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Abstract Meso-scale meteorological numerical model WRF (Weather Research and Forecast) and the Fitch
Wake model are adopted to reveal the intension and patch range of TWE (turbine wake effect) in various
atmospheric stability, as well as the impact of different turbine configuration on utilization efficiency of wind
energy. Case studies are conducted over Poyang Lake region. The results are as followed. Horizontally, the patch
range of a single wind turbine’s TWE can reach 4 to 10 km downward, with a reduction in wind speed ranging
from —0.2 to —1.2 m/s under different atmospheric instability. The reduction in wind speed is more severe with
more turbines on the stream track. Among the five cases with different turbine location configuration, the wind
speed reducing effect in square case (intensively distributed) is much more apparent than others, while the wind
speed in TWE patch tends to recover quickly in hollow diamond case (sparsely distributed). Compared with
unstable atmospheric stratification, the TWE under stable atmospheric stratification has a longer patch range,
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because the turbulent exchange of momentum is intenser in unstable stratification than that in stable stratification.

Vertically, the QKE (twice of turbulent kinetic energy) at the wind turbine spot peaks in the core. QKE increases to

its maximum value of 19 m%/s* and then decreases to around zero. The maximum QKE appears at the level of about

90 m above ground level, while the vertical impact of TWE can be traced to a height of 1.1 km.

Key words wind turbine effect; WRF; Fitch; atmospheric instability; decrease on wind speed; turbine kinetic

energy

T 5 228 5 B A A Al R AR IR A SR B A
K, A RO S B PR | R3S
), s R I PRt 2 ik G . T
JUAER, HE ] P BE R AY 12 MR O K Al ok i 42
BRASIE Ty, AR . R P RE S AT FEA T T AE IR
o S S E AU 1 N R | S PNTTR VA N R 77 )
TP, fdiAs IRCREBE I A e 5 b 2z ot B2 e phe g )
FAEREUR . AR 2013 4F RO THE B B Al PR A BT IR
TR ERARMEZNY, #ZE 2015 FEK, 2ERNHEH
PPl R K 63013 MW, MK #k 229,
[ BT 30500 MW, 5 4R [ AR K 34.6%

TE XL 37 RUBE, 24 30T i J2 KR i XU T & H AL
(TRTFR ALY, 38 2 KUHIL Y B 2 2y, 30 23 XL 3l
REFAL A HLBRRE, I XGE A FEAT, BIAL TR X
[ DR 022 1 D 2 N Al S 712 W 5 R
BB B3 5 Bl A H 7 16 7 A — R i L B A . 7E
WAL TT R XL b, G e s i XU e 2 kA
7 1) 5 R SRR AR A, X H) 46 2s SOR TR
SR 9 AHLRY BRSO o WL, b XU [a] Y
AL 2l 7 A 14 R AL A 23 el s 1 i KU, I 51 T~
i R IR Sl BE A R, BT WU 1] KAL) 3R
KB B ™ Rk, sEULE ALY
AR KUFR 3777 A 1 R TR AN X T B T L 340 B R R
P LA K Ry 3l RS 2= A m] RE 7 AR R o A,
A 6B XoF UL R it R4 Xof UKL A 32 47 R4 38 52 i 91
FEURIGE B8, LA R Xk Jo 10 R AR 58 B4 532 W e A L 00 R
BADIFFE

AL KA B2 K7 1 B 4% 3 A5
T 1) Jelcss XUTEE s 2) 75 KUHILRE I DX PN 7= A g i L2
B s 3) WUHILIR R8O ™ A i AT ) T XL 7R
A AP, Haan S8R T ROM .0 A9 1R 32 RN =
He[FfLBERL, # WRF (Weather Research and Forecast)
5 Fitch RS &, BEARZSHATTR
Mellor-Yamada-Nakanishi-Niino scheme (MYNN), X
Y [ FIPHAE AR R 4T e 2 1 km 73 9
RPN FRTT R X M L, & B A K

