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Abstract: This paper proposes a practical approach to assess wind energy resource and calculate
annual energy production for use on university courses in engineering. To this end, two practical
exercises were designed in the open-source software GNU Octave (compatible with MATLAB) using
both synthetic and field data. The script used to generate the synthetic data as well as those created
to develop the practical exercises are included for the benefit of other educational bodies. With the
first exercise the students learn how to characterize the wind resource at the wind turbine hub height
and adjust it to the Weibull distribution. Two examples are included in this exercise: one with an
appropriate fit and another where the Weibull distribution does not fit properly to the generated data.
Furthermore, in this exercise, field data (gathered with a LiDAR remote sensing device) is also used
to calculate shear exponents for a proper characterisation of the wind profile. The second exercise
consists of the calculation of the annual energy production of a wind power plant, where the students
can assess the influence of different factors (wind speed, rotor diameter, rated power, etc.) in the
project. The exercises proposed can easily be implemented through either in-class or online teaching
modes.

Keywords: energy education; engineering education; sustainability; renewable energy

1. Introduction

With the current Strategic Energy Technology Plan (SET Plan) towards a more sustain-
able world [1], renewable energies are playing, and will play, a key role. Wind energy is
the most mature and promising of the different renewable energy sources [2]. A total of
650 GW of wind power is currently installed worldwide (by 2019, [3]), 205 GW of which is
installed in Europe. Spain was the country to install the most new wind power capacity in
2019, with 2.3 GW of new onshore wind farms [4].

The wind capacity installed in Spain is 26 GW [5]. Figure 1 depicts the annually
installed wind capacity (bubble size) and the cumulative wind capacity (bubble height) in
Spain, including the prospection for 2026 and 2030 (41.6 GW and 51 GW cumulative, respec-
tively) according to the Spanish Energy and Climate National Plan (Plan Nacional Integrado
de Energia y Clima, PNIEC). The difficulties experienced in the country from 2013 onward
to install new wind farms, marked by regulatory changes to Feed in Tariffs (FiTs) [6,7], are
clearly observed in Figure 1. That year, subsidies for renewable energy changed from FiTs
to a capacity-based investment bonus to fix profitability at 7.5% throughout the regulated
lifetime of the project [8,9]. Despite this, Spain holds the second position in Europe and
fifth worldwide in terms of installed capacity. It can also be appreciated from Figure 1 that
nearly half of the current installed capacity will have completed 15 years of operation by
2021, with around 3.5 GW being over 20 years old by then.
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Figure 1. Cumulative and annually installed wind capacity in Spain.

In Spain, a significant portion of the electric demand is covered by wind power
generation. In this regard, Spain held the sixth position in Europe in 2019, with 21%
of electricity generation covered by wind [10]. Denmark had the largest share (with
48%), followed by Ireland, Portugal, Germany and UK (with 33%, 27%, 26% and 22%
respectively) [4]. Figure 2 shows the evolution from 2000 to date of the electricity demand
covered by wind in Spain.
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Figure 2. Wind energy generation and electricity demand covered by wind in Spain (2000–2019).

Under this scenario, it is clear that the study of wind energy power plants must be
included in engineering-related degrees. For example, in the University of Castilla–La
Mancha (Spain), this topic forms part of the Electrical Engineering Degree, which is a
four-year course. In this degree, renewable energies are taught in several courses during
the third and fourth year, with special focus on wind and solar photovoltaic sources.
A different example is found in the Technical University of Cartagena (Spain), where the
topic is included in the Master’s Degree in Civil Engineering, with an academic itinerary
covering wind and hydropower sources. The practical exercises proposed in the present
paper are currently used with students of both these degrees.

