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Abstract. The spatial structure of turbulence in atmospheric boundary layer flows is highly
relevant to wind energy. In particular, wind turbine control strategies based on inflow preview
measurements require knowledge of the longitudinal evolution of turbulent flow as it approaches
the rotor. These upstream measurements are usually obtained with nacelle-mounted wind lidars.
In contrast to traditional in situ anemometry, lidars collect measurements within a probe volume
which varies in size depending on the technology of the commercial system being used. Here,
we address two issues related to the use of wind lidar to measure the incoming flow to a wind
turbine: (i) whether existing longitudinal coherence models can be used to predict flow at the
rotor, based on measurements performed at a distance away from the rotor; and (ii) what effect
probe-volume averaging has on the inflow predictions. These two questions are critical to the
design and implementation of robust wind turbine control strategies. To address these questions,
we perform field measurements and large-eddy simulations to determine which incoming flow
structures can be readily predicted with existing coherence models, and which require additional
corrections to account for lidar volumetric averaging effects. Results reveal that the wind turbine
induction zone has a negligible impact on the longitudinal coherence and first-order turbulence
quantities, such as the standard deviation of velocity fluctuations. However, the phase of the
signal, from which advection time periods of the turbulent structures are derived, is affected by
the rotor blockage effect.

1. Introduction

Substantial gains in wind power plant performance and reliability can be achieved if wind
turbines have preview information about the flow that is approaching to them and can predict its
evolution in time to make flow-informed control decisions [1, 2]. This inflow preview capability
can be achieved with forward-facing, nacelle-mounted lidars, which provide volume-averaged
line-of-sight velocity measurements upstream of a wind turbine. However, no models currently
exist that can accurately estimate the spatial and temporal evolution of the measured flow
structures as they advect toward the turbine and also respond to its thrust.

Inflow preview measurements are often taken far upstream (i.e., 300 m) so that the turbine
has enough time to respond appropriately. The advection time of the measured flow is often
estimated based on the frozen turbulence hypothesis [3], which is not valid for all turbulent
eddy scales described by coherence models [4]. The downstream evolution of the measured
Content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 licence. Any further distribution

of this work must maintain attribution to the author(s) and the title of the work, journal citation and DOIL.
Published under licence by IOP Publishing Ltd 1



The Science of Making Torque from Wind (TORQUE 2020) IOP Publishing
Journal of Physics: Conference Series 1618 (2020) 032051  doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1618/3/032051

turbulence structures predicted by this hypothesis and existing coherence models [5, 6] has not
been extensively validated. Lidar is a powerful tool for measuring the wind speed of atmospheric
structures along the mean wind direction and can be used to validate coherence models. However,
probe-volume averaging poses a limitation on the length-scales and time-scales that the lidar
can resolve, and needs to be considered when developing and validating coherence models based
on lidar data.

In addition, for inflow preview to be successfully realized, the frozen turbulence hypothesis
and coherence models need to be evaluated in detail and improved to include the effects of rotor
induction [7, 8]. Here, we use high-resolution field measurements and high-fidelity numerical
simulations to investigate the evolution of turbulence structures as they advect toward a utility-
scale operational wind turbine, both in the freestream and within the induction zone. We
quantify the effect of the induction zone on the incoming flow and investigate whether existing
longitudinal coherence models can accurately predict the evolution of turbulence structures along
the mean wind direction.

The results presented herein compare the performance of existing longitudinal coherence
models, both in freestream and the induction zone, and discuss the limitations of lidar for
measuring the coherence of atmospheric turbulence. These insights will be useful for future
validation studies, coherence model improvements, and analysis of field measurements collected
for wind turbine control based on inflow preview.

