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Electrical Insulators and Accessories Sectional Committee, ETD 06

NATIONAL FOREWORD

This Indian Standard (Part 3) which is identical with IEC/TS  60815-3 : 2008  ‘Selection and dimensioning
of high-voltage insulators intended for use in polluted conditions — Part 3: Polymer insulators for a.c.
systems’ issued by the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC)  was  adopted by the Bureau
of Indian Standards on the recommendation of the Electrical Insulators and Accessories Sectional
Committee and approval of the Electrotechnical Division Council.

The text of IEC Technical Specification has been approved as suitable for publication as an Indian
Standard without deviations. Certain conventions are however not identical to those used in Indian
Standards. Attention is particularly drawn to the following:

a) Wherever the words ‘International Standard’ appear referring to this standard, they should
be read as ‘Indian Standard’.

b) Comma (,) has been used as a decimal marker while in Indian Standards, the current
practice is to use a point (.) as the decimal marker.

In this adopted standard, reference appears to certain International Standards for which Indian
Standards also exist. The corresponding Indian Standards, which are to be substituted in their places,
are listed below along with their degree of equivalence for the editions indicated:

          International Standard  Corresponding Indian Standard Degree of Equivalence

IEC 60050-471 Internat ional
Electrotechnical Vocabulary —
Part 471: Insulators
IEC/TS 60815-1 Selection and
dimensioning of high-voltage
insulators for polluted conditions —
Part 1: Definitions, information and
general principles

IS 1885 (Part 54) :  1993
Electrotechnical vocabulary: Part 54
Insulators (first revision)
IS 16683 (Part 1) : 2018 Selection
and dimensions of high voltage
insulators intended for use in polluted
conditions : Part 1 Definit ions,
information and general principles

Identical with
IEC 60050-471 : 1984

Identical with
IEC/TS 60815-1 : 2008

The technical committee has reviewed the provisions of the following International Standards referred
in this adopted standard and has decided that they are acceptable for use in conjunction with this
standard:

International Standard Title

IEC/TR 62039 Selection guide for polymeric materials for outdoor use under HV stress
IEC/TS 62073 Guidance on the measurement of wettability of insulator surfaces

Only English language text the IEC Standard has been retained while adopting it in this Indian Standard,
and as such the page numbers given here are not the same as in the IEC Standard.

For the purpose of deciding whether a particular requirement of this standard is complied with, the
final value, observed or calculated, expressing the result of a test or analysis, shall be rounded off in
accordance with IS 2 : 1960 ‘Rules for rounding off numerical values (revised)’. The number of significant
places retained in the rounded off value should be the same as that of the specified value in this
standard.



 

 
 
 

1 Scope and object 

IEC/TS 60815-3, which is a technical specification, is applicable to the selection of polymer 
insulators for a.c. systems, and the determination of their relevant dimensions, to be used in 
high voltage systems with respect to pollution. 

This part of IEC/TS 60815 gives specific guidelines and principles to arrive at an informed 
judgement on the probable behaviour of a given insulator in certain pollution environments.  

The contents of this technical specification are based on CIGRE 33.13 TF 01 documents [1], 
[2]1, which form a useful complement to this technical specification for those wishing to study 
in greater depth the performance of insulators under pollution. 

This technical specification does not deal with the effects of snow or ice on polluted 
insulators. Although this subject is dealt with by CIGRE [3], current knowledge is very limited 
and practice is too diverse. 

The object of this technical specification is to give the user means to 

• 

• 

• 

___________ 

determine the reference unified specific creepage distance (USCD) from site pollution 
severity (SPS) class, 

choose appropriate profiles, 

apply correction factors for altitude, insulator shape, size and position, etc. to the 
reference USCD. 

2 Normative references 

The following referenced documents are indispensable for the application of this document. 
For dated references, only the edition cited applies. For undated references, the latest edition 
of the referenced document (including any amendments) applies. 

IEC 60050-471, International Electrotechnical Vocabulary – Part 471: Insulators 

IEC/TS 60815-1, Selection and dimensioning of high-voltage insulators for polluted conditions 
– Part 1: Definitions, information and general principles 

IEC/TR 62039, Selection guide for polymeric materials for outdoor use under HV stress 

IEC/TS 62073, Guidance on the measurement of wettability of insulator surfaces 

1  Figures in square brackets refer to the bibliography. 
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3 Terms, definitions and abbreviations 

3.1 Terms and definitions 

For the purposes of this document, the following terms, definitions and abbreviations apply. 
The definitions given below are those which either do not appear in IEC 60050-471 or differ 
from those given in IEC 60050-471. 