2. Characterization of Wind Resource and Wind Power Generation

The most crucial stage of planning a wind power plant project is the wind resource
assessment, as it is the basis for establishing the project’s initial feasibility and cash flow
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projections. Such computations are key for obtaining financing, usually from banks or
banking consortia. High-resolution wind resource data are now accessible in many coun-
tries and regions, and a preliminary study can usually be completed by leveraging such
data. Once the study area is determined, the first step is to obtain wind data collected close
to the site. Wind resource data sets are collected on a met tower over the course of a year.
When met towers are lower than the wind turbine hub height, the data collected must be
scaled up to the expected height. Different equations are used that take into account the
terrain on which the wind farm is to be located.

The next step is to model the wind resource in the area, which is achieved by character-
ising the wind resource data sets at the turbine’s hub height. Frequency distributions, such
as the Weibull and Rayleigh density functions, are typically employed to this end [11–13].
The annual energy production (AEP) is then calculated using the fitted density function at
the turbine hub height and the wind turbine power curve. A number of other elements
are also taken into account when estimating energy production, including the average air
density for the site, where the power curve is adjusted for the site density, assumed to
be constant throughout the year. If there are significant changes in the seasonal variation
of air density, a method to correct the AEP is advisable, as proposed in [14]. Despite the
availability of software packages, such as WindFarmer®, WindPRO®, WAsP®, Meteodyn®,
WindSim®, which can be used to assess wind resource and energy production and to
develop wind farms, students should be trained in the basic elements of wind resource
assessment and AEP calculation.

Given that the available energy and the AEP vary with the cube of the wind speed and
are directly related to the financial viability of wind power plant projects, characterizing the
wind resource is a key process [14]. Wind turbine power production, P, can be estimated
using the widely used expression:

P =
1
2
· Cp · ρ · A · v3, (1)

where ρ is the air density (1.225 kg
m3 standard conditions for dry air at sea level, defined as

15 ◦C and 1013.3 mbar), Cp is the power coefficient, A is the rotor swept area, and v is the
wind speed at hub height [12].

Wind is typically a commodity that, from a temporal and geographical perspective,
varies greatly. As the wind resource at a particular location may differ from one year to the
next, the wind speed data collected for assessment might correspond to an atypical year,
thus affecting the viability calculations for the particular wind farm project. Wind power
generation, aggregated at country level, can also present inter-annual oscillations [15,16].

Figure 3 shows the impact of monthly wind power generation in Spain between 2014
and 2020, which clearly shows a seasonal pattern. The inter-annual variability of wind
can be seen in the difference between, for example, September 2014 and 2018, and October
2018, which yielded the lowest monthly production (slightly less than 15%), and March
2018 and November 2019, which were the months with the highest wind power generation
(over 40% of the total rated installed capacity). Before that, 2013 was an excellent year for
wind resource across the peninsula, and Spain was the first country in the world in which
wind power was the leading technology in terms of electricity production. This scenario
has not as yet been repeated, although the notable drop in new wind projects since 2013 is
also partly to blame for this (Figure 1).
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Figure 3. Wind energy generation covering the electricity demand in Spain from 2014 to 2020.

Furthermore, obstacles and surface roughness on the ground create shear stresses
which lead to a significant braking effect on wind, whereas high above the ground in the
undisturbed air layers of geostrophic wind (approximately 5 km above ground) the surface
conditions have no impact. This phenomenon is known as the atmospheric boundary layer,
and also as vertical wind shear, due to the effects on the wind speed vertical profile [17].
On flat terrain and with a neutrally stratified atmosphere, where thermal boundary effects
can be neglected, the logarithmic wind profile is a good estimation for the vertical wind
shear [18]:

v
v0

=
ln H

z

ln H0
z

(2)

where the reference wind speed v0 is measured at height H0, v is the wind speed at height
H, and z is the roughness length, which can be obtained depending on the characteristics
of the terrain (Table 1).

Table 1. Roughness length, z [18].