2. Scanning lidar measurements

A Halo Photonics scanning lidar was placed on top of the nacelle of a GE 1.5-MW turbine with
hub height, H = 80 m and diameter, D = 77 m. The range-gate spacing of the lidar is 18 m, and
the lidar stared upstream of the turbine with an azimuth and elevation angle equals zero. The
data collection frequency was 0.83 Hz, which provides an opportunity for analyzing turbulent
eddies of a higher equivalent wavenumber. The lidar scanned intermittently for approximately 1
week for the purpose of this study, and the data have been quality controlled based on the signal-
to-noise ratio and turbine operational status. After the quality control, only three different cases
were found that have separate atmospheric properties. Descriptions of the cases are provided in
Table 1. Case0l is close to a laminar flow with turbulence intensity, T = 1.24% with z/L; of
0.42, where L; is the Obukhov length. The Obukhov length, L;, is calculated based on Eq. 1,
and measurements needed for the calculation come from a meteorological tower. The met tower
has a sonic anemometer at height 10 m along with pressure, humidity, and temperature sensors
at heights of 5 m, 2 m, and 2 m, respectively.

u3T,

b= et W)

where, u, is friction velocity, k is the von Karman constant, T, is virtual temperature, and w71
is the heat flux.
The integral length-scale, L is defined as:

L=UxT,,
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Tow = / u(t)u(t + 7)dr @)
0
where Ty, is the integral time-scale, U is the mean wind speed of the signal, and w is the
fluctuating component of the signal. Ty, is estimated with the area under the autocorrelation
of the signal which is a function of lagged time, and a threshold of 0.05 is considered instead
of zero-crossing [5] to calculate the area under the autocorrelation function. The length-scales
provided in Table 1 for the respective cases might not be a good representation of the cases.
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The lidar data have low sampling frequency and larger probe volume which can create bias in
the length-scale estimation. This issue will be discussed later in section 4.

Data measured during a 10-minute period by the Doppler lidar are shown for Case0l and
Case03 in Figure 1. The measurements qualitatively show the advection and evolution of the
wind field toward the wind turbine (Figure 1, top row) and the induction zone when a temporal
average is applied (Figure 1, middle row). The evolution of the wind field over the distance
can be seen as a decrease of coherence for increasing separation distances (Figure 1, bottom
row). The magnitude of wind coherence is calculated as: cross-power spectral density (CPSD)
between the signals divided by the power spectral density (PSD) of individual signal (shown
later, Eq. 7). The drop of the coherence with increasing separation distance calls into question
the advection time and length-scales that can be predicted with the lidar data. Phase angles
are calculated by taking the real and imaginary parts of the CPSD between the signals. The
frequency at which the phase angle peaks before returning to zero is used to calculate the
maximum size of the turbulent eddies advected by the mean wind speed (Figure 2a,b). The
maximum coherent wavenumbers corresponding to the phase angle peaks are plotted in Figure
2c. Turbulent structures that advect along the mean wind direction decay exponentially with
separation distances. An example of the prediction of wind speed signals based on the predicted
maximum coherent wavenumber is provided in Figure 3. The downstream signal is shifted
in time based on the upstream wind speed and filtered based on the predicted wavenumber,
providing a clear visualization of the advected structures.

Table 1: Description of the cases used in this study

Cases  Mean Wind Speed, Uj, (m/s) Turbulence Intensity, 71 (%) Length-scale, L (m)

Case01 9.74 1.24 477
Case02 14.89 11.3 603
Case03 11.59 3.51 142

3. Computational fluid dynamics simulation and virtual lidar
The Simulator fOr Wind Farm Applications (SOWFA) [9], a large-eddy simulation tool
developed by the National Renewable Energy Laboratory, is used in this study to simulate a
neutral atmospheric boundary layer with a mean wind speed of 8 m/s and hub height turbulence
intensity of 8.35%. An actuator line model is used to model the wind turbine. The virtual lidar
measures at points along the line-of-sight (LOS) and provides LOS wind speed measurements
according to:

Vios (1) = Up(r) cos ¢ cos(f — 0y) + w(r) sin ¢ (3)

where Uy, is the horizontal wind speed, r represents the range along the laser beam, ¢ is the
elevation angle, # is the azimuth angle, and 6 is the wind direction; and v;,, is the LOS velocity
obtained at the corresponding point. With ¢ = 0 and 6 = 6y, vjos(r) = Up,.

