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Abstract. This paper uses a year of SCADA data from Whitelee Wind Farm near Glasgow to 

investigate wind turbine wake development in moderately complex terrain.  Atmospheric 

stability measurements in terms of Richardson number from a met mast at an adjoining site have 

been obtained and used to assess the impact of stability on wake development. Considerable 

filtering of these data has been undertaken to ensure that all turbines are working normally and 

are well aligned with the wind direction.  A group of six wind turbines, more or less in a line, 

have been selected for analysis, and winds within a 2 degree direction sector about this line are 

used to ensure, as far as possible, that all the turbines investigated are fully immersed in the 

wake/s of the upstream turbine/s.  Results show how the terrain effects combine with the wake 

effects, with both being of comparable importance for the site in question.  Comparison has been 

made with results from two commercial CFD codes for neutral stability, and reasonable 

agreement is demonstrated.  Richardson number has been plotted against wind shear and 

turbulence intensity at a met mast on the wind farm that for the selected wind direction is not in 

the wake of any turbines.  Good correlations are found indicating that the Richardson numbers 

obtained are reliable.  The filtered data used for wake analysis were split according to Richardson 

number into two groups representing slightly stable to neutral, and unstable conditions.  Very 

little difference in wake development is apparent.  A greater difference can be observed when 

the data are separated simply by turbulence intensity, suggesting that, although turbulence 

intensity is correlated with stability, of the two it is the parameter that most directly impacts on 

wake development through mixing of ambient and wake flows. 

1.  Introduction 

Wake models are an area of active research due to their importance in wind farm design, and also their 

potential to be used in real-time control for operational optimisation of wind farms taking into account 

power output and fatigue loading.  They range in complexity from detailed computational flow models 

such as based on RANS and LES, to empirical models motivated by physics of flow considerations such 

as [1], and also highly simplified models, for example [2].  Model validation is essential if users are to 

have confidence in these models, and also to indicate the degree of accuracy that may be expected.  The 

IEA Wakebench, [3], is an important international collaboration concerned with promoting wake model 

validation and providing guidance for the procedures that should be followed for reliable results.  Much 

of the model validation work to date has concentrated on offshore wind farms where rectangular arrays 

lend themselves to wake analysis, and where terrain does not complicate the flow.  These studies have 

highlighted the impact of atmospheric stability on wake development.  There has been relatively limited 



 

 

 

 

 

 

validation against wind farms located in complex terrain.  This paper aims to help fill this gap through 

study of wind turbines in moderately complex terrain. Efforts have been made to identify the effect of 

atmospheric stability on the wake data, but also as will be seen, these effects turn out to be relatively 

modest in this case. 

2.  Site characteristics and turbine selection 

Whitelee wind farm is located 15 km south of Glasgow on an area of partially forested upland.  The site 

area is 55 km2 and accommodates a total of 215 turbines with a total installed capacity of 539 MW.  Of 

these 140 are Siemens 2.3 MW rated turbines comprising a mix of SWT-2.3-82 and SWT-2.3-93 

turbines having rotor diameters of 82 m and 93 m respectively. The terrain is moderately complex with 

changes in elevation that have a distinct impact on wind speeds.  The prevailing wind direction is south-

westerly as shown clearly in the wind rose shown in Figure 1 depicting data measured at turbine hub 

height on mast 81, which is located to the west of the wind farm.  

 
Figure 1: Wind rose from met mast 81 

 

Because of the complexity of the terrain, the wind farm does not follow a regular grid structure.  This 

makes the selection of turbines for wake analysis purposes more difficult.  A group of six SWT-2.3-93 

wind turbines, all with a hub height of 63.5 m, which lie more or less along a line at 237o have been 

selected due to their open and consistent exposure to the prevailing wind direction. These turbines are 

highlighted in Figure 2 showing a map of this part of the wind farm, taken from digimap, [4]. 

 

 
 

Figure 2: Selected wind turbines for wake analysis  



 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 1 gives the distances between adjacent wind turbines and also the exact angle between the pairs 

of turbines. It is apparent that the turbines are not equally spaced, and that there are minor, but perhaps, 

in terms of wake impact, significant departures from the 237o line. 

 

Turbine pair 08 - 09 09 - 24 24 - 40 40 - 53 53 - 68 

Distance between turbines (m) 377 423 465 421 457 

Distance between turbines (rotor diameters) 4.05 4.55 5.00 4.53 4.91 

Angular alignment (degrees) 240.8 227.1 238.4 249.4 226.1 

  

Table 1: Separation and angular alignment of the selected turbines 

 

Along the wind direction of 237o the turbines lie on a steady upward slope.  The ground elevation for 

the six turbines is given in Table 1 below. 