3.1.1  
unified specific creepage distance 
USCD 
creepage distance of an insulator divided by the r.m.s. value of the highest operating voltage 
across the insulator 

NOTE 1 This definition differs from that of specific creepage distance where the line-to-line value of the highest 
voltage for the equipment is used (for a.c. systems usually Um/√3). For line-to-earth insulation, this definition will 
result in a value that is √3 times that given by the definition of specific creepage distance in IEC/TR 60815 (1986). 

NOTE 2 For ‘Um’ see IEV 604-03-01 [3]. 

NOTE 3 It is generally expressed in mm/kV and usually expressed as a minimum. 

3.1.2  
reference unified specific creepage distance 
RUSCD 
initial value of unified specific creepage distance for a pollution site before correction for size, 
profile, mounting position, etc. according to this technical specification and  generally 
expressed in mm/kV 

3.2 Abbreviations 
CF creepage factor 
ESDD equivalent salt deposit density 
HTM hydrophobicity transfer material 
NSDD non-soluble deposit density 
SDD salt deposit density 
SES site equivalent salinity 
SOR safe operating regions 
SPS site pollution severity 
USCD unified specific creepage distance 
RUSCD reference unified specific creepage distance 

4 Principles 

The overall process of insulation selection and dimensioning can be summarized as follows: 

Firstly, using IEC/TS 60815-1: 

• 

• 

• 

determine the appropriate approach 1, 2 or 3 as a function of available knowledge, time 
and resources; 

collect the necessary input data, notably system voltage, insulation application type (line, 
post, bushing, etc.); 

collect the necessary environmental data, notably site pollution severity and class. 

At this stage a preliminary choice of possible candidate insulators suitable for the applications 
and environment may be made. 
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Then, using this technical specification:  

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

refine choice of possible candidate polymer insulators suitable for the environment; 

determine the reference USCD for the insulator types and materials, either using the 
indications in the this technical specification, or from service or test station experience in 
the case of approach 1 (Clause 7); 

choose suitable profiles for the type of environment (Clause 8); 

verify that the profile satisfies certain  parameters, with correction or action according to 
the degree of deviation (Clause 9); 

modify, where necessary (approaches 2 and 3), of the reference USCD by factors 
depending on the size, profile, orientation, etc. of the candidate insulator (Clauses 10 and 
11); 

verify that the resulting candidate insulators satisfy the other system and line 
requirements such as those given in Table 2 of IEC/TS 60815-1 (e.g. imposed geometry, 
dimensions, economics);  

verify the dimensioning, if required in the case of approach 2, by laboratory tests (see 
Clause 12).  

NOTE Without sufficient time and resources (i.e. using approach 3), the determination of the necessary USCD will 
have less accuracy. 

5 Materials 

5.1 General information on common polymer housing materials 

The present practice is to use housings manufactured from several base polymers, for 
instance silicone rubbers based on dimethyl siloxane, cross linked polyolefins such as EPDM 
rubber, or semi-crystalline ethylene copolymers such as EVA, or rigid highly cross-linked 
epoxy resins based on cycloaliphatic components.  

None of these polymers will give satisfactory performance in an outdoor environment without 
a sophisticated additive package to modify their behaviour. Typically, such additives include 
anti-tracking agents, UV screens and stabilizers, antioxidants, ionic scavengers, etc. Within 
each material type the base material, the additives and even their processing can have a 
significant influence on material performance.  

Some polymer insulators can collect more pollutants compared to ceramic and glass 
insulators due to their surface characteristics. 

Polymer materials which exhibit hydrophobicity and the capability to transfer hydrophobicity to 
the layer of pollution are referred to in this technical specification as hydrophobicity transfer 
materials (HTM); materials which do not exhibit hydrophobicity transfer are referred to as non-
HTM. Hydrophobicity may be lost in certain conditions (see 5.2), either temporarily or in some 
cases permanently. IEC/TS 62073 gives guidance on the measurement of wettability of 
insulator surfaces. 