A weighting function is applied to the point measurements to take into account the volume-
averaging imposed by the lidar. The weighting function is applied along the length of the laser
beam, assuming the beam is very narrow in the transverse direction [10, 11]:

Vlos,eq(F) = /OOO Vios(r) W (F, r)dr (4)
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Figure 1: Lidar data sets and quantitative visualization. a) Horizontal wind speed data collected
with lidar, Up, (m/s); b) 10-min averaged wind speed; and ¢) coherence with different separation
distances.
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Figure 2: Wind speed phase information for different longitudinal separation distances. a) Phase
angle with separation distances, d = 18 m to d = 126 m with an increment of 18 m for Case0l;
b) phase angle with different separation distances (same as Case01) for Case03; and ¢) maximum
coherent wavenumber for turbulent structures.

where F' is the distance along the beam from the lidar to the intended measurement point, and
W (F,r) is the weighting function. The weighting function for pulsed lidars derived by Frehlich et
al. [12] is used here:

A A
r—F+ =" r -5
W(F,r) = 24, Erf x| — Exf — : (5)
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Figure 3: Prediction of turbulent structures that advect at the mean wind speed. a) Two signals
longitudinally separated by 90 m; b) shifted wind speed signal filtered based on the maximum
coherent wavenumber for 90 m separation distance from Figure 2c.

where A, is the range-gate spacing and A, is the full-width-at-half-maximum pulse width. To
approximate the Halo Photonics lidar system, we use values of A, = 18 m and A, = 24.5 m.

4. Treatment of the lidar-measured coherence

Wind coherence or spatial variability of wind are dictated by atmospheric conditions, in
particular, atmospheric stability. The coherence plot (Figure 1c) and cases chosen in this study
(Table 1) confirm that the coherence model should consider the atmospheric conditions. The
theoretical equation for longitudinal coherence used here is chosen based on previous work
by [13, 14]. The exponential decay coherence function contains parameters that can be tuned
to represent different atmospheric conditions:

1(f.d)? = exp (—a (e + <bd>2>, (6)

where a and b are tuning parameters that serve to distinguish the dependence on the atmospheric
conditions. In previous work on modeling longitudinal coherence [15, 14], the standard deviation,
o, and length-scale, L, were chosen to characterize the properties of the signals. Work presented
in [14] derived a and b parameters based on numerical simulations. However, o and L derived
from the lidar signals are not accurate, for reasons that will be discussed further later. High-
frequency lidar measurements have previously been used to calculate turbulence characteristics,
such as longitudinal coherence [6, 7]. However, because of the restriction to LOS velocity
measurements and the lidar probe volume, care must be taken when comparing turbulence
quantities measured by a lidar with those representing point measurements of individual velocity
components. To determine how well the different theoretical longitudinal coherence models
evaluated here match field observations, we compute the theoretical coherence between wind
speeds measured at different lidar range gates.

Letting vr; represent the LOS velocity measured by the lidar at range gate, i, the theoretical
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coherence between measurements at range gates, ¢ and k, is defined as

R ) §
Yorsons (f)° = Svrivns (F)Svievie (f) 7

where Sy, 0., (f) is the CPSD between vr; and vy, and Sy, ., (f) indicates the power spectral
density (PSD) of vy;. To simplify the analysis, we assume that the lidar beam is perfectly aligned
with the longitudinal direction.

Using Eq. 4 together with Fourier properties [7, 14], Sy v, (f) can be calculated as

(7)

SvLiva (f) = /0 /0 w (-Fla Tl) w (Fka T2) Su(rl)u(rg) (f) drldr2> (8)

where F; represents the measurement distance of range gate, i, and Sy, )u(r,) (f) is the CPSD
between the longitudinal u velocity components at distances, r1, and r along the beam. Relying
on the definition of magnitude-squared coherence (e.g., Eq. 7) and assuming that the PSD
Suryu(r) (f) is independent of the range, r, along the beam, the CPSD between u (r1) and u (r2)
can be expressed as

S“(rl)“(W) (f) = Suu (f) ’Yg(m)u(m) (f)eﬂﬂ(mim)f/Ua 9)

where 73(7'1)u(r2) (f) is given by the longitudinal coherence model being evaluated and
27 (ro — 1) f/U yields the phase delay between velocities separated by distance, ro — r1, for
mean wind speed, U, based on Taylor’s frozen turbulence hypothesis [3]. Note that because
of the assumption that S,y (f) is independent of the range, r, Eq. 7 does not depend on
the PSD, Sy (f). Therefore, a specific turbulence PSD does not have to be assumed when
computing the theoretical lidar-measured coherence.

