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Effect of complex terrain on the wind speed profile
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Abstract  With the development of wind power utilization, more and more wind farms are built
in the mountainous areas of complex terrain. In order to better conduct wind energy assessment
and wind power forecast, it is necessary to understand the impact of complex terrain on the wind
speed profile. Based on the thin airfoil theory and the linearization theory of the disturbance of
turbulent boundary layer, the paper predicts the wind profile in the two-dimensional cross section
using two-layer model. It can accurately predict the influence of terrain, pressure, stability on the
growth of wind speed. bBut for the three-dimensional terrain or other factors, the model needs to
be further extended to three dimensions, and combined with numerical simulation.
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IEFEN, AR AN IE R X KU A R RN, AR L TROXGE S R 2T K, B
TRASAERENR, RN RS TREZE N, WA TR, mahi
BRI BT EREEE &N E MY, KOERBZ&EINE 4% (Finnigan et al., 2020).

BEE X AE R FE, 1RZREIGAL TR A0, Sy 7 5Lt AT KORE PR A XURE Tl , 7%
TN H R JER 2 gk AT Pildle ,  FL7E EAHZD 70 454K, Hunt (1971). Smith (1973). Jackson(1973)
S NFE T Townsend(1965)# t (14 8l it 55 U1 J= BEAR X 2 4 R MUBR £ AT 1 BRI 78, &
iR, Jackson Al Hunt (1975) & T 1E NG R 2 4 MR 820 T XUEE 2 A 28 LAl ) — 411
B ERGEBR N ERAL, o, ROE 3G LR T RS (thin airfoil theory). {HEHT
WA FREIE IR, WANZRERZ ST A I (Frank etal., 1993). Norstrud (1982) R4
B eh R iR R BT AR ECE R, R BIANZ M XGEERZ . Taylor 5 (1983) #—H K
&7 NE XK ETZ AR, Jensen (1983) 1 Taylor 45 (1987) & J& T 4MNE KGE L . Frank 45
(1993) HJE s Jp 0BG L s, I ATE N T WAMNZE G RUE B2 Y. (Emeis, 2013)
AR, TR R R, W T2 2 M T B 22 1) /2 R EUE 5 R A% (Uchida and Ohya, 1999;
WME 4, 2011; Z54% %, 2013; Dar etal., 2019), il RUEELT A AT XA TR (8, BTk
FEETWEERY, Walmsley 55 (1982) ke 1 24 MS3DIH AT XAETHRk, F13 Riso
[ o st = e st B, R T T X I MO0 i bk e XS S A B AR WASP
(Mortensen and Landberg, 1993) . Kaimal Al Finnigan (1994) 70\ NI £k S 75 115 oK
KRBT BN 50 B I 1 B R IR RN, 1% 22 T LA/NT- 1591 18%. thAbh, X% e B x4 i Lh 11
ML T Hunt 55 (1984, 1988a) it /W AHM AU PLISAREAY, X5 1035 T R B 7t JLF-2
% BRI, Finigan 5 (2020) & B ) R 5T EAT 14 E 45, H AT 7T
FE T FERE R ) B A B # I #5 (Belcher et al., 2008, 2012) .

AT FUR) A LU R A L XU R U0 P JRJEE S A B, R A2 2kt T XU 4 ) 3
Wt BT ARy S, WEENT 20 B, HoONELEE, WOARFDE, FOKTE 30cm
ok, i HAFEPEARTEERE (KD o Bk, RALEERHIE. & K& F e &5
FEQ 1) R T RS AT 3 i, AN BEAELAR X PR 38 33 (1) 5

2 WLIEHE

Ll 7 e A L B 2 b R 1 0 I S 5637 7 T L FE A8 i PN T st B, & TR e D S R
el RS =, X A IS 1 88, I H LIS 36 i B A LS 7 675971
AIE ) 10m F 80m = 5 23 2 BmAlinSAH O R G0 ZEPE S LR pvau ., Lo AR AR )
At 4 & WindcubeV2 Bt Hiks ERIS AN AL A8 1 & WindcubeV2 BB FEIE (H
2). WA 2020 4F 9 H 30 H % 2021 4F 3 A 27 H . 1.4 55 i A [F A 2 s N 2020
£ 9 H 30 H #2020 4 12 A 14 H .
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Fig. 2 The observation in the complex terrain of Nanhua Hill. Top: the equipment site and the line of

prevailing wind (red); Down: the altitude along the line of prevailing wind.
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i, TR R SCA R IS (ha). FHFREIA (zd). WIRS (6759) FlH#E 2
SEIE (zn2), TRAAEE N 254 B, MREUA UG R IA KA BELZRE 240-270 JE 2 [8] SRR AE
N L AR AR % 2 02 30 (1) K37 AT B4

