K B HE ¢

ACTA ENERGIAE SOLARIS SINICA

B4 Holl

2020426 Jun., 2020

XEHS:0254-0096(2020)06-0061-08

£ 2 T R 37 R I B M J7 A T 5

O, B

CGRIURZAK GRSk i T A2 F R SE g, i 430072)

& OE. LIRS R R I E M O BSR4, 3B Ak T S I AU I RUB R 32 5 e 1 LR L A
KA HTE LA SRR %k IRV 4 A7 AE b 3 50 00, SR S BOURUI) 5 KRR BE 43 28 S 800 45 50 i [K] 28 04T 4k
fbo FEULEERE [ DL SCRe ) o [0 09 Ok T B2 25 p A5 R i PR 22 100 XU e B AR 5 725, 3 D o P 42 20 L (X RU R,
B R A BT 4 A s o KNS SR S S8 5 Bt AT X b, 65 SRR W T A O B A TP S B T e
P RED AR T HIOy %, LT3 ARG i 2 246 % RG22 3 D7 w5 2 D T & vl oA 22 43 S B AIK 79% . 11.7% .20.2%

Vol. 41, No. 6

LK 81.6% , K5 B KUHE 157 0.4% , Ui W12 05 7 REAT 8B i XU T 1 AN T R IR X rE T Y B XIS
KA. Wk B DAY SCRpmE bl KT M RTURER; T

FE s ES: TKSI XHERARARRD: A

0 531 &

IUBE B PR e i MU 37 L B E I 3R, K
KA BN H S, M H RS R KRR g THIH
B IR R R W DXL B, 0 A D 3 1 B3 O8I %
Bl LA LA 28 25 B A XU Ay e mli 64 5 XU R AL ZH A
R AR, 2R S8 T H PR . B RTREE R4 g
TR HLAL R 72 N, A0k 22 B XU EE, 3 B 3 00 9%
BHEIE S FIFR AR X L 538 1, T T K
AR EH M. RS A TR, Xus I H 7MEXT REE
PEAL B M B A, e KT S8R AR 2215 8] 49.6%
TR M — A VA v 2% 1) XL R 37 XU 3 B AN 7 e X T 4R
155 XUREL 37 K H DA VA P AR ARG XU 3T ) 35 XL L
HEEENL,

X JRUHL 37 XU 3 B AN D ik TS E A K
A B a9 25 S R A A9 i AT b T
KUERER A2 5 B KGR PR ME R T 5w . BRI
WY E LR IERIA KL AY 575 1) X B2l >
TR BAAE RS X EEAYHE XL
B, B e T A M T 7 Bl R B R T T A
25 2) XA R AR M R AR RS E A T X X R vk
FEDEAT RIALAS 2 19, 318 1 F T Ho i i 30~50 m L e F
BT ; 3) Fa B0 R MO HE A A i, o T

WiEEE: 2017-12-11

A TREN B T S I, ARS8 TR
R ARG T T S RS KU AR RS B0 A
D7 NN L2 A K 5 S B B 2R 4 7 15
AR AR T T A XU AR 8 B 7 2 R A o3
JE BB B9 AN [a] w8 B2 JZ= 0 XUV 78 98 BOKS JEE B
Gualtier 55" 7 JXUH 3 B AMPE RS EXS LU T T80k
P19 L S T A5 4 B A AR A S B 2 R R
SR ELHAE S U 1 7k O A R R R X e
X RN L R A8 B TR B SRR AT T XL
KBRS RC HE SRS L0 T HA 2 M5

C A J7 A H TR TR b 847 A — E A
Ao XPRUH SRR EAME T AR A IR BT i, H
Jiv e 92 8 Gl BE B0 2 ) 7 LRI A9 52 P XUrR T v xR
AL AR RO RS R e EL T T T i
{ELE A T [ XU R T e B AR v R A2 2 T BT X, 3
b T KUBR 22 52 TR ORDREE 2 L R R AR ek 25 582 i
hy S ok B PR R i 5 e XU A MRS,
AT B0 T RO Y G Il B METT R 5 R LIRS
M PR 2K o