In the freestream region, coherence models by [4, 5] have been considered for comparison of the
lidar-measured coherence. Simley et al. [5] derived a model based on large-eddy simulations
considering different atmospheric stability conditions; this model is chosen to investigate the
impact of lidar volume averaging on the measured coherence, according to Eq. 8 (Figure 4).
Once volume averaging is applied to the theoretical model (Simley model) according to Eq. 8,
the impact of the volume averaging can be visualized, denoted as “Simley model weighted” in
Figure 4. It is clear both from lidar measurements and Simley’s model with volume averaging,
that lidar overestimates coherence for low wavenumbers and underestimates coherence for high
wavenumbers. Volume averaging effectively imparts smoothing to the wind speed signal for low
wavenumbers and increases the estimate of coherence, ¥2. On the other hand, volume averaging
attenuates the energy of the signal for higher wavenumbers and decreases the coherence. It
should be noted that even though the lidar range gate and other optical properties do not vary
throughout a field campaign, the impact of the volume averaging varies based on the wind speed
signal itself. The general formulation provided in Eq. 8 accounts for variations based on the
properties of the wind speed.

The lidar-measured coherence with a separation distance of d = 36 m is shown in Figure 4
for the three different cases. The comparison between lidar-measured coherence and theoretical
coherence is provided in the first column (Figure 4a, d, g). Simley’s model performs well only for
Case02, where turbulent structures are larger and volume-averaging effects are limited (Figure
4d). The fitting parameters, a and b, depend on the standard deviation, o, and length-scale, L,
derived from the observed signal. Due to volume averaging, values of ¢ and L calculated from
the lidar signal exhibit some bias.
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Figure 4: Coherence from lidar measurements and predicted coherence for Case0l (top row),
Case02 (middle row), and Case03 (bottom row) with separation distance, d = 36 m. a, d, g)
Coherence from lidar measurements and theoretical predicted coherence for Case0l, Case02,
and Case03, respectively; b, e, h) least-squares fitting of the coherence model (Eq. 6) to the
lidar-measured coherence; c, f, 1) least-squares fitting of the coherence model (Eq. 6), including
volume averaging, to the lidar-measured coherence.

Table 2: Fitting parameters from lidar data for different cases

Cases  a, b Simley a, b least square fitting a, b minimization problem
Case01 0.16065, 0.000119  4.12737, 2.26e-08 7.896, 3.362¢-06

Case02 0.69038, 8.919¢-05 0.834305, -9.43e-08 0.82814, 7.65e-06

Case03 0.34338, 0.000535 1.11702, -5.053e-08 1.4356, 9.225¢-08

To understand the bias, help from the numerical simulation is considered. Within SOWFA, a
virtual lidar is placed at the hub of the turbine, and data are collected in the same way as for
the Halo Photonics lidar in the field. The virtual lidar is configured in staring mode, aimed
upstream up to 7D from the turbine. Data are collected with 2-m spatial resolution and a 1-Hz
sampling frequency for 10 minutes after the wind turbine wake is developed. Then, lidar range
weighting according to Eq. 4 is applied to generate a lidar-equivalent wind speed signal. The
virtual lidar signal is used to assess the impact of volume averaging on the fitting parameters,
indicating that lidar underestimates ¢ due to the attenuation of the energy of the signal, and
overestimates the length-scale due to the smoothing of the fluctuations. A quantitative analysis
of the impact of range-gate sizes on these parameters for the particular numerical simulation
corresponding to a neutral boundary layer is shown in Figure 5. From the current results, it is
projected that the impact of volume averaging is significant during stable atmospheric boundary
conditions, and the predictions of the fitting parameters which are dependent on ¢ and L will
exhibit more bias. An explanation of this comment can be achieved by checking the length-scale
obtained for the different cases. Case01 has a T'T of 1.24% and the calculated length-scale, L, is
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477 m, while Case03 has a T'T of 3.5% and length-scale, L, of 142 m. The smoothing of turbulent
fluctuations caused volume averaging is more pronounced for Case0l than Case03.