Roughness Terrain Characteristics Roughness
Class Length z

0 Water surface 0.0002
1 Open areas with a few windbreaks 0.03
2 Farm land with some windbreaks more than 1 km apart 0.1
3 Urban districts and farm land with many windbreaks 0.4
4 Dense urban or forest 1.6

An exponential approximation can also be applied to model the wind profile, where
the exponent varies with the type of terrain (Equation (3)), also known as the power law.
When the value of α is equal to 1

7 , it is commonly referred to as the one-seventh power law.
In the United States, the power law (Equation (3)) is typically employed, while in Europe
the logarithmic law (Equation (2)) is more commonly used [19].

v
v0

=

(
H
H0

)α

(3)

where v is the wind speed at height H, v0 is the wind speed at height H0, and α is the
friction coefficient (also known as Hellman exponent or shear exponent). This coefficient is
a function of the topography at a specific site, with a value of 1

7 being frequently assumed
for open land. This value can be obtained according to the terrain characteristics (Table 2).
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Table 2. Shear exponent, α [18].

Terrain Characteristics Shear Exponent α

Smooth hard ground, calm water 0.10
Tall grass on level ground 0.15
High crops, hedges and shrubs 0.20
Wooded countryside, many trees 0.25
Small town with trees and shrubs 0.30
Large city with tall buildings 0.30

Then, in order to estimate the AEP, the wind speed data series at the wind turbine
hub height is used. In this regard, the use of mathematical functions to model the wind
speed distribution over a period of time, typically a year, is recommended in the literature.
The Weibull distribution is the function traditionally used for modeling wind speed distri-
butions in wind energy studies [20–22]. For a specific location and a certain wind speed
(v), the Weibull probability density function is given by [13]:

f (v) =
β

λ

( v
λ

)β−1
e−(

v
λ )

β

, (4)

where λ is the Weibull scale parameter (with units equal to the wind speed units) and β is
the dimensionless Weibull shape parameter.

As previously mentioned, different reference wind speed frequency distributions
can be used, such as the Weibull and Rayleigh density functions, with the latter being a
particular Weibull distribution with a shape factor (β) of 2. Given the considerable degree
of random variation in 10-min or hourly mean wind speed measurements over a year, mul-
tiple studies have proposed Weibull distributions for wind resource modeling [17,21,23,24].
Consequently, Weibull distributions have commonly been applied to wind speed charac-
terization but primarily when wind speed data are restricted to a specific location with a
single meteorological tower (also known as a met mast). Nonetheless, and despite only one
Weibull distribution being able to provide adequate representations, wind speed distribu-
tions are not efficiently characterized by one Weibull distribution in all locations. The effects
of diverse wind climates, such as the variability of wind distribution according to wind
direction or a strong underlying seasonal component stemming from changes in insolation
throughout the year as a result of the tilt of the Earth’s axis of rotation during summer or
winter, can necessitate a more complex representation based on a double-peaked bi-Weibull
distribution [25–27], with different scale and shape factors according to the seasons [28].
In addition, other probability density functions have recently been posited in the specific
literature for such purposes [28,29].

As recommended in the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) Standard to
measure the power performance of electricity-producing wind turbines [30], the Weibull
density function profile can be used to calculate the AEP of wind turbines and wind farms.
Thus, data represented in a typical discrete wind speed histogram can be presented as a
continuous function, called a probability density function. The defining elements of the
histogram include the area under the curve being equal to a unit, and the ease of the process
to find the probability of the wind being between two specific speeds, where it is only
necessary to compute the area under the curve between the two wind speeds. Following
the aforementioned standard, the annual energy production (AEP) is estimated assuming
that wind turbines have an availability of 100%.

The AEP is calculated using Equation (5):

AEP = Nh

∫ vcut-out

vcut-in

f (v) · P(v)dv ≈ Nh

N

∑
i=1

(F(Vi)− F(Vi−1))

(
Pi−1 + Pi

2

)
(5)
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where, Nh is the number of hours in one year (8760), N is the number of bins, Vi is the wind
speed in the upper limit in bin i, Pi is the power output for such wind speed, and F(V) is
the Weibull cumulative probability distribution function for wind speed.