Oy S A DR A 2T R TR XU T M LR, 75 5
JEUERL BN N R (S IR AR o 45520
PR A 2805 | A BT ELAMEETT ¥, T ELAMIE )
RO Al SRy S 2 A L IR A [R]85 o] ik ] 0 S

EEWHE: FEARPEIES(51379159); maE Rl R L WiRHTFES: (20130141130001)
BEESE: B W(1966—), B, Wt #¥z. AT, FENFKA R ZR T ZREARTTH G . laixu@whu.edu.cn



62 XK [H

R 414

J 3z AR BA f83E F T AE Z [m] 3 ) AL A 2
2B FLEE T 2 A KU Fe /AR SR SR FH 5 1A R
O 7 1 K AR L B A0 114 A 4 By A 2 i) il S 3] v 4
R AL 25 i I [ U ] R A S T e B A 1]
B, PRAIE T 22 Ry e i 1SR LS R Bz A RE T .
I A SR FH SR ) o [ 5 Ak XL S o A A ]
e 2% H i XA 37 AU £ 52 5 ) £ IR R A T
Iy BT, I AL AR R R, AR SR SR 1 R [l DA
o T RS 25 A R I DR 2R A XL e SRR
77 2 1 366 7 SRR i [0 051 A9 XL R, 3 XU e i S T
5 R DU AR A2 2% T S8 i i XU L0 5 4l A 191 6
HA R

1 3 XUER £ 520 B 25 534

1.1 XRS5 Mm e A

eI AILHE 88 e B2 5 R 22 R g JRE Y [
RS E &5 KL R A AR, H S br TR
ZAEZI08 150 m, ZJZ R TRAFIE . RLLF
JZ 2 B 30 2R s 3l , B B H O R R i
i1z 2l 51 S 1) 2% R B 00 i I 52 e S ok, X Al
WG R R R E T F R A AR R A 6] 3 A 5
(] A2 A, DR Ik XU ) 3 e B2 2 ) o3 A e i i o
PRI o SR i IS B B9 R AL 3 1 R
HHRIHEET

gy I IRER SCRRAUM i I , 2 20 th ALz 32
o AT ML AR SR PN 25 s Bl B O, 2 A 2L
FEIN AW IRAFTE dul oz e IR I S8, AR A8 37t 4k 7 2%
TR S IR BRI, 9u/oz SR, D] 30 A5 2 B RS HE I
YL Bl BE w0 8K, B ) FE 1 U o AR L T O
R B PA AT e B, ANTR] T S AL 2 A A 25 52 MR BT A
i W BT I 5 K S, T T R A R B 5 KU R 0 5 7R
HELE S X T AT SO, HURT L & i T
NFESY AT T KU A A8 15+ 3, 2
BUBR G L 52 Wi 2 o 3 XU R A G ik 22 . IR
SRR A AR i, S R BE TR A5 8 A B4 i 3
Mo 5 R BRI R AT AR 22 5% E FLR, Rk
B S 3 56 L, Al 2 5 RN Bl — A 5 1 4 44
F8 il 2 A B, e Al L (il ) 3 B2 Bl Y R IE
() (8o (o 3 s 2l i, TRl i 312 3 , LIS
TR FEE J2 5 AR 5 AR IAD 3 PRT R i S v ] 0 e O
S AR A BE , R R AR E . KRR
JER SRR E TR 5 XU i O FRom i IR 217 X

TR NN, R AR S Oy E e L
{F A5 7 3 i o R T 0 R, X RUJEE R G 2 i By
.,

120r B B

;
ool TG FAE T

20

3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.5 6.0 6.5
K /m-s !

BT AR 2R B S KU AR R oR A
Fig. 1 Relationship between underlying surface

complexity and shape of wind profile

120

ARIE g rcpe T g

100

35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75
i /m-s !

K2 RAFERETRERES WEZ R R E
Fig. 2 Relationship between atmospheric stability and
shape of wind profile

12 EZmMEHRNEWL

RPER AT P 22 AR s R R T AR
M A2 AR S EOF T Al DAl A B, L
Wi T 32 T 2 AR B I R, o XU A M
[F) g H T R I AT A R R XL T Y eR R, R R U S
B K s KB 20O % i r s fb . #1imi 5 kA
(AL S S e e R UM o6, RS R E JE i KB HUR
T RAE T IR 2 A R R, AR R SRR E S
How Htt 7 Ak .