5.2 Issues specific to polymer housing materials under pollution 

5.2.1 Reduction of creepage distance 

Polymeric insulators present certain advantages over ceramic and glass insulators due to 
their form and materials. These advantages include a generally improved pollution withstand 
behaviour when compared to similar ceramic or glass insulators of equal creepage distance; 
this improvement is even more enhanced by use of HTM. In principle and purely from a 
pollution withstand or flashover point of view, it can thus be concluded that a reduced 
creepage distance may be used for such insulators. However, compared to traditional 
insulating materials, polymer materials are more susceptible to degradation by the 
environment, electric fields and arc activity which may, in certain conditions, reduce insulator 
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pollution performance or lifetime. Annex A gives more information on this effect, including the 
following points:  

– Reduced creepage distance may, in certain site conditions, result in increased discharge 
activity and negate any advantage in pollution performance if hydrophobicity is totally lost, 
and may lead in some cases to flashover or degradation. 

– Conversely, risk of material changes or degradation due to localized arc activity may be 
increased when creepage distance per unit length is excessive. 

Other points of importance are as follows: 

– Use of grading rings is generally necessary at high voltages, the exact voltage level at 
which they become necessary depends on design and materials. 

– More pollution may accumulate on some polymer surfaces, and may reduce their pollution 
performance advantage over comparable glass and porcelain insulators. 

– Some polymers can be subject to fungal growths which affect hydrophobicity. 
– HTM polymeric insulators generally show less influence of diameter and air density on 

their pollution performance; this influence may increase if the surface becomes 
hydrophilic. 

Therefore, in many cases, it could be advisable to accept improved pollution performance and 
avoid degradation or flashover problems by using the same creepage distance as 
recommended for porcelain and glass insulators. 

Nevertheless, the use of reduced creepage distance can be envisaged in certain 
circumstances or conditions. These circumstances cannot be precisely defined since they 
depend on a large number of factors; however, some general examples of conditions (or 
combinations thereof) in which the use of reduced creepage distance can be adopted are 
given below. It is important that, whenever possible, the decision to use reduced creepage be 
discussed and agreed by all interested parties.  

Examples include: 

– Proof by line trial, test station or historic data with the same design, materials and electric 
stress. 

– The pollution is predominately type A, with no risk of extreme events (wetting or pollution 
deposition). 

– There is no frequent or daily cyclic wetting or other environmental effects liable to prolong 
or inhibit HTM recovery. 

– The HTM has a proven history of good encapsulation and recovery characteristics. 
– Regular inspection, maintenance, washing or cleaning is envisaged. 
– There is a short lifetime requirement (e.g. emergency/temporary lines). 
– There is no other solution possible due to dimensional constraints. 
– The profile has a good conformance with Clause 9 of this technical specification. 

5.2.2 Extreme pollution 

Under certain extreme pollution conditions it may be recommendable to increase the 
creepage distance of composite insulators beyond that determined by the use of this technical 
specification, mainly to avoid damage to the surface or housing by permanent or frequent 
localised arcing.  

It is important to remember that increasing creepage distance by using a profile that supplies 
more creepage distance per unit length may be self-defeating since it can increase the risk of 
local arcing (see Annex A). 
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6 Site severity determination 

For the purposes of standardization, five classes of pollution characterizing the site severity 
are qualitatively defined in IEC/TS 60815-1, from very light pollution to very heavy pollution, 
as follows: 

a – Very light; 
b – Light;  
c – Medium;  
d – Heavy;  
e – Very heavy. 

NOTE 1 These letter classes do not correspond directly to the previous number classes of IEC/TR 60815:1986. 

The SPS class for the site is determined according to IEC/TS 60815-1, using the standard 
glass or porcelain reference insulator, and is used to determine the reference USCD for 
polymeric insulators. 

NOTE 2 It is not recommended to use polymeric insulators for site severity determination. As mentioned in Clause 
5, polymeric surfaces may have a different pollution collection and self-cleaning behaviour compared to glass or 
ceramic surfaces. Additionally, some polymer materials may exhibit surface tack or roughness which can further 
affect short- or long-term pollution collection. 

7 Determination of the reference USCD 

Figure 1 shows the relation between SPS class and RUSCD for polymer insulators, for normal 
cases (see 5.2). The bars are preferred values representative of a minimum requirement for 
each class and are given for use with approach 3 as described in IEC/TS 60815-1. If the 
estimation of SPS class tends towards the neighbouring higher class, then the curve may be 
followed. 