606

L U] FTXUBE B AR S LI AR A, R T
RERETE T KT JLZA B8 BN I 55308 15% (3 m/s)
X . BT Fitch J2 T A8 X 46 il — > XU 37 4
VBT MBS R o, R RSO 4 2k 1 XU AT 38
1 m/s 22471,

THEN, IR A 377 1 2% At 3 R — 28 ] 2 3L
Ho RHLAH MW = shBE, 228 1 R A S AL,
WO T M KRG R, (445 T b T 446 B AR HRORT i Y 58
e R BRI 3T T A K R R, 2T
Xt A XA it R AR s R e ) AR X IR
Yy R W AN B SRS R DT S B 2, IR X7
T8 1 BFF 5T 4570 o Zhou %Ml Fil MODIS (MODerate
Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer) 12 %84}, X}
T3 % ST M v G S I XU FE, 37 1) b 2 it B AR AL R A T
AR, S5REY], U5 )RR B G5 KHLEL
iR | IR | VAN [ D o e S Lo D N K
) B T PR R RS B AR G
KA, U HZE = AR E R 2 7T LA B +1~+2 K
HAWTERY, EREDRZFRMT, BRSO AT
SHGEHZ ST 0.5 K EARGERMT, T
JEZRTREA 55T 0.25 K AR, UL 3 i 3 1 )0 5 B
T ) XA A AR e 9 L O I R PR R 3
JE U BN R AU 45 SR 3R B, IXURIL A 28 g B Ak XU D
AN, EHL T A AR B KGRI, XULEE B 455
My T AR AR TP

PG BT 11X 2 3 ) i 3 A W DX XUBL R AL
X Z—, ATz XY KUBIL R U R0 %) 2k 22 T S il
A PRI TR, B 5 A 0 S, R P v A —
KIRIKW, AL TILVEA AR, HBLARPR S 115.82°0—
116.77°E, 28.40°—29.77°N, K F KW HE A
5100 km?, J&—AibK e, FEek Al AP
AN B BH W X RVRE B IR A E, b XURE SR
A DX 24 o 780 BE 0 DI AR 32.5%, bk
T A THE T RV 5 A2 280 B 1890 b, DX XU % 1 A = P IXC
o W T AL S, SRR SRR S
MR A, PRIk, X 765 BH 380 11X R s 52 e ik



LR WRF-Fitch X DX XU 375 X 2 e BIL R JAE 35007 457 I ) 50 (L A48

PEAT A LA g A w0 4R A PR A
L, 0 BH 5T SRRV RE 7 TR B = 2 R 1270x10° kW,
HARTTIF 29K 210x10° kW, 5 AR T IF & X 5
FRZY R 1390 km?, 111 b2 KU AT 255 BE 5K,
(SRR D] S N N7 RV = & N 1 o 1
T X IR A 75 2 ik

1 \EXNBRAEEIREIETT
1.1 WRF #EXNBMEZE

AR SR RUHIL B T A 1 P 1) BC{E AR =
RS 48X WRF V3705 A H v i £ 19 Fitch
WA . WRF H S KO8R R 1~10 km 1Y
60 h LA Py B X 35 14 KA TR A S0 9% . WRE
SRR E G FEAR S50 A S PR S g AR AL T — A
ANHBRHESR, B RAEE . Saedrtk . aTyr
G 2 . WRF B R . K4k
2 KRS AR BT R, MR R
PR 5 b Az FH Il 55 TR =

R fEMT I A2 H AR, BEE RN 36
h, DART 7 h VB AR AR5 i A] (spin up). BEHZE
S AR Ry BN — IR . WD AR S EE ) NCEP FNL
25 A4 HEHN 10x1°, BRI HERN 6 h A B 40Tt
Bl MR YR MODIS 30 s Ay i 3 25 7 ¥
o TR XN A& R0 KBE PR IR AL F 5, BT LA
ARSOR RHLHEA IC B A 5256 2L 2011 4 1 H 15—16
H 144 2 A B HEA AR