K WindCube G RE 1201 7R AR SR E R AT, AR5 BN 50m,
PRI 43 5904 50, 65, 70, 80, 90. 100. 120. 140. 170. 200. 250 F1290m, {H 290m
YRSV, AAT . SR HEAT 1h (95725, BIRR A S AR A A B 1 Kk -

P52 CSAT3A 75 XA LI-7500 7K75/CO2 43 #4343l 22 25 4E 10m 1 80m, FT M
W= XGE S IR KIER CO2 MRk, KA N 10 Hz, X TR RG50E, &
S AT ERG BRI RIW, I B BR AR 7 22 BB DALMY . IR, SRR A IS RIE 5
PRI AR MR PRSI 2 5, X =4 R KR AT AR R
2 = /TS

3 B
REBRLE 2 MR, 27 A 5, el AR ML 3 3 A e A I B AR 1
B RER, A /EHIY FE TR EHE SR A L (Norstrud, 1982).
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Hord, u A PHSRIERGE, U Ay L2 BT S0 IS 1R RGE, v D52 L M 5 R 7 A 1 R
EEE, LAWLERBEESEE, HNLEGEE, h e, o8z (B3,

T B o O AR A 25 ST R N X B IO, fELE R 2. Jackson 1 Hunt
(1975) #&H TEMAL, X A3 i Z RS0 Z 0 ROE R 2GR, IR T HUE 2
A, FEITHLE P IE 52 B EE R (520 o H BT 2 L8 R T B, A1 J2 2 ) KU JER 4%
TE{EA]KT (Frank et al., 1993). Hunt 25 (1988b) Fifij542H T VY24 AL, K st 2 50 A2 |
BIY)E, AMNE NrREER EJZ, ST R 5 KGR KRR, 4552 2 18] XGHE BR R e s 1R
I AR fERE AW SO 2 )5, TR T AR 3 L ) LR 2k 4t — R IA TN (Emeis,
2013):
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IR T R S i XGRS T, Hunt 25 (1988a) 44 H T T R 45 4 A X XU
Ui AL IR = RrR

AU og,(x/L) NL

TUH/L Le(NLUE U, . (/L) )

:EJ. ——dx’ (10)
rd  (X— x) +2°
Hrp, oo FFER (F'=0) MIHIEMIBGEA T, BT Mo, o etifaE (Fl=w) i
(R HB T S M 3 R T, Froud %t F'=NL/U,, N A Vissala-Brunt #i#%, ForfaEE, Uy N
W T5 A2 RGE, BITE LB 4 z=1 & XU .
IR 7S RS GR35, T AT N,

N =- 22 (11)
6, dz
Hrh, oAb,
X, WHEEE FE KW A P Obukhov K 2 F11 Richardson HiH 45 & 10777, & 56iRE L
NI JZ 1) Obukhov K B 3k I 1 ,
3
- (12)
ngfg’

o, WOEEBGREE, 6 NHLERR, WO NEHER, g NE IR . KA K
WFE 1.
#£ 1 Dl Obukhov KERISKREREE

Table 1 The atmospheric stability according to Obukhov length

Obukhov K% (m) KAFEE

0<L<50 WaE

50 <L <200 & RE
200 < L <500 BEY =Y
abs(L) > 500 ik
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B HILE T WERE AR, HXERIKRHARER, HERIIMNERE
Richardson %, FI LN P9 9 R Z AN 221 s D€ e, D ie R A E L
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Table 2 The atmospheric stability according to Richardson number
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Fig. 4 The terrain sketch of bell shape hill (solid line) and the integral result of speed-up factor (dot line)
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Table 3 The meteorology elements at two levels on the top of hill during neutral prevailing wind