If exact SPS measurements are available (approach 1 or 2), it is recommended to take an 
RUSCD which corresponds to the position of the SPS measurements within the class by 
following the curve in Figure 1. 

NOTE It is assumed that the final USCD resulting from the application of the corrections given hereafter to the 
RUSCD will not correspond exactly to a creepage distance available for catalogue insulators. Hence it is preferred 
to work with exact figures and to round up to an appropriate value at the end of the correction process. 
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Figure 1 – RUSCD as a function of SPS class 
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8 General recommendations for polymer profiles  

In general polymer shed profiles are simpler than those of glass or porcelain insulators and 
the majority can be classified as open profiles (see Figure 2). Commonly, their top slope is 
less than 20° and their underside angle similar or less. There are no deep under-ribs. They are 
generally acceptable in all types of environmental conditions, both types A and B, in both 
vertical and horizontal orientations. These profiles are beneficial in areas where the pollution 
is deposited onto the insulator by wind, such as in deserts, heavily polluted industrial areas or 
coastal areas. They are particularly effective in climates which are characterized by extended 
dry periods. Open profiles have good self-cleaning properties and are also more easily 
cleaned if maintenance is required. 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2a – Polymeric long rod, post and 
hollow insulators 

Figure 2b – Polymeric post and hollow 
insulators 

Figure 2 – Typical “open” profiles 

Higher slopes lead to reduced self-cleaning, as do deep under-ribs (see Figures 3 and 4). 
Consequently these profiles are generally more suited to type B pollution. 

 
 

Figure 3 – Typical steep polymeric 
profile 

Figure 4 – Typical shallow under-
ribs on open profile 

Profiles with shallow under-ribs (see Figure 5) provide additional protected creepage distance 
and are beneficial in areas with type B pollution, such as salt fog or spray as long as shed 
spacing is not reduced. Under-ribs are, in general, not suited for environments with type A 
pollution or in areas with long dry periods. 

The alternating profile (see Figure 6) allows increased creepage per unit length while 
ensuring satisfactory wet performance and self-cleaning properties. For the purposes of this 
specification, an alternating shed arrangement is defined as having a minimum difference in 
shed overhang, either given as a percentage of shed overhang for smaller diameter 
insulators, or of at least 15 mm for larger diameter insulators, e.g. post and hollow insulators 
(see 9.1).  

NOTE The difference in shed overhang is less critical for wet performance of polymer insulators than it is for 
glass or porcelain insulators, notably for smaller diameters where s/p is more pertinent. However for longer 
insulators, for systems at 300 kV and above, too small a shed spacing can have a significant influence on wet 
power frequency and switching impulse withstand behaviour. 
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Figure 5 – Typical deep under-rib 
profile 

Figure 6 – Typical “alternating” 
profiles 

9 Checking of profile parameters 

9.1 General remark 

Profile parameters are important for avoiding rain bridging, preventing local short-circuiting 
between sheds, aiding self-cleaning, avoiding pollution “traps” and controlling local electric 
field stress. The following profile parameters have a normal (white) range, a grey range where 
they can reduce performance (minor deviation) and a black range where they can have a 
serious effect on performance under pollution (major deviation). Each parameter shall be 
calculated and checked according to the following. It is allowed for one parameter to deviate 
into a grey area, i.e. to have a minor deviation. In the case of a minor deviation, it is 
recommended that the RUSCD be chosen from Figure 1 towards the upper end of the SPS 
class or even for the next higher class, unless such a change would further aggravate the 
deviation, notably by reducing s/p or increasing l/d. If more than one parameter is in a grey 
area, or any parameter in a black area, then this is considered as a major deviation and it is 
recommended to do one of the following: 

– consult data from service or test station experience to confirm the performance of the 
profile; 

– find an alternative profile or insulator technology; 
– verify the performance of the profile by testing (see Clause 12). 

NOTE The figures in the following subclauses are intended solely to illustrate the dimensional parameters used to 
determine profile parameters. They are not intended to represent optimum shed shapes or shapes that are actually 
used. 
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9.2 Alternating sheds and shed overhang 

 

 

p2 

p1 

 

The classification of a profile as being alternating or not is based on 
difference in shed overhang measured from the insulator trunk to 
the tips of the largest and smallest sheds. 

