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The aging test method of insulator and development prospect of polymer insulator
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Abstract

This paper describes Thermal-Mechanical performance and
Ultimate Mechanical-Strength test for the purpose of aging
analysis of suspension insulator, The temperature difference
of insulator surface according to the aging of suspension
insulator brought out about 2T to 7-8T difference comparing
with the atmospheric temperature. Quality standard and
Mechanical—SUgngth of used suspension insulator deteriorate
more remarkably than that of new suspension insulator.

It is required that Thermal-Mechanical performance test
standard be revised in the future. And it is described about

the development prospect of polymer insulators
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Fig 1. The operating characteristic curve
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Fig2. The measuring equipment of insulator temperature
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Fig 4. Result of T-M test per new insulator
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Fig 5. Result of T-M test per used insulator
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