10m 80m

(n?/s) ?%’ LECO N th¥5§ (nl1J/s) wd(9  T(C) m')( Rb

1 2000100300 8422 266 4763 0362 7971 -0042 1028 2628 5126 0564 1943  -0.065 0.25
2 2020100301 9065 264 4413 0358 9348  -0.035 1054 2648 4666 0609 2977 0053 028
3 2020100302 8680 267 3999 0306 57.32 0035 1007 2661 4393 0378 1357 0028 050
4 2020100305 7243 266 3492 0222 2370 0032 903 2662 4345 0204 8205 0007 066
5 2020100601 4466 264 3027 0187 2742 0017 6059 2660 3938 0082 3947 0000 089
6 2022100822 4841 257 4400 0216 5311 -0.001 5351 2588 4439 0337 2868 0009  0.36
7 2022100823 5788 266 4454 0190 4899,  -0.000 6396 2661 4519 0387 2095 0013  0.42
8 2020101421 6056 258 3368 0272 5L74 0027 7072 2564 3546 0425 2183 0024 042
9 2020101621 5726 256 1029 0175 2241 0016 7244 2620 1823 0205 1483 0004 086
10 2020102002 6411 255 4356 0210  27.53  -0.024 8308 2533 5008 055 2761 0000 044
11 2020102003 6892 255 4179 0263 3382 0038 8911 2567 4912 0268 2478 0005 044
12 2020102404 5221 260 5172 0108 1093 -0.008 6161 2506 5298 0156 3466 0007 034
13 2020102405 4970 256 4954 0118 1953  -0.006 6217 2562 5196 0141 5753 0003 038
14 2020102504 6167 259 6616 0202 2868 -0.020 7051 2571 6678 0256 1505 0008  0.19
15 2020102505 5915 259 6080 0162 2434 -0012 6834 2606 6212 0197 3558 0001  0.38
16 2020110322 6.227 264 -0.577 0.187 19.97 -0.022 7.852 268.9 0.454 0.203 115.7 -0.005 0.98
17 2020110403 7.229 249 0.289 0.269 44,02 -0.031 9.238 261.6 1.425 0.317 72.47 -0.030 0.70
18 2020110404 8116 272 0500 0328  5L61  -0.048 1027 2715 1450 0433 1467 0038 050
19 2020110405 8504 267 0123 0316 5864 -0.037 1032 2664 0896 0545 2685 0042 058
20 2020110419 5086 268 3285 0199 3502 0016 6650 2696 4020 0130 6242 0002 074
21 2020110420 5968 268 2817 0197 37.54 0014 7912 2696 3841 0163 2503 0012 067
22 2020110421 6779 260 2615 0191 2280 -0.021 8475 2688 3699 0093 3379 0001  0.93



23 2020110500  7.380 262 2345 0275 3617 -0.040 9144 2656 3174 0424 1686 -0.031 0.6
24 2020110518  7.063 271 4966 0276 4652  -0.032 8367  280.6 5503 0210  20.28 -0.022 0.77
25 2020111117  7.403 263 7269 0308 7361 -0.028 8340 2678  7.607 0336 1086 -0.025 0.4
26 2020111118 7173 266 6642 0346 11177 0026 8251  267.7  7.064 0396 2507  -0.017 0.89
27 2020111119  7.472 263 6488 0282  56.66 -0.028 8633 2633 6900 0484 2571  -0.031 074
28 2020111122 7173 270 5293 0313 5611  -0.039 8826 2698 5900 0440 1892  -0.032 054
29 2020111500 2522 263 5391  0.12  19.97 -0.005 3882 2587 5805 0098 1473  -0.004 055
30 2020111501 3071 261 4980 01114 1401  -0.007 4414 2623 5325  0.143 ® 0 0.47
31 2020113023 2957 267 -1028 0417 3199  -0.003 5089 2688 -9.305 0078 1534  -0.002 056
32 2020120100  3.099 269 -10.32 0148 3859 -0.005 4942 2748 -9361 0.15 27.90 -0.003 0.74
K4 WERFRFBAREREN LTHRESZER
Table 4 The meteorology elements at two levels on the top of hill during stble prevailing wind
10m 80m