 

Turbine number 08 09 24 40 53 68 

Terrain elevation (m asl) 263 264 267 275 279 272 

 

Table 2: Elevations of the selected turbines 

 

3.  Data processing and direction re-calibration 

SCADA data for the complete wind farm has been made available by the site operator, Scottish Power 

Renewables, for the period 1st January 2012 to 1st January 2013.  This includes all 140 turbines plus 

wind speed data from the two site met masts at a range of measurement heights together with wind 

direction, air temperature and pressure.  Amongst other parameters, the individual turbine SCADA 

measurements include 10 minute averages of: nacelle wind speed; rotor angular velocity; blade pitch 

angle; active power output; and yaw position, together with maximum, minimum and standard deviation.  

These data has been imported into MATLAB for analysis.  Since the met masts are some distance from 

the selected turbines, it was decided, considering the irregularity of the intervening terrain, not to rely 

on wind direction measurements made at the masts, but rather to identify wind direction from the yaw 

position sensor for the first turbine in the line, namely turbine 08. 

3.1.  Yaw angle re-calibration 

It is well known that wind turbine yaw sensors are commonly very poorly calibrated; this is a result of 

poor sensor set up and also the fact that calibration is often lost when turbines are maintained.  The yaw 

angle sensor data for all selected turbines have been corrected following the procedure outlined here.  

Each turbine is surrounded by a number of other turbines; the angular arrangement of which is precisely 

known from the turbine locations.  Figure 3a shows the example of turbine TB 09.  Depending on the 

wind direction, turbine TB 09 will exhibit a lower wind speed and a reduced output due to operating in 

the wake of one of the other turbines, as is clear from the direction bin averaged values shown in Figure 

3b. To further assist in identification on the turbine angular positions, only data with wind speed in the 

range 6.7 to 7.6 m/s is shown.  This results in an absence of power production from TB 09 when 

operating directly in a wake.  The exact angular location can be identified from the gap centres in Figure 

3c.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 3: a) Relative angular position of TB 09 with surrounding turbines. b) Power and wind speed as 

a function of yaw angle position for TB 09.  c) Power from TB 09 for wind speeds 6.7 to 7.6 m/s 

3.2.  Data selection 

Three nacelle wind speed signals are available in Siemens SCADA data sets with different designated 

sensor names (in fact reflecting different ways in which the raw anemometer signals have been processed 

by the SCADA software): active; primary; and secondary wind sensors.  The first of these has been 

chosen because it showed the highest correlation with the hub height wind speeds measured at met mast 

81.  For reliable wake assessment, it is essential that all the turbines selected are working properly, and 

not for example cutting in or out within the ten minute averaging period, or operating in a curtailed 

mode. Such unwanted data have been removed by applying a sequence of filters.  Wind speeds below 4 

m/s and power values below 100 kW have been filtered out as these are of no interest for wake analysis.  

In addition the known pitch characteristics of the Siemens turbine (ie the dependence of blade pitch 

angle on average wind speed) have been used to identify any curtailment and to remove such data. 

In addition to the data reduction outlined above, data have been further filtered to ensure that all six 

turbines are operating, and that they are all reasonably aligned with the wind direction (defined as being 

within ±10o).  The result of this data processing was to eliminate 67% of the total number of data points.  

Finally, a very narrow wind directing sector of 237 ±1o has been adopted for the wake analysis. 

4.  Experimental results 

The data has been analysed with several key objectives in mind: to explore the wake spread and confirm 

the yaw angle re-calibration procedure; to investigate the cumulative wake superposition effect and its 

interaction with terrain effects; and to explore the impact of atmospheric stability. 

4.1.  Assessment of wake spread 

The simplified models generally assume a Gaussian shape for the wake as a function of distance from 

the wake centreline.  Figure 4 shows the results calculated for the shape of the wake for turbine TB 08 

as measured by the relative power output at turbine TB 09, which is 377 meters downstream (Table 1), 

as a function of the wind speed direction.  Wind speeds between 7.5 and 8.5 m/s as measured by the 

nacelle anemometer of turbine TB 08 were used to give an approximately constant thrust coefficient at 

turbine TB 08 as indicated by Figure 5 since thrust has a major impact on the wake, and the data was 

split into high and low turbulence intensity (as assessed from the hub height mast data and defined as 

above and below the mean turbulence intensity of 0.15 respectively).  As anticipated the wake shapes 

are broadly Gaussian but with some asymmetry caused by the wake rotation that is ignored in the simple 

models, and indeed most CFD models.  High ambient turbulence intensity promotes greater mixing 

between the wake and ambient flows, giving rise to faster wake dissipation.  This can be seen in the 

lower centreline power deficit apparent from Figure 4.  However, the broader wake profile for the high 

turbulence case is unexpected.  At first site, the fact that the centreline is displaced from zero might 



 

 

 

 

 

 

cause concern regarding the wind direction calibration, but actually this reflects the fact that turbines TB 

08 and TB 09 do not lie exactly along the 237o line, but are displaced by 4o, in accord with Figure 4.  