BRI XML 2 B R EERUDN, AR E 4 2
B B Y A, 45 )2 A X343 R FR A DO,
D02, D03 H1 D04 (& 1, A& DX I 0 (B S AR 10 ) b
FRARBR A 116.2°E, 29.6°N), XN Al 7K 43 543 1)
9 15km, 5km, 1km F1 200 m, FIA%E 518 105%
105, 109x106, 96x151 1 101x101 4>, D03 XA
Hb I i 5 5 360 BH I8 BT A6 L B AN 18] 2 BT o

s AR B RS PR AR, B R] 4 B
PR B 2 [A) 23 R AR N B 5 o Ry T O TR b A5 3 X
HLE E M R (5 B, L h i s i 43 14 o )2,
I H7E 5 G 7 A RL TS sy Bl A B s, 24
150m LAFA 13 )2, X 13 252500 3.89,
11.66, 19.45, 27.22, 35.02, 42.81, 50.61, 58.41, 66.22,
74.02, 81.82, 89.64 1 13.10 m.

it m
oc=——"2"—,
P, P

bottom top

I\ D01

34°

32°

28°

26°

24°

110° 112° 114° 116° 118 120° 122° E

El1 WRF &R 4 EHRERENMEGE
Fig. 1 Geographical configuration of four nested
domain in WRF

116°00’ 116°20’ E

30°00'

29°45'

29°30"

29°15'

29°00’

2 DO3 Xig S B ok 4k i 57
Fig. 2 Terrain height and watershed boundary in D03

P} (hPa), Piop Fl Poouom 73 1 155 2 T 1 2
(%5 FE (hPa), S BfF 5% A A 2 IO 1% < 1% 8 100
hPa., AW E H Y IS 501L 7 i i RRTMG
R FHER T " WSMS B %1% Noah fifi
17 7 N K B A i U 2 BB 4 R 3L A Fiteh
TSR A B2 07 MYNN 7 080,
1.2 Fitch B3

M 2012 4EFFHR, Fitch 251200 — A4 KU 2 8

607



R RFFM(ARFIEIR) 28 548 38 20184F 5 J]

fEiHe—Fitch 2 Ji#5 Al (Fitch Wake Model)#s il
#| WRF Bz WAL S MYNN Jr 8454, 1
SEHLAE H RUBE R AR 7R 2R B R XL L 3 X
FRIES BN . SE I, Fitch AR XALIR S
B LRI WRF (3 XU i U 20 RE 19 5
i K XU i B SR KRBl I R T Bl g AR Y
JRPY . FE WRF o, 5 Bl #4 5 5 (tendency) 1 15 14,
Fitch #5288 06F XU . 2 8 F i 3k 30 e 55 28 R 3474
i A LB AR 15

AN Z 5, RIS IR R
SR I MAL: 1) Shaefe b ae; 2) shigfsib
BUm i shie . 5% g XML R R 80m F—4
fli T HFE I T8 5 A TR], Fitch #5541 T XL
A HeHE 1 2 HH 55 UL I R A 42 B 30 BE (kine-
tic energy, KE)M XU (1) ek % Uit 5 fiE TKE (turbu-
lence kinetic energy). B, Fitch &R ES
Bk R % 7 2E T it 3 RE 04 HH ) MYNN J7 %6
B FAEm T 5 A5 i B AR(70 m 2247 iy 4 ] 43 Bk
T, WU R AR e, Rk, SR TRk,
Porte-Agel %P2 1Y Fitch #5413 FH 43 HE  MAIK
T 5 Ak i EAR

Fitch B AUXT B A — A5 2 4> KL B A B
b AR AT, WA A KL E A
2. B R shRe AR A i M KGR AR L . A
A AR B A ] 3 R . AL o
g AR M Q) FR, G, j, DD
FE 1Y 728 AR 55 T IZA% s N BT UL 46 2Kk 1 Bh g

a|V|ijk _ 1 Nich (|V|ijk>|V|;’k Aijk
ot 2 (zeo—20)

o, V], G g, RS S5 B b A G (ms); ¢ R
B IE) s NV 56 (i, ) a5 B AR XUBIL Z) 23 SR (W),
ST KA Hfe AAUE 36 (W); Cr 2 4E 1 R AL
(thrust coefficient), ‘&5 %5, 3l J1 228N H %M
O, T B) 2 M R AR KT L S X7 h W SO 4 Ak
BT BE & A7 IR KURE B Y B, 4 ) 2R Bl
K, WAL 3 37 KURE B I R 2, 76 v T T
BRET, Cr WIBUEAMRB T3 Ay 2, J, k)
B S R AR () (2, - z,) SRR P R
B kJZHJERE (m),