2 ERATEENEERIMETE
21 FEEitERRE

R AT A DL T WU ELAMEERS R, 5 5
1 AR5 RIS = B WO RS ADI S ESii X Fn g o



618 XA AT XA I XOE IE E MDA DT 63

SR e A A AR I R T R 4, PR T S )
S (] ST R A i R T K A R M A SC
& 7k 2 N GR I B T B B, T R HEZR P 23 dn
K3 R 1813 H,, e i AR EAMER
IR BE S Hiyyo  Hiyyo  Hys 23 BRI S $E 28
JEZT 1R 223 ZmE. B (& 3a Py XL
RHEE o ST A H, T OH,, 0 BEZ R XD AE TR0
BrBr (& 3b LB EL o B4E H,, 5 H,,, REZ
] A KD AZ

——— e — — —

|
[ |
| |
Z{L‘l : (Hhub’Z/Hhub’3) “ |
LT | Ny X
W x| | 2o En
| A e B RN I
|
I
e ——
R —— .
g m. e
ll:l:ll __________
. B Bt
Ceees
: th Imj}E :
|
| I
o @, JH ) ) |mm
L I h W P e ~
g pm— 7
A | Ruwer T
|
o .
Y

b. T BEHEAR A
I3 ASSCHE TR 25/ T B BERE AR 5]
Fig. 3 Schematic representation of training/predicting

process of method proposed in this paper

BT BRANE (2.2 45 ~2.4 19 XN A T30 3R
PEATPRANEIA) «

DR E BE AR AT WUl Jik sl b i 22 1155
I 2 RS E S K 2) M i I 5 T R 2 -
T M T XU e A RO L X L A, S OH,
JZE R FEAEL XUy LB R AR 2 JE B U1 -5 300 5040
I 58 A SR VA — A 5 3) 37 S A 1) &[] AR
PR CCURE ERUIEZS e/ iHik NGB S RS- E S R A IR DR
e FLAMEERRL S8 AR R B Y1 2, Fp T g
S A YN G B AL, T 75 3] B 5 e B B XU, OF:
AT RIH—1

22 KEBREEMITE

H i A7 76 19 R SRR BE 1Y 43 25 77 1 Monin-
Obukhov £ ( L ) B B A ML ( R ) EARPEAT b5
( Rb ) VA K A fkahhrifi 22 5 (o, )3, m = H T
P b T 45 5 )2 1 T SR T S KRR TR e LA
10 m (= BE B8 — MR AL A, (145 0 A2 B BR 1 .
AT K b 26 T R B TR i o 28 07 A S
BORM R A —E A RE " I R S EAE A
TR AL B BRI AR SR FH XU ik sl o 2 5 1ok &)
Oy KAFEE B, 73 bR F 1986 4F 35 [E I 7 Jm k4
" o AT VAR AU In] Ik S b o 22 K R AT KRR B
3 BRUEE TS TR N

o, =}VZ[Di —}V(ij (1)
(1),

Mi=10f: D,=0,, 0, HIhifi;

Mi>1mf:6,=60.-D, ,;

@D 8. <-180 1, D.=D, ,+8.+360° ;

@18,|<180° B}, D, =D, +8, ;

3 8.>180° if, D.=D, ,+6,-360° ,

KAFE LT R 2 25, S KU ik ghbr i 22
BEFTRIRBIHNE | HE45 & N RS A TR A ENHE
YRR UENL R 1.8 20 £ 1 PEOIAHEEKE N 15 em,
SR RERE R BE 5 AN, 2% XU AR 25 75 e 8 1E K
(2o/15) , Horr 2, J& LA em S BRI SEBRAURE K 3 filE
FHZR 1B BRIA AT XS BE R 10 m, SR X g B2 5t
RAFIE 4 WU b o 2% 7 B IE X T (2/10)" o Z
S BRI XU BE (AL mm) , P, & P-G ARE FE 1 R
B, HIRE I 3,