 
Figure 4: Wake spread for turbine TB 08 for wind speed interval [7.5 8.5] m/s 

 

 
Figure 5: Thrust coefficient as a function of wind speed 

 

4.2.  Cumulative wake superposition and interaction with terrain effects 

Two approaches to data selection have been used to assess the wakes of the group of turbines: wind 

speed filtering; and power filtering. In both cases the range has been selected to give an approximately 

constant thrust coefficient at turbine TB 08. As in Section 4.1 a wind speed range of 7.5 to 8.5 m/s was 

used, and a power range 800 to 1200 kW was used.  Figure 6 shows the development of the wind speed 

and the power along the line of turbines, together with the standard deviation of the results.  The wake 

impact at TB 09 is large and probably little influenced by the terrain. However, further down the line of 

turbines, with reference to Tables 1 and 2, it is clear that the results show some influence of the terrain, 

in particular the higher wind speed at the 5th turbine located on the terrain highpoint, falling off to the 

final turbine in the line.  The results also reflect the exact alignment of the turbines that is expected to 

result in partial wake immersion in some cases.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 6: Wake development from TB 08 to TB 68 (left for wind speed, right for power) 

 

4.3.  Impact of atmospheric stability 

Concurrent estimates of the bulk Richardson number (Ri) have been made available based on data 

collected by NEL at an adjoining site.  The raw data was not supplied but it is known that Ri was 

calculated according to Equation 1, where ΔT, z and U are the differences in temperature (Kelvin), 

height (m), and wind speed (m/s) respectively, and that measurements were made at 1 m and 76 m height 

for temperature, and 10 m and 80 m for wind speed (the fact that the heights used for temperature and 

wind speed did not coincide exactly will result in some minor error in the estimation). Although 

Richardson number is a convenient measure of atmospheric stability, it is difficult to estimate accurately 

due to expected errors in measuring small temperature difference.  To give some confidence to the 

estimates, correlations with wind shear and turbulence intensity at met mast 81 have been calculated 

derived from average values at each hour of the day that reflect the expected consistent changes in 

stability through the 24 hour period.  These are presented in Figure 7 and show well defined and expected 

relationships; ie turbulence intensity increases with atmospheric instability (negative Ri), and wind shear 

(given by the shear exponent) increases with stability (positive Ri).  However, if the Ri is plotted directly 

against shear or turbulence intensity for the individual time points, the result is widely scattered with no 

correlation apparent, indicating poor accuracy for individual estimates of stability. To contrast with 

Figure 7, and provide a more balanced assessment of the relationships, the data has been binned by shear 

exponent and turbulence intensity to create Figures 8 and 9 respectively.  The results are not nearly as 

linear and very wide confidence limits are apparent reflecting the scatter mentioned; despite this the 

expected tendencies in the relationships are generally apparent.  
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Figure 7: Correlations between Ri and shear exponent (left) and turbulence intensity (right) 

 
Figure 8: Binned relationship between Ri and shear exponent 

 
Figure 9: Binned relationship between Ri and turbulence intensity 

 

It can be seen from Figures 7, 8 and 9 that atmospheric conditions at the windfarm range from 

unstable to neutral to slightly stable as might be expected for an onshore site near to the west coast of 

the UK. To explore whether changes in stability impact significantly on wake development at this site, 

the data filtered by power in the range 400 to 1700 kW to give the maximum amount of data consistent 

with near constant thrust coefficient has been split by positive and negative Ri, and the normalized power 

with respect to the power of TB 08, plotted for each of the turbines as shown in Figure 10.  Very little 

difference can be identified; this is assumed to be due to the scatter between the raw hourly values of 

the parameters that is apparent in Figures 8 and 9. Regrettably, it has not been possible to present the 
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errors bars for Figure 10, but these will be comparable to those shown in the corresponding plot of Figure 

6. 