In addition, the capacity factor (CF) and the equivalent full load hours (EFLH) are two
common parameters used for the techno-economic assessment of wind power plants [31].
The CF is the ratio between the energy produced by the wind power plant over one year
and the energy it would have produced if operating continuously at its rated power (PWPP)
during that year, Equation (6). The corresponding EFLH is obtained by multiplying the
CF coefficient by the total number of hours in a year, Equation (7), i.e., it is the number
of hours the wind power plant ought to operate at its rated power to generate the same
amount of energy as it did in one year.

CF =
AEP

Nh · PWPP
(6)

EFLH = Nh · CF =
AEP
PWPP

(7)

3. Description of the Synthetic and Field Data

Both synthetic and field wind data are used in this work to develop the proposed
exercises. For the benefit of other educational bodies, the script used to generate the
synthetic data is described as follows and included in the Appendix A as Listing A1,
where step-by-step instructions can be found. Although it is more convenient to use field
measurements for this purpose, the difficulty in accessing such sorts of data makes it useful
to generate artificial data series.

The script created to generate random wind data provides a two-column file contain-
ing one year of ten-minute wind speed values (second column) sorted per wind direction
(first column) at a chosen height. This script can be implemented using different Weibull
factors depending on the wind direction. In this way, common small variations can be re-
produced (i.e., appropriate Weibull fit), but also significant variations, like those occurring
in complex orography (upstream) for different wind directions (i.e., non-appropriate single
Weibull fit). For the latter kind of data, students learn and practice that fitting a single
Weibull distribution regardless of the wind direction would lead to poor adjustments and
hence inaccurate AEP estimations, whereas using a distribution for each wind direction
bin leads to a better agreement. It should be mentioned that, while the generated data
distribution might seem real, its temporal evolution is totally random and unrealistic and
should never be used as a time series.

In addition, a three-month field data set has also been used in one of the exercises and
can be provided to other educational bodies under request. For this data set, a measurement
campaign was performed in a Spanish wind power plant for a continuous period of three
months during winter. Specifically, the wind power plant is located in the region of
Higueruela, which is one of the areas with the best wind resource in Spain [7]. Ten-
minute wind speed and wind direction measurements were collected with a LiDAR device
(Figure 4). The measurements were taken at ten different heights using the LiDAR device,
these being: 40 m, 50 m, 62 m, 72 m, 85 m, 95 m, 110 m, 140 m, 160 m, and 200 m.
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Figure 4. LiDAR installed in a wind farm.

4. Practical Exercises in GNU Octave

Two practical exercises are proposed for the students to assess the wind resource and to
calculate the AEP, respectively, as previously described. These exercises are implemented in
GNU Octave [32] (open-source software compatible with MATLAB), presented as follows.
The G80 Siemens-Gamesa wind turbine will be used for the calculations.

4.1. Practical Exercise 1: Wind Speed Characterization

The aim of this exercise is for students to develop the skills to characterize the wind
resource at different sites using the Weibull distribution, while noticing the importance of
land roughness. The variation of wind speed with height is studied by proposing the char-
acterization of the wind resource at the wind turbine hub height using both the logarithmic
and the exponential laws (Equations (2) and (3), respectively) for different terrains.

For this exercise, the students are provided with two different sets of synthetic data
and one set of field data. The first set of synthetic data shows an appropriate Weibull
distribution fit (MastMetData1), while the second set does not (MastMetData2). A third
set of field data is used to calculate instantaneous values of α. Thus, the objectives of this
exercise are:

1. To adjust the Weibull distribution to different synthetic data sets (proper fit and
non-proper fit) and obtain the scale (λ) and shape (β) parameters.