F1 Pasquill-Gifford KSIEEEH LM T HIER

Table 1 Initial estimate of Pasquill-Gifford stability category

IRl K Bl o 22 W16 P-G RAFAE B

25<0, AGEATE)

17.5<0,<22.5 BOREEE)

125<0,<17.5 COATRE)

75<0,<125 D)

38<0,<7.5 E(fasE)
5,<3.8 F(RE)




64 XK [H

it % W 414

2 Pasquill-Gifford KSBREE ST LRLAIER
Table 2 Final estimate of Pasquill-Gifford stability category

wRAHE P-G
RAFEE

10 m & 3
m:‘li/m's’I

A u<3

=

3<u<4
4<u<6
6<u
H [H]
4=<u<6
6=<u

A
A
A
B u<4
B
B
C

ANY

A u<29
29=<u<3.6
3.6<u
u<2.4
24<u<3
3<u
u<2.4
|
24<u
ANY
u<s
S=u
u<3

3<u<5

o = = 9 # 8 9 =" 9 = = 9 @A ="m|9 o0 60 -9 a0 w o o w

>R B> B > B o B w A & B & B -~ B -~ B o - R

S5<u

®3 WNEEBESHR

Table 3 Correction factor of measure height

P-GFaERE A B C D
PH

E/F

-0.06 -0.15 -0.17 -0.23 -0.38

23 G ERNBREAEE

AR ST D7 2 T b T XU R PR B Y L
PR REAEUR SR BE P 0 o BE LT — J2= LA B 7 2 A i o
WIS A o) e [T DAY, DT v 88 DA — SR AR
Sy i A I 008 A S8 PR TN o I R Sl £ 0 F
WP 3a Brs , I GRECE B0 S A ELAR V. (HERR 3R
JEARTZ R ) | (H,,/H,,)" GETIREERW H,,, 5

H,, . = B8 Y ECAED) RUa) DL SR SR e JE S50 1
BRI R V., (PR BE BEAR— )2 K)o Tl
RS 2L 0 R A A R 3 B, T RO A A LA
Vi LT AR — 2 KGH ) | (H,, /H,,)" (GETF

SHUEN H,, 5O, 0 RGE I HCAED) XU LB R
SEREESH . NS5 KREBES i 7IH—
PZ (=1, 1) K P I — A7 R

X=X,
yzzx min

+(=1)

—-X

(2)
BV Y i A — A s y — 0 — e % .
24 ZHFmEEAERET
FEVIN SR TO B 20 b i i 56t I, 25 e 2R 5 7
MECHEHREA (x,y) T i=1,2, -+, n, o, Ny AKE
Ay B IAEAS , n MR R B ZHE BT AR
AR R R IR BIFEAR (x,y,) HEATL IR,
SCRE ) 1A 07 B B AR A SR AR P R B ¢ ik

YR R AR 2 (] A 95 AR 2 () A T [
RN pREL £ h

S, w)=w(x)+b (3)
A, w——HRUE & b——HF 5
R 235 #4) RUR: e /M TR, 222850 o0 A1 b 0T FH e/ IME

A (4) Akt

R..(f)= ZC(ei)+/\||w||2 (4)

A A, R, () —— S50 K5 [l —— B 15 KU 5
Cle) — IR REL
A (3) RN S LA R Ak ) AL .
minL=%wv"w+ CZ(a, +e)
—[ ] h<e +e&,
<X)] thoysete,
e =0
ﬂ?@?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?,4%ﬁ(5)ijéﬂﬁﬂili(ﬂl%lm@,ﬂ?%ﬂFéﬂ%‘fi
PREL /()

(5)
s.t. [(

1

f(x)=Z(af—af)K(X,»X)+b (6)
A, a o —ZFRFESEG KX, X) ——NFREL,
G Mercer 2514 , & SR BREL , AR SCHE£EAR [n) Fe A%
PREY, Kk
K(X,,X) = exp( ”x"_f””) (7)
o

AR Matlab BPFH Tibsvm FPFAL5E WS 18]