 

 
Figure 10: Wake development for positive and negative Ri 

 

As an alternative to analysis by Richardson number, the same data has been plotted but this time 

separated into high and low turbulence intensity as measured at met mast 81.  The result is shown in 

Figure 11, and shows a much clearer dependency.  This suggests that it is the ambient turbulent level 

that is known to determine wake mixing and decay that is more important, although of course changes 

in turbulence intensity are related to changes in stability as shown above.  The turbulence intensity was 

measured closer to the turbines than the mast used to calculate Ri but whether this might in part explain 

the result is unclear. 

 

 
Figure 11: Wake development for high and low turbulence intensity 

 

5.  Provisional wake model comparisons 

Two commercial CFD codes have been used to model the wake development of the selected turbines: 

WindModeller (based on ANSYS/CFX), [5], and STAR-CCM+, [6]. Only a single wind direction has 

been used in the results presented here and so variations in wind speed within the 10 minutes averaging 

period of the SCADA data are not accounted for. Both CFD codes employ an actuator disk representation 

for the wind turbine rotor, and both have represented the atmospheric boundary layer as neutral.  There 

are however differences in the way the codes as applied in this instance have dealt with stratification 

above the boundary layer.  STAR-CCM+ accounts for the stable stratification that typically occurs in a 
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free atmosphere above the boundary layer, from around 1 km above the ground, whilst although CFX 

has this capability, this option has not been invoked in this particular application.  This is not considered 

to have a significant impact on the results presented.    As mentioned, no attempt has been made in this 

provisional application of the CFD codes to take account of expected wind direction changes within the 

10 minute averaged data (the standard deviation of wind directions was calculated as 8.83o from the 

wind vane on met mast 81).  The results (Figure 12) show reasonable agreement between the models 

and data, and reflect, but to different extents and in different ways, the impact of the terrain and the 

differences in turbine alignment. 

 

 
Figure 12: Comparison of wake models with SCADA data results 

  

6.  Conclusions 

A year of SCADA data from Whitelee wind farm has been carefully processed to exclude potentially 

misleading data points and has been examined for a very narrow wind direction sector to examine the 

wind speeds and power production of 6 turbines, and thus the wakes of five turbines.  The data has been 

split into two sets according to bulk Richardson number, and also ambient turbulence intensity, so as to 

examine the impact of atmospheric stability on wake development.  Although this effect has been 

examined for offshore sites, very little corresponding work has been undertaken for onshore wind farms.  

The results indicate very little impact of atmospheric stability on wake strength which may be due to the 

limited range from unstable to slightly stable for this particular site.  Splitting the data into high and low 

turbulence intensity however showed a marked impact, with high turbulence resulting in diminished 

wakes as would be expected. Some provisional wake calculations undertaken using ANSYS 

WindModeller and STAR-CCM+ and assuming a neutral boundary layer showed reasonable agreement 

with the data.   

  

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Relative 
turbine
power

Turbine

SCADA data

WindModeller

STAR-CCM+



 

 

 

 

 

 

References 

[1] Larsen, G. C. A simple stationary semi-analytical wake model; Risø-R-1713(EN), 2009. 

[2] Katic, I., Hojstrup, J. and Jensen, N.O. (1986) A Simple Model for Cluster Efficiency; Proc. 

EWEC, October, 1986, Rome. 

[3] https://www.ieawind.org/task_31.html 

[4] Ordnance Survey, “OS MasterMap Topography Layer.” 

[5] http://resource.ansys.com/Resource+Library/Webinars/Wind+Farm+Flow+Modeling:+Includin

g+Atmospheric+Stability 

[6] http://mdx.plm.automation.siemens.com/star-ccm-plus 

 

Acknowledgements 

The authors would like to acknowledge the support of Christiane Montavon of ANSYS for her 

assistance in using WindModeller, Lindsey Amos of Strathclyde University for producing the results 

from WindModeller, James Bleeg of DNV-GL for STAR-CCM+ results, and Laura Maury, a visitor 

from INSA-Lyon, who made useful contributions to the data analysis.  Funding from EPSRC under 

grant EP/N508536/1 as part of the InnovateUK project SWEPT2 is gratefully acknowledged.  We 

thank Scottish Power Renewables for making available the data from Whitlee wind farm, this is 

subject to a confidentiality agreement and so is not available to other researchers.  

 

https://www.ieawind.org/task_31.html
http://resource.ansys.com/Resource+Library/Webinars/Wind+Farm+Flow+Modeling:+Including+Atmospheric+Stability
http://resource.ansys.com/Resource+Library/Webinars/Wind+Farm+Flow+Modeling:+Including+Atmospheric+Stability