2. To obtain the wind speed values at the G80 wind turbine hub height (set to 90 m for
academic purposes) for three different terrains: flat, medium and complex, using both
the logarithmic and power laws.

3. To obtain instantaneous values of α using the field data set.

To accomplish Objective 1, the students are asked to:

• Obtain scale and factor Weibull parameters for the data set.
• Jointly plot the data using a histogram and the Weibull curve obtained.
• Assess graphically whether the Weibull curve fits the histogram data.

The script developed for Objective 1 is included in the Appendix A as Listing A2,
and the results are shown in Figures 5 and 6. The MastMetData1 set is represented in Figure
5a, showing an appropriate Weibull fit. This case allows students to learn the procedure of
fitting by calculating the scale and factor Weibull parameters. The second case, shown in
Figure 5b, shows an example in which the Weibull distribution does not properly fit to the
data, and thus, should not be used to represent the data.
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Figure 5. Weibull distribution and histogram for different synthetic data sets at 20 m height. N. data
refers to the number of samples.

For some sites, wind may be represented by a sum of different Weibull distributions
as wind characteristics change depending on the wind’s direction or the season. In order
for the students to comprehend this phenomenon and the associated calculation problem,
the students are asked to classify the MastMetData2 set by wind direction and to re-calculate
the scale and factor Weibull parameters for each sub-set. To accomplish this task, the wind
data will be sorted into twelve sectors, following the procedure commonly implemented
by commercial tools (e.g., Global Wind Atlas® [33] or WAsP® [34]). The results are shown in
Figure 6. In this figure, students can assess which wind directions are predominant, like
those found in Figure 6a,l, or which are less common, like those seen in Figure 6d–g.

Next, Objective 2 is accomplished using Equations (2) and (3), as shown in the script
given in Listing A3 of the Appendix A. The results are shown in Figures 7 and 8. The wind
speed obtained at the hub height for different terrains is depicted in Figure 7a using the
logarithmic law (Equation (2), for the specified roughness lengths) and Figure 7b using the
power law (Equation (3), for the specified friction coefficients). In both graphs, the variation
of wind speed from 20 m to 90 m height for different types of terrain (flat, medium and
complex) is shown for one day. The full data set at the wind turbine hub height for the
different terrains and their adjusted Weibull distributions are shown in Figure 8a,b using
the logarithmic law and the power law, respectively.

Finally, to accomplish Objective 3, field data collected with the LiDAR device for a
period of three months is used. The script is included as Listing A4 in the Appendix A.
The friction coefficient (α) may vary significantly according to atmosphere stability, year,
month, hour of the day, or even wind direction and wind speed values. Figure 9 shows
actual wind speed variations at different heights from the field data set. As can be seen,
for high wind speeds (Figure 9a) the wind speed increases with height. This is not the
case for lower wind speeds (Figure 9b). Thus, this objective is intended to help students
understand the complexity of this phenomenon by analysing the variation of the friction
coefficients for different pairs of heights.
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Figure 6. Weibull fit and histogram per wind sector for MastMetData2. N. data refers to the number
of samples.

To this end, instantaneous α values are calculated using Equation (3) and the field
data set. The results are shown in Figure 10. As can be seen, lower shear exponents
are measured during daytime while larger shear exponents are found during nighttime.
Actually, during daytime the temperature near the ground is greater than at upper heights
due to solar irradiation, which causes an unstable atmosphere in which the wind profile is
flat (i.e., the difference between wind speeds is small at different heights and hence low
shear exponents are observed). In contrast, during nighttime, due to thermal stratification,
the atmosphere becomes stable and hence no-flat wind profiles are measured (high shear
exponents). Thus, with this exercise, the students can assess the complexity of obtaining
wind speeds at the wind turbine hub height taking into account the characteristics of the
terrain, and therefore the importance of carrying out measurement campaigns at the hub
height or the rotor swept area range.
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Figure 7. Wind speed of MastMetData1 at the reference height (20 m) and hub height (90 m) for
different terrains.
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Figure 8. Wind speed histograms and Weibull functions of MastMetData1 at the reference height
(20 m) and hub height (90 m) for different terrains. N. data refers to the number of samples.
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Figure 9. Actual wind speeds at different heights (data collected with the LiDAR device July 2010).
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Figure 10. Instantaneous α values for different pairs of heights obtained using field data.