Shed overhang alone is not an important parameter, as long as the shed 
angle is not essentially flat (< 5º), or excessive (> 35º). The parameter is 
useful for defining uniform shed diameter profiles compared to alternating 
shed diameter profiles. However larger values of difference in shed 
overhang may be beneficial for vertical insulators in ice, snow and heavy 
rain conditions 

 
Classification of profile 

 Non-alternating Alternating 

Vertical insulators with overall 
diameter > 200 mm 

p1= p2  
or 

p1-p2  < 15 mm 
p1-p2  ≥ 15 mm 

Other positions and vertical insulators 
with overall diameter ≤ 200 mm 

p1= p2  
or 

p1-p2  < 0,18 p1 mm
p1-p2  ≥  0,18 p1 mm 

9.3 Spacing versus shed overhang 

 

s 

p 

 
Uniform sheds 

 

s 

p 

 
Alternating sheds 

Spacing versus shed overhang is the ratio of the 
vertical distance between two similar points of 
successive sheds of the same diameter (spacing) 
and the maximum shed overhang. 

This parameter, as well as those described in 9.4, 9.5 
and 9.6, involve shed-to-shed spacing and are important 
for the avoidance of “shorting out” creepage distance 
bridged by a shed-to-shed arc 

 
 Deviations for s/p 

Insulators with shank diameter ≤ 110 mm 

Sheds with under 
ribs 

 Major   Minor None 

Sheds without 
under ribs 

 Major  Minor  None 

s/p 0,4 0,5 0,6 0,7 0,8 0,9 1   

 

 Deviations for s/p

Insulators with shank diameter > 110 mm 

Sheds with under 
ribs 

Major  Minor   None  

Sheds without 
under ribs 

Major Minor  None   

s/p 0,4 0,5 0,6 0,7 0,8 0,9 1   
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9.4 Minimum distance between sheds 

 

c 

 
Uniform sheds 

 

c 

 
 

c 

 
Alternating sheds  

Not applicable to cap and pin insulators or pin 
insulators. 

c is the minimum distance between adjacent sheds of 
the same diameter, measured by drawing a 
perpendicular from the lowest point of rim of the upper 
shed to the next shed below of the same diameter. 

Minimum distance between sheds is one of the more 
important characteristics for insulator profile 
evaluation. Shed-to-shed arcing for small shed spacing 
can negate any effort to improve performance by 
adding creepage distance 

 
Deviations for c

Uniform sheds Major Minor None     
Alternating 

sheds 
Major  Minor   None 

c (mm) 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 

 

9.5 Creepage distance versus clearance 
 

 

l1 
d1 

l2 d2 

 

 
Alternating sheds 

d is the straight air distance between two points 
on the insulating part or between a point on the 
insulating part and another on a metal part. 

l is the part of the creepage distance measured 
between the above two points. 

l/d is the highest ratio found on any section. 

 

d 
l 

 

Creepage distance versus clearance is a more 
localized check of the risk of bridging by arcs when 
dry bands or uneven hydrophobicity occur. It is 
also important in avoiding localized pollution build-
up in deep and narrow sections of the profile Plain sheds 

 

Deviations for l/d

All profiles  None   Minor Major 

l1d1
l2d2

l3
d3

l/d 0   2   3   4     5   6   7   
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9.6 Shed angle 

 

α 

 

For rounded sheds, α is measured at the mid-point. 

Open profiles allow for more efficient natural washing of insulator 
surfaces, provided the shed angle is not so low as to impede excess 
water run-off 

 

Deviations for shed angle α 

Vertical insulators Minor 
0° Major 

 None Minor Major  

Horizontal insulators, 
insulators with  

minimum distance 
between sheds less 

than 30 mm 

 None Minor  Major  

α ° 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 

9.7 Creepage factor 

CF is equal to l/A 

where 

l is the total creepage distance of the insulator; 

A is the arcing distance of the insulator. 

Creepage factor is a global check of the overall density of creepage distance. If the 
requirements of 9.2, 9.3 and 9.4 are met, the creepage factor requirement is usually 
automatically respected. 