(nllJ/s) \évc()j LA N tnqul(g (rrl1J/s) w9 T(C) L tr\rA]l/(sI; Rb

1 2020093005 3372 263 1358 0141 4888 -0.004 4508 2665 8194 0206 3065 -0.002 132
2 2020093011 5334 250 3933 0224 -1570 0051  4.684 2504 1023 0494  -117.1 0074 3638
3 2020093015 6239 260 5160 0366 -72.35 0048 5821 2623 1149 0700 -457.4  0.054 893
4 2020093016  6.945 260 4908 0349 -1681 0017  6.607 2614 1129 0488 -7954 0010  138.
5 2020093017  6.858 262 4460 0278 6240 -0002 7.009 2628 1098 0319 6582 -0.003  70L
6 2020093019 8593 255  3.629 ~ 0329 2026 -0012 9130 2551 1002 0504  -2847. 0003 549
7 2020100600 4560 254 3292 0125 1142 -0012 5488 2528 3842 0134 358  -0.004 158
8 2020100900  7.042 260 4401 0314  1906. -0.001  7.454 2643 4585 0579  997.8  -0.013 268
9 2020101802 4366 261 3951 0120 1440 -0.008 5548 2652 4605 01113 1504  -0.000 116
10 2020110323  6.693 260 -0.730 0175 2456  -0.015 8014 2500  0.449 0098 -1430 0004 170
11 2020110402  7.647 258 0122 0228 3190 -0.026 9.404 2589 1432 0253 7357 -0.015 106
12 2020110417 4906 266 3553 0170 2490 -0.014 5718  262.6  4.092  0.18L 1122  -0.003 2.03
13 2020110418 5332 263 3286 0.8 2627 -0.016 6533 2625 4099 0085 6741  -0.000 140
14 2020110422 6980 263 2333 0235 4219 0021 8401 2659 3340 0174 6755 -0000 1.24
15 2020110508  2.765 268 2109 0131  -3563 0004 4166 2704 2958 0079 1390 -0002  1.07
16 2020111116 8396 270 8188 0296 -1533 0012 8666  271.2 8239 0531 2339, -0004 170
17 2020113013 2232 284 -8751 0348 -10.99 0260 2261 2838 -8702 0156 -2.827 0.091 155
18 2020113015 4106 265 -8.934 0178  -4747 0080 3528 2653 -8717 0.169 -29.56 00111 168
19 2020113020 2776 268 -10.36 0108 1572  -0.005 4049 2689  -9.286 0203 -2415 0002 174
20 2020120516  3.664 259 -11.86 0211  -77.74 0008 4935 2615 -10.99 0252  70.66  -0.015 140
21 2020120806  4.010 257 -1410 087 5383  -0.008 6064 2525 -1221 0129 4533  -0.003 118
22 2020120812 5971 260 -8215 0329 2368 0102 588 2571 -8025 0517 9015 0010 275
23 2020120816 ~ 3.852 262 -9.740  0.65  -3065. 0.000 4561 2618  -8.988  0.336 1324  -0.019  3.88
24 2020120817 3433 257 -1025 090 35911 0012 5348 2646 -8798 0260 7591 -0015 1.03
25 2020121117 8591 265 -8489 0317 7863 0027 9493 2686 -7.830 0455 3180 -0020 2.10

K5 WERRBESREREN LTHHESRER
Table5 The meteorology elements at two levels on the top of hill during unstable prevailing wind
10m 80m

(r'rL{/'s) V(”%’ T (i L tr‘mlwv/(sI; (n’L;/Is) wd(9  T(C) L t\rrA:/(sP)( Rb

1 2020100513 5874 268 4117 0247 388 0278 5661 2734 3498 0558 -1183 0103  -33.
2 2020101019 4.480 253 9.520 0.178 23.15 -0.017 5.555 257.2 9.457 0.211 46.63 -0.014 -0.1



2020101020 4.724 263 8.417 0.177 2231 -0.018 6.122 268.2 8.457 0.195 68.10 -0.007  0.05
2020101420 5.753 269 4.776 0.266 83.16 -0.016 6.833 2715 4.811 0.312 134.0 -0.016  0.07
2020102010 5.553 267 6.438 0.349 -19.31 0.158 5.160 268.3 5.860 0.559 -138.8 0.089 -9.1
2020102015 9.586 263 8.908 0.472 -67.61 0.112 9.394 266.8 8.343 0.809 -517.2 0.073 -37.
2020102016 9.299 267 8.807 0.312 -92.39 0.023 9.427 264.6 8.439 0.716 -7771. 0.003 -54.
2020102017 9.549 264 8.260 0.424 254.5 -0.021 9.900 262.5 8.081 0.763 928.1 -0.034 -35

