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Condition assessment method for power transformers based on fuzzy comprehensive
evaluation and information fusion

SHI Yijin!, TAN Guisheng', ZHAO Bo?, ZHANG Guilian!
(1. Lijiang Culture and Tourism College, Lijiang 674100, China; 2. School of Automation Engineering,
Northeast Electric Power University, Jilin 132012, China)

Abstract: There is a problem of multiple characteristic indices and multiple fault types in power transformer condition
evaluation. Thus a state evaluation method of a converter transformer is proposed based on a fuzzy comprehensive
assessment model and improved D-S evidence theory fusion of the Pearson correlation coefficient. The transformer
condition assessment system is built, and the basic probability of the state index is obtained using hierarchical analysis
and an improved triangular trapezoidal membership function. The Pearson correlation coefficient is used to improve the
D-S evidence theory in adopting different characteristic indices, and then the assessing result of the transformer is
obtained from comprehensive evaluation. In the case analysis, the diagnostic accuracy of this method can reach 95.83%
by comparing the condition assessment result and the actual operation condition of every transformer. This can validate
the feasibility and rationality of the method. This method has a certain reference value for transformer state evaluation.
This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 61901101).
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Fig. 1 State evaluating system of transformer
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Table 1 Deterioration value of transformer operating state
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Table 3 Weight coefficient of transformer status index
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Fu 0.1850
F12 0.2527

F1 Fi3 0.1245
Fis 0.3133
Fis 0.1245
Fa1 0.2637
Fa, 0.2432

Fa
Fa3 0.2004
Faa 0.2927
Fa1 0.2061
F32 0.2198

Fs
Fs3 0.2314
Fa4 0.3427

2.2 EF D-SHEELHEEMEIRE

D-S(Dempster-Shafer)iE 4 B 18 j& H1 Dempster$z
i, Shaferift—3D5¢3%, 15t 1—FAHH @ 1 HEE
J7ERe Hup, D-SIEEF SRR S RSV
iy W2 W S A2 R
221 D-SiFHRH it

1) RBIEZ 6

TNMESL R — N E TR SRR R, IR
BAAERRIESE . b ARSCHIHESL 5 5 NEH
Hi. Hz. Hs. Ha. Hs FUAHfES, H

©={H,,H,,Hy,H,, H,0}

2) FEAM IR E BPA

WRRELE O, A e, NEEHELLT
%Ak

m(<J) =0

> m(A)=1 (5)
0<m(A)<1
X, m(A) N A FIEAER A .
3) Dempster 254 #11
Dempster ZH & KU ¥ — K 20k
2. m(AM,(A)

Al A=A

VA2
- S mAmA) ®)

Al A=0

m(J) =0
A m(A) FIm,(A) 308 A A FIFEAREER
CIEEY k18

m(A) =




-170 - CEEE R R

2.2.2 FF F R M I R B Gk D-S EHEEL

FESEZBRR Y, AEEH) D-S IEYEFAS Al fEAEAE
MPE, FEEIERSPRG RS W EAHNE, xR
PR, AR PP T B R bR 9% R B0 ek
D-S iE4EHELE . 1SR B A O R BT RS
A2 T IR 1 R, A TS B MR, A
S JRIGFEAME R HATIEIE, & IE )G BIFHE 3L A
RFF|H Dempster A& NBHTREIE, PLsRIE
B URAESE PP H 1

B IR AR O 2 B et D-S AEYE BRSO R dn
2 7R

e

S e L e B R
i E|  |E A e
4 , {?‘r‘ e il .
L@ "
> {5 > S i L RS
' FfEIE P
f i s
% | BPA
— S i sk

TRHRN () i i

2 R/REMEXR R D-S IEHERISRIEE
Fig. 2 Flow chart of improved D-S evidence theory fusion of
Pearson correlation coefficient
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Table 4 Test data of transformer

A LIRS F A IS HE
CH, /(uL- L") 6.4
C,H, /(uL-LY) 15
H VA AR AR C,H, /(uL- L") 15
C,H, /(uL- L") 0.3
H, /(uL - L") 116
RALTEHL 1.59
I FARFE tand/% 0.64

S % R /MO 10 000

HIRAT =B % 1.02
A AR % 2.97
K & B (mg L 19.5
AR i EEJE/(kvg ) 408
B /(mg L) 0.16

4.1.1 PN TR bR S A R
AR (13) A1 (14), X AR R A8 A A48 b & it
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Table 5 Test data of independent status parameter