TEALBTHRE N, AL R S O R L AL
L RERRE R R U4

; @)

608

4

777777777777 777777777 =

ZEMRY z R RER A N EEZE, A0S )25 22
XERE, H 2z WRBLEE B, 20y Zov1, 2o Al 2,1 FIRZ
AL i e 2 i ) 2 ELZ VSRR, Hor oy #2430
TR Z R BN AL R R 2R

3 WRF-Fitch #& th R AR EE B E = E>

Fig. 3 Typical integration of vertical layers which charac-
terizes the wind turbine in WRF-Fitch!?*!

agjk :_; NiC, <|V|y_k>(|V|zk>Aijk | 5

(Z01 —2)

Hor, B, R, j, S S AL AR, Cp )%
F B (power coefficient), XEBL LA FHEBEMN
KARE I R R XUBE B Y E A

JAML KA 2 BUE H) e A6 i T sl e ) o —
oy e NG H:

N o (171, ) (V1) A

(Z401 —2)

o, TKE,, K (i, j, ks 25 156 AL i It 3 BB (m°/s7);
Crxe i i 81 € 2 8 (coefficient of turbulent kinetic
energy), QIR A0 B T 0 BE Y KAHE & ol X
N EEE I L. 3 D R E(Cr, Co Al Cryp) Z A1

OTKE, 1
ot 2

“

Co=C; —Ciyg o 5

7t WRF By H B iA WRF V3.7 #, KHLFTLE
{08 W E ST T S X3, #E SEPRfd A Fitch
PR, 5 E VR WRE B A 3R &M KE 4> 9
RORHAE KB LKA R T ERS 40y
[A% D04, b T I FHACHLER A% 10 25 A 13— 1k



EE

{11 WRE-Fitch X ] X XUrEL 37 )43 Az At BIL R L 25002 A A9 K3 fELASE 41

W0 A S5 OF 4 | B s AT R0OR, ARBFSRAE A
WRF H11#) ndown B AT NEE, 3K5h D04 NI
B2 . ndown MEARFFEMNE 4 PR, L8R
/REKR) WRF IEH 217, M WPS L (WRF
preprocessing system)X #] 4 B IR AT AL B, %
JE MY ST E, 19 248 AL 73 T ) (met_em*) |
WIE 254 (wrfinput®) Fl i1 5t 45 44 (wribdy* SCH4F), i
AF] WRF #idk, it WRF 2250 oK fi 15 51
e AL 45 2 (wrfout*) . ndown R 25 WRF
W H B T A TR, HnTE ZEXE D02 #E 17 RG 4i
AL, 84, ndown BEHLLL WRF IE 8 B4 H i
DO1 H5 Z 404l (wrfout_dO1#)fF 46 s 4k 43 7 4% (42
RN, I D02 1Y WA 4% 14 (wrfinput_d01)
fE R A, 21715 8 LPRE L D02 75 2 1) & Fh 4
B, 4 WRF B BEATR . [ 4 i — 24
(rename)id 2, J& K T 7 f# ndown 237z 173 2
AN [ DA DX SR %o 5% 2R A 14
1.3 XHHHmEEIEE