An attempt has been made to use the lidar data to predict the coherence based on the field
campaign data. Two approaches are taken to predict coherence based on the lidar measurements:
approach 1) least-squares fitting of the lidar measured coherence and coherence model up
to a wavenumber corresponding to 72 > 0.5 (Figure 4b, e, h) and approach 2) minimizing
the error between lidar-measured coherence and the coherence model with volume averaging
included (Figure 4c, f, i). Both approaches perform well in terms of retrieving the coherence,
whereas the second approach is computationally costlier than the first approach. A comparative
quantification of the fitting parameters is provided in Table 1 for Simley’s theoretical coherence
model and the derived coherence from lidar measurements. Fitting parameters for the derived

coherence are far different than the Simley’s model, except for Case02 where the bias in the o
and L estimates is expected to be low.
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Figure 6: Impact of induction zone on lidar-measured coherence. a) Coherence; b) phase angle.

5. Impact of induction zone

Lidar data are separated into freestream and induction zone regions based on the mean wind
speed profiles shown in Figure la. Freestream is defined as further upstream of two rotor
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diameters from the turbine, and induction zone is defined within two rotor diameters from the
turbine. Coherence and phase-angle calculations based on the freestream data and induction
zone data show that there are no significant effects of the induction zone on the coherence
(Figure 6). However, there are differences in the phase angle. In particular, the maximum
coherent wavenumber within the induction zone is lower than the freestream region, which
suggests that prediction of turbulent structures in the induction zone is not the same as in the
freestream region. The coherence and phase angle for Case03 is shown in Figure 6. Note that
nearest lidar measurement point is 82 m upstream of the turbine where turbine diameter, D, is
77 m. Therefore, investigation within the dominant induction zone which is close to the turbine
is restricted.

To further investigate the impact of the turbine induction zone on the coherence model and
turbulent structures, virtual lidar data collected through the numerical simulation are used.
Data are time averaged to see the reduction of wind speed in front of the turbine (Figure 7a). A
substantial reduction in wind speed of 16.25% is observed. As the magnitude of the mean wind
speed has dropped in the induction zone, it is expected that the standard deviation of the wind
speed will also drop. However, a significant drop is not observed (see Figure 7b). As lidar data
show that the phase angle in the induction zone is different, the time-scale of the virtual lidar
is also calculated. It is seen that time-scale drops close to the turbine. The drop is prominent
closer to the turbine where the wind speed drop is significant. Therefore, the length-scale, L,
(Eq. 2) which is calculated based on the time-scale and mean wind speed will be different in this
region. If the freestream theoretical coherence model is applied close to the turbine based on the
parameters calculated in the induction zone, the length-scale parameter needs to be adjusted.

6. Conclusions

While the coherence in the induction zone is not substantially different than in the freestream,
the phase of the turbulent structures is easily differentiated. The time-scale drops as the wind
approaches the turbine. However, the overall fluctuation of the wind speed does not change
substantially because of the slowdown of the wind speed in front of the turbine. Volume averaging
creates a bias in the coherence measurements — it overpredicts coherence in the low wavenumber
and underpredicts in high wavenumber. Furthermore, to allow practical applications of the lidar
data, an analytical formulation of lidar-measured longitudinal coherence, dependent on the lidar
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properties has been developed. The corrected coherence can be predicted based on wind speed
data collected with a lidar. Different cases used in this study suggest that coherence is highly
dependent on the atmospheric stability, and Simley’s approach to consider the atmospheric
stability through length-scale and standard deviation is a good approach. However, lidar data
overestimate length-scale and underestimate standard deviation. A longer field campaign is
needed to develop a lidar data-driven generic longitudinal coherence model.
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