Deviations for CF 

SPS Class a None      

SPS Class b None      

SPS Class c None   Minor Major  

SPS Class d None      

SPS Class e None      

CF 2,5 3 3,5 4 4,5 5 5,5 

10 Correction of RUSCD 

The following corrections, where applicable, shall be applied to the reference USCD 
determined after analysis according to Clause 9 above. All the factors are multipliers, as 
follows: 

Corrected USCD = RUSCD × Ka × Kad

10.1 Correction for altitude Ka 

The influence of altitude on impulse withstand voltages is generally much greater than on 
pollution withstand performance. In general, the increase in insulation length necessary for 
impulse voltages at higher altitudes results in more than sufficient increase in creepage 
distance. If, nevertheless, correction is required, notably for altitudes above 1 500 m where 
there is no previous operating experience, then correction can be used based on [1]. 
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10.2 Correction for insulator diameter Kad 

Correct for average insulator diameter Da as follows: 

Kad = 1 when Da is smaller than 300 mm; 

Kad from the figure below when Da is equal to or larger than 300 mm. 

Where Da = (2Dt + Ds1 +Ds2)/4 (Ds1=Ds2 for regular sheds). For complex shed repetitions, 
add each extra diameter to the numerator and add 2 to the denominator. 

This correction may be reduced in certain conditions, as described in 5.2 for reduced 
creepage distance. This is reflected in Figure 7 below by the different curves for HTM, non-
HTM and intermediate cases where hydrophobicity of HTM materials may be temporarily lost.  
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NOTE CIGRE 33.13 TF 01 documents [1, 2], provide a background to this 
diagram. 

 

Figure 7b –  Kad versus average diameter Figure 7a – Illustration of parameters 
Dt,  Ds1, and Ds2

 

Figure 7 – Kad versus average diameter and illustration of parameters 

11 Determination of the final minimum creepage distance 

Once the RUSCD has been corrected according to Clause 10, the final minimum creepage 
distance is determined for the candidate insulator by rounding up to the nearest creepage 
distance available for that type of insulator within the constraints (system, dimensional, etc.).  

If the considerations of both 5.2 and Clause 7 concerning HTM materials are applicable, then 
by agreement the USCD may be adjusted downwards by up to one pollution class. 

In cases of SPS in classes d and e, obtaining the necessary RUSCD by using longer 
creepage distance profiles may lead to degradation problems (see 5.2.2 and Annex A), 
notably if the profile changes are detrimental (e.g. reduced shed spacing which compromises 
self-cleaning and increases local field stress).  

12 Confirmation by testing 

There are no available testing methods for polymer insulators in current IEC publications. Nor 
is precise information available from CIGRE at the present time [4] although further work is 
underway. In the absence of recommended tests, tests can be agreed between utility and 
manufacturer, taking into account the following considerations: 
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– for solid layer tests (generally representative of type A pollution), the testing of HTM 
insulators may require investigation of the performance in both hydrophilic and 
hydrophobic states;  

– the measurement of SDD can be problematic for HTM insulators; 
– treatments enabling the application of solid layer may affect hydrophobicity; 
– for salt fog tests (generally representative of type B pollution), standard pre-conditioning 

techniques may temporarily destroy hydrophobicity; 
– withstand determination tests where flashovers occur may also destroy hydrophobicity, 

e.g. the “up and down” method. 
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Annex A  
(informative) 

 
Background information on pollution induced degradation of polymers 

 

As mentioned in 5.1, the kind of housing material itself and the design of the insulator can be 
decisive factors for the successful use of composite insulator in polluted conditions, notably 
concerning their long-term pollution withstand characteristics, stability of hydrophobicity and 
ageing behaviour. The generally higher pollution performance of a composite insulator, in 
comparison to conventional insulators is, for a given environment, due to several influences: 

– smaller average diameter, notably in the case of suspension insulators; 
– finer, more open profiles due to reduced material thickness; 
– different material physical characteristics giving reduced thermal lag (less wetting due to 

dew/mist) and altering pollution accumulation and arc propagation; 
– hydrophobic surfaces which reduce surface conductance and leakage current activity. 

Because of the lack of experience with hydrophobic housing materials and the uncertainty of 
the long-term hydrophobicity behaviour, the linear creepage principle given by IEC/TR 
60815:1986 was in most cases applied to all types of composite insulators. This design rule 
has been successfully applied to more than 95 % of all currently installed composite 
insulators. The service records of composite insulators gained over more than 25 years shows 
applicability of this method in most applications. Life-time is not limited either by insulation 
failures due to pollution, nor by damage caused by tracking and erosion.  