4.2. Practical Exercise 2: Calculation of the AEP

The aim of this exercise is for students to develop the skills to estimate the expected
AEP of a wind power plant so they can assess the project economically. They should also
develop the skills to analyse the results critically and to assess the influence of different
factors in the AEP (wind speed, rotor diameter, nominal power, etc.). To this end, the AEP,
CF and EFLH will be calculated using both the wind measurements and the Weibull fit.
The scripts developed for this exercise are included in the Appendix A as Listing A5 for
MastMetData1 and Listing A6 for MastMetData2.

Thus, the objectives of this exercise are:

1. To plot in the same figure the distribution of wind (both measured and fitted) and the
G80 wind turbine power curve to discuss the importance of relative changes in the
wind distribution and in the characteristics of the power curve (cut-in and cut-out
speeds, rotor area, maximum power, . . . ).

2. To estimate the AEP using the fitted Weibull function and the measured data. To dis-
cuss the differences between both estimations.

3. To calculate the CF and EFLH.

Objective 1 is designed for students to assess graphically the influence of the wind
distribution and the wind turbine power curve when calculating the AEP, functions mul-
tiplied as per Equation (5). To this end, both functions are plotted jointly in Figure 11
for each data set. In this figure, students can observe that the probability of having wind
speeds above 15 m/s is low for the sites analysed. Thus, a small increase in the nominal
power of the wind turbine (e.g., from 2 MW to 2.5 MW or 3 MW) would not lead to a
substantial rise in the AEP. However, there is a notable occurrence of wind speeds located
in the parabolic part of the power curve, meaning that increasing the power in this part of
the curve (through greater blades for instance) would lead the AEP to increase significantly.

The results obtained for Objectives 2 and 3 are presented in Tables 3 and 4 for MatMest-
Data1 and MatMestData2, respectively. As can be seen in Table 3, very similar results are
achieved when using the Weibull distribution and the measured data for MatMestData1.
This is because this data set meets an appropriate Weibull adjustment. However, that
is not the case for the second data set (see Table 4), where the Weibull distribution does
not show an appropriate fit. Thus, significant differences are obtained in the AEP, CF
and EFLH when using the measured data and the non-appropriate Weibull fit. In this
case, as previously explained, it is necessary to classify the wind measurements per wind
direction (see Figure 6) and use those twelve Weibull functions to calculate the AEP, CF
and EFLH.
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Figure 11. G80 wind turbine power curve compared to the different wind data sets. N. data refers to
the number of samples.

Table 3. Annual Energy Production, CF and EFLH calculated for MatMestData1.

AEP CF EFLH

Measured data 7.66 GWh 0.442 3831 h
Weibull Distribution 7.68 GWh 0.439 3842 h

Table 4. Annual Energy Production, CF and EFLH calculated for MatMestData2.

AEP CF EFLH

Measured data 8.36 GWh 0.482 4181 h
Weibull Distribution
(bad fit) 9.05 GWh 0.517 4525 h

Weibull Distribution
(per sectors) 8.43 GWh 0.486 4214 h

5. Conclusions

Renewable energies have emerged as a key element in moving towards a more sus-
tainable world. Of these energies, wind is the most mature and promising. Thus, it is
highly important for engineers to acquire the relevant competences in the field of wind
energy. To this end, the present work shows two exercises for students to acquire practical
knowledge in developing wind energy power plants. The first exercise focuses on the wind
resource and Weibull adjustment that can be used, as per the IEC Standard, to estimate
the AEP of a wind power plant, included in the second exercise. As an extension of the
proposed exercises, other distributions could be implemented to assess the wind resource,
such as the bimodal Weibull, Kappa or Wakeby distributions [35]. Besides, the statistical
test χ2, could be implemented to validate the adjustment quantitatively. Furthermore,
the calculations proposed in these exercises can also be utilised for research purposes. Both
exercises have been developed using the open-source software GNU Octave (compatible
with MATLAB), and all the scripts are included in the Appendix for the benefit of other
educational bodies.