© o N o o B~ W

2020102511 3.549 247 8.578 0.352 -11.97 0.262 2.995 266.3 7.874 0.251 -12.38 0.091 -5.5
10 2020103019 5.586 256 4.686 0.230 62.34 -0.013 6.615 257.3 4.656 0.338 2252 -0.012 -0.0
11 2020111013 4.575 256 7.488 0.444 -24.39 0.256 4.156 257.7 7.029 0.553 -122.8 0.098 -6.4
12 2020111015 3.564 262 8.143 0.311 -11.72 0.185 3.215 266.9 7.768 0.448 -58.47 0.110 -7.5
13 2020111113 10.07 256 7.979 0.377 -22.64 0.169 9.574 257.3 7.677 0.622 -259.9 0.066 -2.9
14 2020111114 9.389 264 8.571 0.515 -56.15 0.174 8.973 267.4 8.264 0.737 -234.4 0.122 -4.3
15 2020111115 9.176 267 8.620 0.398 -47.79 0.095 9.227 270.7 8.370 0.816 -614.2 0.063 -231
16 2020120518 5.302 257 -11.03 0.239 1353 -0.006 7.003 257.2 -11.71 0.305 -90.24 0.021 -0.6
17 2020120519 6.153 260  -11.16 0.257 1428. -0.000 7.031 257.7 -22.90 0.467 -137.2 0.047 -39.

FEWAE XA B, IR Obukhov B2 HIIKT 2 BORN RS € R 45 704, (EAR Y
Richardson %A, 2 Haafee 2hE. HEFGAFEE, 1M Obukhov K EFINT b T EARE L
AN, A Richardson #oks HAS € B 28 e » & 3 NHPIEIR4S, R 4 NFaERE, K5
NAFE R G

%t IR KERRREAT A . E G, AT RSN RELME A (5) XohE/R4s
M RBRZEE TR, B 6 45 H T3 9y 14, 15, 16 AL R . T IFAAIIE u.@2) K
/0Ny DRI, SR L A ) 2 T T L DM S A O LR u(x,2), BRI AR (5) Adimaeid il
HIEE I u(x,2), AN (5D SHEM PRI ul(z), FHRIEAG TR L3 b e e
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Fig. 6 The fitting speed profile of (a) No. 9, (b) No. 14, (c) No. 15, (d) No. 16 under neutral stratification
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Fig. 7 The fitting speed profile of (a) No. 6, (b) No. 8, (c) No. 11, (d) No. 12 under stable stratification
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Fig. 8 The fitting speed profile of (a) No. 2, (b) No. 3, (c) No. 8, (d) No. 10 under unstable stratification
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November 10, 2020.
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Table 5 The root mean square error of the fitting speed of Lidar zdt under neutral stratification

HT5 RMSE(m/s) He RMSE(m/s) He RMSE(m/s) He RMSE(m/s)
1 0.05 9 0.02 17 0.06 25 0.02
2 0.05 10 0.05 18 0.08 26 0.02
3 0.05 11 0.04 19 0.05 27 0.02
4 0.04 12 0.05 20 0.03 28 0.04
5 0.03 13 0.03 21 0.03 29 0.06
6 0.03 14 0.01 22 0.03 30 0.09
7 0.09 15 0.01 23 0.04 31 0.12
8 0.04 16 0.01 24 0.02 32 0.05
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Table 6 The root mean square error of the fitting speed of Lidar zdt under stable stratification

H5 RMSE(m/s) He RMSE(m/s) He RMSE(m/s) He RMSE(m/s)

1 0.03 8 0.02 15 0.03 22 0.01
2 0.04 9 0.03 16 0.03 23 0.02
3 0.01 10 0.03 17 0.03 24 0.05
4 0.02 11 0.05 18 0.02 25 0.03
5 0.02 12 0.01 19 0.04
6 0.02 13 0.02 20 0.03
7 0.02 14 0.03 21 0.09

RT7T ARERSE T F BEHEERNFEKHE T IRIRE

Table 7 The root mean square error of the fitting speed of Lidar zdt under unstable stratification

H5 RMSE(m/s) H5 RMSE(m/s) H5 RMSE(m/s) 15 RMSE(m/s)
1 0.06 6 0.02 11 0.02 16 0.02
2 0.02 7 0.03 12 0.02 17 0.02
3 0.02 8 0.03 13 0.02
4 0.04 9 0.01 14 0.04
5 0.02 10 0.01 15 0.03
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Fig. 10 The weather situation from 08:00 to 20:00 November 4, 2020
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