RUUENE  SENIE PR ERE S ROUES HE
Fu 6.4 2 120 96.27 3.73
Fi 15 0.23 50 97.45 2,55
Fis 15 0.55 65 98.53 1.47
Fu 03 0.01 1 70.71 29.29
Fis 116 6 150 2361 76.39
Fa 159 17 15 45.00 55.00
Fa 0.64 0.15 08 24.62 75.38
Fas 10000 1000 100 100.00 0.00
Faa 1.02 0.16 2 53.26 46.74
Fa 2.97 32 1 89.55 10.45
Fa 195 5.2 25 27.78 72.22
Fas 40.8 41 40 80.00 20.00
Fas 0.16 0 1 84.00 16.00
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XF L ) 254 B 73 I ARON 35 i e B ik 3K (15) — 3K
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*® 6 THMERREE S
Table 6 Evaluation index membership distribution
TRl A ER
Hy H Hs Hq Hs
Fii 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fio 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fis 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fia 0.0354 0.9646 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fis 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.2500 0.0000
Fa1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.7308 0.2692
Fa 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fas 0.0000 0.1630 0.8370 0.0000 0.0000
Fos 0.0000 0.0000 0.7500 0.2500 0.0000
Fai 0.0000 0.9773 0.0227 0.0000 0.0000
Fa 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.8889 0.1111
Fas 0.5000 0.5000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fas 0.7000 0.3000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

YR 3K 5, %A (6)fF Hi hia <A
AU RIALIRAIS HORE AN A B m, L m, L m,
m, =[0.5733 0.3022 0.0000 0.0847 0.0398]
m, =[0.2004 0.0477 0.4428 0.2436 0.0655]
m, =[0.3556 0.4199 0.0047 0.1954 0.0244]
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Table 7 Comparative analysis of algorithms
R H ISR EAL
Hy H. Hs Ha Hs RS
D-SZ4L 06349 01429 00697 0.1420 0.0103 75.01
Murphy 04933 02566 0.1077 0.1375 0.0048 71.93
AP 08010 0.1187  0.0001 0.0790 0.0012  82.79

MFE 7 W5 D-S L MiFEFE 5 Murphy &
%, BRI AER 708 75.01 i1 71.93, FoR
B EAIBATIRSERERES, FERREE. &
ITIELNEE RN 82.79, FHE LRI . (SHIG T
RS, RIMGAA BHAWIIRE, WA
HREFF AR B R & I EK .

4.2 15 2
4.2.1 A~ [R]B Z57% s A8 VEAS 20

1% FH SCHiR[28-29] (1) S 56 88 12047 20, BIX 1L
HREH AT — GRS N S79-12500/35. &k
12 500 kVA {48525 7E 2014 455 H—2015 £ 5 A
A B AT b . R AR EAR 3 NASFEIBT B
D3 S, PR ARSI E A R

IR 3L S, %A (6)1FH 3 MAFE LS
[i7] (ta—ta) ) A AE 26 73 T R e «

[ H, H, H, H, H,
1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
“ 105329 0.2034 0.0879 0.1758 0.0000
10.7155 0.0531 0.1680 0.0634 0.0000 |
[ Hl H2 H3 H4 H5 ]
0.6111 0.3889 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
“ 10.4694 0.2669 0.0000 0.1099 0.1538
10.6928 0.0758 0.1680 0.0634 0.0000 |

Tl

H, H, H, H, H
0.7959 0.1994 0.0046 0.0000 0.0000
% 104935 0.2428 0.0000 0.0549 0.2088
|0.6473 0.1213 0.1680 0.0634 0.0000
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Table 8 Membership degrees of assessing indices of

three different times

D4 . FRPR VPG
fatw
H Ha H> Hs Hq Hs
F11 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
F12 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fi3 1.0000  0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
F4 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fis 1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

F; 0.0000 0.0000 0.3333 0.6667  0.0000

2014 4
F 09253 00747 0.0000 0.000 0.0000
5 F»3  1.0000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fa  1.0000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fa 07586 02414 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
F 0.0000 00000 07258 0.2742  0.0000
Fss  1.0000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fa 07155 00531 0.1680 0.0634  0.0000
Fu  1.0000 0.0000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fi,  1.0000 0.0000 0.000 0.0000  0.0000
Fiz 10000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fiu 10000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fis 06111 03889 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
2014 F,  0.0000 00000 0.0000 04167 0.5833
F 05230 04770 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
1 Fs3 10000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fu 04844 05156 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Fa  1.0000 0.0000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fi 06552 03448  0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Fss  0.0000 00000 07258 0.2742  0.0000
Fa  1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Fu 10000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fi, 10000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fiz  1.0000 00000 0.000 0.0000 0.0000
Fiu 07462 02538 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fis 0.0000 09630 0.0370 0.0000 0.0000
2015 & F  0.0000 00000 0.0000 0.2083 0.7917
5 F 02931 07069 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

F23  1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Faa 07578  0.2422  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000
Fz  1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fs;  0.4483 05517 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Fs3  0.0000 0.0000 0.7258  0.2742  0.0000
Fs  1.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
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Fig. 5 Evaluation results of different temporal and spatial
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Table 9 Transformers with four voltage levels
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Table 10 Assessment result of transformers
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