In general, the long-term behaviour of a composite insulator depends on the overall and local 
electrical stress whose value, duration and position depends on pollution level, wetting, 
hydrophobicity loss/recovery and insulator profile. If the stress reaches a critical level it can 
either cause flashover (if creepage distance is too short) or local erosion or tracking. For a 
given environment and applied voltage, the following states can arise as creepage distance is 
increased: 

– overall creepage too short: high mobility arcs leading to flashover; 
– longer overall creepage: high mobility arcs during extreme events, but no flashover, 

localized stable arcs at other time leading to degradation; 
– overall creepage “just right”: Little or no arcing, no flashover, no degradation; 
– too much creepage distance in too short a length: localized stable arcs leading to 

degradation; 
– very high creepage distance (with respect to the conditions): infrequent localized arcing, 

no degradation. 

Figure A.1 illustrates this by showing the general performance state of a composite insulator 
of fixed insulating length with varying USCD and depending on the degree of pollution (a 
combination of pollution and climatic conditions, expressed either by surface conductivity κS, 
ESDD plus wetting or other variables). The regions where risk of flashover or degradation are 
shown as safe operating regions (SOR). A typical linear principle of IEC/TR 60815:1986 is 
also shown in Figure A.1 (crossing SOR1/area 2, around the straight linear line).  

Within area 1, the creepage distance is too low which will result in an increased flashover 
probability.  

Within area 2/SOR1 the design and creepage distance are correct, which will result in minimal 
flashover and damage probability.  

Within area 3 the creepage distance appears correct but is obtained by incorrect design which 
will result in increased damage probability.  
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Designs that fall in SOR1 are “best practice” according to flashover and tracking and erosion 
performance. 

In some specific cases, such as pollution environments as per E6 or E7 in Table 5 of IEC/TS 
60815-1, that are characterized generally by high conductivity κS of pollutants and a 
permanent loss of hydrophobicity (permanent wetting) of the insulator housing, tracking and 
erosion phenomena have to be considered as life-limiting effects even though the insulation 
withstand performance is normally not negatively affected. It is estimated that around 5 % of 
in-situ conditions present this special risk. The critical area regarding insulator ageing effects 
is described by area 3 in Figure A.1. 

The hazards of tracking and erosion come into play if a critical conductivity κS or an 
equivalent pollution degree is exceeded. Area 3 is a critical design area regarding creepage 
distance design with respect to the pollution degree (surface conductivity). Within area 3, 
local arc stability and overall arc energy lead to maximum effect of discharge energy on the 
insulator housing, therefore leading to maximum local damage to housing materials and 
interfaces. Area 3 has to be avoided either by selecting lower creepage distances or by 
overdesigning quantity of creepage while avoiding increasing local stress (area 4).  

The relation between the size and position of the areas and SOR and the values of the 
diagram axes depends on pollution, climate, the properties of the housing material and 
housing design, hence a general recommendation cannot be given here.  

In general, field experience has shown that less creepage distance for composite insulators 
(e. g. one pollution class below the linear principle) can be an appropriate solution for this 
phenomenon. The slightly increased likelihood of pollution flashovers can be technically 
compensated with correspondingly designed arc protection devices.  

It is highly recommended to execute outdoor testing for a certain time (e.g. one year), 
monitoring both electrical behaviour (leakage currents, flashovers) and housing and interface 
degradation. A guide for the installation of outdoor test stations will be published soon by 
CIGRE WG B2.03.  
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Figure A.1 – Operating areas as a function of pollution severity and USCD  
(for a fixed insulating length) 

15

IS 16683 (Part 3) : 2018
IEC/TS 60815-3 : 2008



Bibliography 

[1] CIGRE Taskforce 33.04.01 – Polluted insulators: A review of current knowledge, CIGRE 
brochure N° 158-2000 

[2] CIGRE WG C4.303 – Outdoor insulation in polluted conditions: Guidelines for selection 
and dimensioning Part 1: General principles and the a.c. case, CIGRE Technical Brochure 
N° 361-2008 

[3] IEC 60050-604, International Electrotechnical Vocabulary – Part 604: Generation, 
transmission and distribution of electricity – Operation  

[4] CIGRE Taskforce 33.13.07 – Influence of ice and snow on the flashover performance of 
outdoor insulators – Part 1: Effects of ice, ELECTRA No. 187 December 1999, and Part 2: 
Effects of Snow, ELECTRA No. 188 February 2000 

[5] CIGRE Report 142, Natural and artificial ageing and pollution testing of polymeric 
insulators, WG33-04-07 June 1999 

[6] IEC 60507, Artificial pollution tests on high-voltage insulators to be used on a.c. systems 

[7] IEC/TR 62039, Selection guide for polymeric materials for outdoor use under HV stress 

 

___________ 

 

16

IS 16683 (Part 3) : 2018
IEC/TS 60815-3 : 2008





Bureau of Indian Standards

BIS is a statutory institution established under the Bureau of Indian Standards Act, 2016 to promote
harmonious development of the activities of standardization, marking and quality certification of goods
and attending to connected matters in the country.

