040 -0.028 0.009 -0.079 -0.677 1.000

Table B.1: Kendall’s τ correlation estimates between all the considered covariates
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C
Out-of-Sample Model

In this appendix, the estimated model for the out-of-sample analysis of section 5.3 is presented. This
model is fitted on data up to and including 2021, instead of up to and including 2022.

Table C.1 contains the estimates for the major failure model and Table C.2 for the minor failure
model. Furthermore, Figure C.1 depict the estimated baseline hazard rate for (a) major failures and (b)
minor failures, with their corresponding Weibull fits.

Table C.1: Coefficient estimates of the multiple regression with the selected covariates and time to major failure as response
variable of data up to and including 2021. Positive coefficient estimates indicate increased hazard per unit and vice versa.

Covariate Coefficient estimate (standard error) p-value

Relative Humidity 0.351 (0.068) <0.001

Table C.2: Coefficient estimates of the multiple regression with the selected covariates and time to minor failure as response
variable of data up to and including 2021. Positive coefficient estimates indicate increased hazard per unit and vice versa.

Covariate Coefficient estimate (standard error) p-value
Manufacturer dummy - Hitachi -0.099 (0.046) 0.031
Manufacturer dummy - GE -0.119 (0.052) 0.022

Voltage Level dummy - 110/150 kV -0.388 (0.062) <0.001
Voltage Level dummy - 380 kV 0.161 (0.057) 0.005
Relative SF6 Leakage Rate 0.109 (0.027) <0.001

Switching Frequency 0.087 (0.036) 0.015
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Figure C.1: Out-of-sample estimates of the baseline hazard function λ0(t) and their Weibull fits for (a) major and (b) minor
failures.
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