R VAR R, DRRERIE S ARl R SR —

ik, 1 DO1~D03 (A=t A A WIE 21
i F54, 58 ndown AR, 3K sk & XHLHEAR
i N JZ D04 NI Fitch BRI AT, AT
AT ARABEAUL, A SCHEAT JLFP BRARL A ML, AN [R) XL
PLHEAR B9 77 =R & 5 s o % X3 5 XU S 7S L
LR, PRI BEE A KL hmLIE . BB =
FAIERZS D3ETE S AN BAR R fal AL HEAR S0 56, AR 3
DB AN [ RBILHE A 7 O, H i 23 .0 228 05 X XL
HEA B AR B o KUAILIAE B AR A T3 b X, DAY/
JE AR XT B I A, 52 B B IKUBIL S B ok,
A4 NI RHE 16 ZEAL, DIE 5 22 i XU EE
FERL . it . 1E A =ML WHLAG 5,
AR KA 2 . 4w (R REAR IS 2115 B 24 1.11 km;
250 ZE I KMLAT FErh, 7628 0 A AH &R UL 25
i AR R 2.22 kmo 22 KUBLAR 5 B I Hp 0
LB A F—8, WHURRSEO D) 245 B ik
B A\ %S %% 05 B (hub height) 75 m, Fi i E 2 85 m,
PR 1 R 50 0.13, RHLBUE TR 2 MW, 8 F —
F AN S0 A X L HE T FR ORI XL e D SR A

ndownfL B (B [ #: E)

wrfinput_d01*
wrfbdy d01*

—REEMEHRE)

met_em.d01* II

wrfinput_d01 II
wrfbdy d01

wrfout_d01%* II

wrfout_d01* II

met_em.d02*

. rename
A2

met_em.dO1*

real.exe

wrfinput_d01
\_/’—
! rename

S
,_lt

Y
wrindi_d02

wrfinput_d02
wrtbdy d02 |

. rename

wrfinput_d01
wrfbdy dO1 [

B4 WRF 1} RE ndown HARRE P
Fig. 4 Technical flow of ndown, the downscaling technique in WRFQ®

@ http://www2.mmm.ucar.edu/wrf/users/docs/user_guide V3.7

609



R RFFM(ARFIEIR) 28 548 38 20184F 5 J]

Jg RHLD 2 28 500409 5% ok
2 #ER5TE

Fitch AL f0H 15 B o0 ] WRF S 5t AU 3
F i Bl e i, Kk, A48 R A IR XL Y
RN, — M 28K R . R 2R 28 LG Ui
SRE X LA B S AR Ak 1 s 4 43 A A6 AS )
HEAT AU . X)) Z2 %5 B (wind power den-
sity, WPD)-5 XU (1) =¥k 5 BE He, & Uk

1 n
WPD:E—ELﬂpW@f, (6)

n

Hip, WPD (JBAAH W, p AR HE (kg/m’), WS;
R K R AT R . — Bk B, K TR
JEE 1 725 AR B2 XU AR A e UML) 6 e R R
PITRBEAR

eI HR i 3 3 B Sfe it e R I
it 97 8N i TKE J2& th /K KGH w F1 v 43 Y H A OG
AE o BRI, HitBE ARl

2+ 2
TKE = Y%« "% %)

WS

Hovr, WS 2 7R 78 0 0 B8 455 400 5 B 19 7K 5P SF- 35 KL
P MYNN i1 542 07 28 v i 4 19 i O 30 B 100 J2:
QKE, & XN TKE fyHif% .

2.1 KUALHER 77 XX R it U B 5% i

T ST B RAILS AN [ AR RUHILRE 51 7= A= 1Y
RS2SR, K 6 4 A KA TER LT fed
e AL P RGR 2216, B4R 3 ANETIR (16:00, 20:00
A1 01:00, dtHTEH) AT S F KUBLEESNHEA 5=, 5351
Yol 2 X L ISV L X A A TEXUAIL A P A R R v
JEE Ab iy IR A )

ARWFFE R, 33 L 0 S S G A R
AT 1 4 DR ) 555 Bt IR 446 o ot 4 T R . ik
G D 55 50 R, BE RN K-0.2~-1.2 m/s, 5
AT ABIFFE Y Fitch A5 AU 2 7 X XU 114 ik 553 31
AR AP S mTa R A, MR 2 4 R T A
T, BN RUHLAY B 3t DX (R 55 X)) K B AT 56 4~10
kmo & 7% KHLAILBE 1 50 A9 B4 2 I 850 2 24>
FHLT KU B A&, ALFE AN [ KL 4l
LI B IO, A K 1 U AL R T UL 22 J5 T
ML L e AR A 52 o S TR HE A UKL 5] 14 Ui