Copyright

BIS has the copyright of all its publications. No part of these publications may be reproduced in any form
without the prior permission in writing of BIS. This does not preclude the free use, in course of implementing
the standard, of necessary details, such as symbols and sizes, type or grade designations. Enquiries
relating to copyright be addressed to the Director (Publications), BIS.

Review of Indian Standards

Amendments are issued to standards as the need arises on the basis of comments. Standards are also
reviewed periodically; a standard along with amendments is reaffirmed when such review indicates that
no changes are needed; if the review indicates that changes are needed, it is taken up for revision. Users
of Indian Standards should ascertain that they are in possession of the latest amendments or edition by
referring to the latest issue of ‘BIS Catalogue’ and ‘Standards: Monthly Additions’.

This Indian Standard has been developed from Doc No.: ETD 06 (6815).

Amendments Issued Since Publication
______________________________________________________________________________________

Amendment No. Date of Issue Text Affected

BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS

______________________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________________

Headquarters:

Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi 110002
Telephones: 2323 0131, 2323 3375, 2323 9402    Website: www.bis.gov.in

Regional Offices:            Telephones

Central : Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg 2323 7617
NEW DELHI 110002 2323 3841

Eastern : 1/14, C.I.T. Scheme VII M, V.I.P. Road, Kankurgachi 2337 8499, 2337 8561
KOLKATA 700054 2337 8626, 2337 9120

Northern : Plot No. 4-A, Sector 27-B, Madhya Marg, CHANDIGARH 160019 26 50206
265 0290

Southern : C.I.T. Campus, IV Cross Road, CHENNAI 600113 2254 1216, 2254 1442
2254 2519, 2254 2315

Western : Manakalaya, E9 MIDC, Marol, Andheri (East) 2832 9295, 2832 7858
MUMBAI 400093 2832 7891, 2832 7892

Branches: AHMEDABAD. BENGALURU. BHOPAL. BHUBANESWAR. COIMBATORE.
DEHRADUN. DURGAPUR. FARIDABAD. GHAZIABAD. GUWAHATI.
HYDERABAD. JAIPUR. JAMMU. JAMSHEDPUR. KOCHI. LUCKNOW. NAGPUR.
PARWANOO. PATNA. PUNE. RAIPUR. RAJKOT. VISAKHAPATNAM.

Published by BIS, New Delhi

{

{
{

{
{


	CONTENTS
	FOREWORD
	1 Scope and object
	2 Normative references
	3 Terms, definitions and abbreviations
	3.1 Terms and definitions
	3.2 Abbreviations

	4 Principles
	5 Materials
	5.1 General information on common polymer housing materials
	5.2 Issues specific to polymer housing materials under pollution

	6 Site severity determination
	7 Determination of the reference USCD
	8 General recommendations for polymer profiles 
	9 Checking of profile parameters
	9.1 General remark
	9.2 Alternating sheds and shed overhang
	9.3 Spacing versus shed overhang
	9.4 Minimum distance between sheds
	9.5 Creepage distance versus clearance
	9.6 Shed angle
	9.7 Creepage factor

	10 Correction of RUSCD
	10.1 Correction for altitude Ka
	10.2 Correction for insulator diameter Kad

	11 Determination of the final minimum creepage distance
	12 Confirmation by testing
	Annex A (informative) Background information on pollution induced degradation of polymers 
	Bibliography
	Figures
	Figure 1 – RUSCD as a function of SPS class
	Figure 2 – Typical “open” profiles
	Figure 3 – Typical steep polymeric profile
	Figure 4 – Typical shallow under-ribs on open profile
	Figure 5 – Typical deep under-rib profile
	Figure 6 – Typical “alternating” profiles
	Figure 7a – Illustration of parameters Dt,  Ds1, and Ds2
	Figure 7 – Kad versus average diameter and illustration of parameters
	Figure A.1 – Operating areas as a function of pollution severity and USCD  (for a fixed insulating length)