618 XA AT XA I XOE IE E MDA DT 65

[P ABEA f  ST A PRROE A 1) 5 pRKR, SR TS XL
BUE AT ik XA AR i S AR N S

3 EflsH

31 GHEXEBINBERR

ARSCLA R [ e AR L DUz R S 461), %k B AR S
S 7k S R GE T 1k 0 XU e B AMBERICR o KU 2
b E R, I S B AL X, TR AR R SR,
JEE AL T LLITOE, D & T o) TC 4 5 e e 5 2012 4F %
AR /NI , A XU AU R U 5 SRR R S8
R A IR F) 90% LA b, AR IR AR E ", 2 A0 A
HIE BRI 52 B AT IR 1009 5 1 TE I XU 1 40 2 45000
x4,

x4 BRENRKEZFHESER
Table 4  Description of case study
% RS
31°28'14.88 " It

N

R 114°10'50.82 " 7%
Hi 5 =R IIIES

TR /m 605

Byt a] 2012 4F3KAE:
JRGH VLI 25 /m 10.30.50.60.70
AT ORI 2 /m 10,70

AR R ILI 75 E /m 10

AR S )00 DR SO s T B A 0K TG
U XU S A% 5 0 A3 2 T 4t 508l — SR B, A R
W TGRS, - KGE 2N 6 m/s, HAT —7E 9 XL AE ¥ I8 T
KWETT, PRI AR SCHE UBIIE BE Bt o AR 2 H At KU 30T H
4930 3 5 00, BT — e AR

AT K R ZE VPN BEICH Wz N R
AR R & ELALZH GW-2000, H o BAHL %5 B 2000 kW
B S SRR BE LA, DR M R WL 4, 5 3 Dyl
L RAILZH T 3 A A A B AR - T 2 AR SO 3 IR
FE SR M AT K- T S A6 . BE I 58 T %8
R ANASSCEE B TR R AU R B, SR 30,50 m
e B BRI A B U R R 60 moR
AR LA 60 m o E SN RS A Sy S A R AT
W B2 ST S AR T B B, A 50,60 m 5 JE B0 1 g
I s AR, T A 70 mo v FERCEE L LD 70 m
e L SIS I RS A S T i o SR ) LSS (B R AT
ITERCRTA

2000

1500

N

GW-20007 H 2h % /kwW
=
()
(=]
1

i

(=3

(=]
]

T 1o 5 20
K /m-s !
4 FIIER A XL T3 i £k

Fig.4  Output power curve of the wind turbine used in case study
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ANALYSIS OF WIND SPEED VERTICAL EXTRAPOLATION METHOD OF
WIND FARM LAYOUT IN COMPLEX UNDERLYING SURFACE

Liu Xiao, Lai Xu
(State Key Laboratory of Water Resources and Hydropower Engineering Science , Wuhan University , Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract: In this paper, the wind speed vertical extrapolation method of wind farm in complex underlying surface is
investigated. The influence factors of wind profile in complex underlying surface are analyzed. The atmospheric stability,
terrain and roughness are considered to have a significant effect on wind profile. Then wind direction and atmospheric
stability classification parameters are selected to quantify those influencing factors. On the basis of this, adopting support
vector regression algorithm as a tool, wind speed vertical extrapolation method in complex underlying surface wind farm is
proposed. And a case study of a wind power plant in the complex mountainous area of central China is used to validate the
method proposed in this paper. The results are compared with traditional methods, which show that this method provide a
better estimation of wind speed vertical extrapolation even if it is compared with the most widely used method which based
on wind shear coefficient. The evaluation metrics are optimized by this method by which MBE, MAE, RMSE and PMBE
are reduced by 79% , 11.7% , 20.2% and 81.6% , respectively, and correlation coefficient is increased by 0.4% . It
indicates that the prediction errors of wind speed vertical extrapolation in complex underlying surface wind farm are
effectively reduced, the accuracy of the wind resource assessment is improved and the risks of wind farm construction are
reduced by using the method proposed in this paper.

Keywords: wind power; onshore wind farm; support vector machine; wind speed vertical extrapolation; atmospheric

stability



