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Abstract: This paper presents the design factor of an overhead transmission tower structure in order to
reduce the tower weight. The behaviour of transmission tower structures are affected by the horizontal
angle of the tower structure, the equivalent wind pressure group, the slope of the main post of the tower,
the separation of the internode and the use of high-strength materials in their construction. Tower weight
can be reduced by approximately 30% reduce weight by means of optimal design based on a consideration
of all the above factors. In addition, the design of the foundation of the tower with the shear key
installation to increase horizontal support together with a modified angle of inclination to the ground can
reduce by about 37% the amount of concrete used during construction. The area of ground disturbed by
the construction of the tower foundation can thus be reduced by approximately 33%. Therefore it is
possible to build an environmently-friendly T/L tower with the mechanical properties of existing towers.
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Fig. 1. Configuration of T/L tower.
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Fig. 2. Weighting factor of T/L tower.

Table 1. Design factor of T/L tower.
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Table 2. Normal weighting load according to horizontal

Table 3. Classfication of horizontal angle.
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Table 4. Tower height according to equivalent wind
pressure group.
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Table 5. Tower height according to new equivalent wind
pressure group.
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Table 6. Before and after improvement in quantity. Table 7. Tower weight according to tower slope.
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Table 9. Tower high strength materials ratio.

E T R 718
555 T00%
ANGLE (1 o0x7e14n) EER) 8% 1

A& AEshd E 8% Zow, HF AL 7€ 10
A7t ebd 8707 9& & F Ao

3.1.7 DZLE B A2

A 71€7] (Slope)/hd 2 A S B3]
71 M 1A E A AME o7t Bast 154
kV #58(F2-30 m, 1463 &) AHS 7|Fo2 1
FF& AE Aesd ® 99 2ok

3.1.8 X3 M7 HE I X Y

EF3 " 59 71€7] (slpe)xF, HL +
3, 173E 54 A8E HEF Y 44 HE 2
F}E 154 kV 5 (F2-30 m, 1463 E)AHE A
st A z¢& FESY TAHE AHL3ho Hlu
¢ A= E 103 2od, FH3} HA A AF
2 342 19 3% Zo.

3.2 71 ALY HE (K2)
134 dge 71244 &

HE AHEE BY T 712 e
AL BAA FRAAY FH F

A F 7% AA ER2a
7-‘4 PN BEE
7 FEAAY



Table 10. Optimal design of TL tower.
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©g : 99l Table 11. Results of shear key installation.
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Fig. 3. Configuration of optimal design T/L tower.
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Table 13. Angle of inclination of ground.

Table 15. Results according to side friction.
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Table 14. Results of reduce angle of inclination of

ground.
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