610

K IR G L, TEXR W XL RS2, T
e PR 9 553 76 K o

ARWRAAAR A, KA ARIER . BT R
B WAL & 09 RHLHE ) REGHE], B LS KUBL
Xof PR ) 1) 55 P 2 — B0y o 0 B[] — Bk 220 AN ] XL
MLHEA P51 S 36 AT LA & ;&1 6(b)rh 26 1] Ze B XUAL
Hed B WIAT, 30 XUTE A9 90 B LR AR, PRk XL e B
28/ 0 L IR 2 AR PG Il e v, R XU IKUBILAY
Z R —HERHLA B 2w K 6(c)Fil(d)H iE
TR =FIE W RHLHEA B 48, T RIS B9 |
T WL R AN, B, 224> UBIL X XU 1 ik 583 A 2
IR ; B 6(e) e 28 022 B KBLHEAT 451, ] [
B Hroe KAILTRIEE A K, 28 B A KGHE A BTk A

R e bl LA R UHLHE AR 5 =X R 8800 o)
K 55 4E AR SO B AS [8) UKL HE A 28 B 7E
D04 P4 % = BE (75 m))2 b4 A% i iy XU 5 o X
HLX BRI 56 2 R A A KU ) 2208, 64T 2R
i, DA AR SR AR 0 XU 5 AR, B XU 22 {6
M 2ME, R 1 PR XTFERARML, K2R
TEAE AR 3R R AN (2 #E i a2 B, sl i P AL .
MWEE E&, AR RHLHEG I G0 T By 22 2 n{E
A [F A FEAE

FE S — A6 RGH AR 6 45 £ NWSVI (normalized
wind speed variance index): KUILHE 2l )52 A9 XU
55T R 2 22 1 S0 I AT 2 XL A 31—
AFH, SR G XX A F N AT 0 — 1615 2 A 0
NWSVI AU XU (4 40728 B o a0k KU B L], H
(EAE B RGERIE K, ez, WA Iy ASmlif
Z) . RERHLHEAE BT, D04 P48 %5 B (75 m)
JZ) NWSVI @il 7 s o 7ERA KL IE LT,
RHILAE 2823 B2 AR iy KU BT84 K, 21:00 A1 22:00 JC
JCH i, 3R R R BN IXUATL A 2 T 280 I 2 2 1 i O
TR = S B E N T A . XA RO 7E ] I 21
ZARWAUE LT WA R, 2 RHIER T, B
T A8 T B AU R A R o A S R 5 R
JERTRMe . M 16 5 WAHLAS [A] HE A 7 2068 U ik
S BE(GR DA, X XG55 i 200 L 3 55
WKKREETIE . mEIE . =.0FBM=/AF,
IHLHES B2 %% 09 1E J7 T8 X7 52 R T 3008 %) 5% i e
o FEASOZIE RHLHR R BAE BL T, RUHILEY Tl B 4%
T, R UL A4 K 553 R0 R ) ) 5 3k A, U B
KB KL EE A B T R DX 8 i XU &2



LR WRF-Fitch X DX XU 375 X 2 e BIL R JAE 35007 457 I ) 50 (L A48

116°06" 116°10" 116°14'E 116°06' 116°10" 116°14'E  116°06" 116°10" 116°14'E  116°06' 116°10" 116°14'E 116°06" 116°10" 116°14' E

29° |
36’

29° |
32’

29° |
36'

29°
32

N

29°
36’

29° |
32

0 20

40 60 80

100 120
W R B /m

140

160

(a) AKUHL; (b) HimLIEHLIE; (c) IETTIRHLEE; (d) =MIBHLEE; (e) 250 3IEHLEE . (b)~(e) & 16 AL
B 5 D04 Xidi i KL HER SR RALA B i Tt
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Fig. 6 Difference between horizontal wind speed of five wind turbine implementation cases
and that of no-turbine case at 75 m hub height
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