These exercises are used in the Electric Engineering Degree at the University of
Castilla–La Mancha, and the MSc Degree in Civil Engineering at the Technical University of
Cartagena. For several years, lecturers have observed fruitful outcomes from the students
and have received their positive feedback. Although these universities conduct their
teaching activities face-to-face at their engineering schools, these exercises can easily be
implemented on online-mode courses too. This was indeed the case during the COVID-19
pandemic, when the different goals of the exercises were satisfactorily achieved by the
students, as in previous years.
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Nomenclature

P Power production
Cp Power coefficient
ρ Air density
A Rotor swept area
v Wind speed
H Height
z Roughness length
α Shear Exponent
β Weibull shape parameter
λ Weibull scale parameter
Nh Hours in a year
AEP Annual Energy Production
CF Capacity Factor
EFLH Equivalent Full Load Hours
PWPP Rated power of wind power plant
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Appendix A. Scripts in GNU Octave

Listing A1: Script to generate synthetic wind speed data.
%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
%%%%%% INPUT DATA %%%%%%
%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%

MMfile= ’ MastMetData . csv ’ ; % Output f i lename %
% MMfile= ’MastMetDataNON . csv ’ ; % f o r non−appropriate Weibull f i t

% Choosen height ( in metres )
z1 =20; % 20 m

% P r o b a b i l i t y of each wind d i r e c t i o n (wd) bin ( choose one ) :
prob_di rec t ion_b ins = [ . 4 0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 3 0 ] ; % f o r appropriate Weibull f i t
% prob_di rec t ion_b ins = [ . 4 0 . 1 0 . 1 0 . 4 0 ] ; % f o r non−appropriate Weibull f i t

% Weibull d i s t r i b u t i o n s c a l e f a c t o r s a t each wd bin c e n t e r ( choose one ) :
s c a l e _ f a c t o r = [ 8 . 0 9 . 0 8 . 0 7 . 0 ] ; % f o r appropriate Weibull f i t

% s c a l e _ f a c t o r = [ 1 2 . 0 1 2 . 0 9 . 0 6 . 0 ] ; % f o r non−appropriate Weibull f i t

% Weibull d i s t r i b u t i o n shape f a c t o r s a t each wd bin c e n t e r ( choose one ) :
shape_fac tor = [ 2 . 0 7 2 . 1 0 2 . 0 8 2 . 0 6 ] ; % f o r appropriate Weibull f i t
% shape_fac tor = [ 1 . 3 1 . 3 3 . 0 5 . 0 ] ; % f o r non−appropriate Weibull f i t

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
%%%%%%% SCRIPT %%%%%%%
%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%

% Data : ten −minute values f o r one year
ndata =365*24*6 ;

% Limits of the d i r e c t i o n bins e s t a b l i s h e d
% Each one w i l l be c h a r a c t e r i s e d with a p r o b a b i l i t y and with shape and s c a l e

f a c t o s ( c e n t r a l point )
d i r e c t i o n _ b i n s _ l i m i t s = − 4 5 : 9 0 : 3 1 5 ;
d i r e c t i o n _ b i n s _ c e n t e r = ( d i r e c t i o n _ b i n s _ l i m i t s ( 1 :

end −1) + d i r e c t i o n _ b i n s _ l i m i t s ( 2 : end ) ) /2;

% I f running GNU Octave , must load octave forge s t a t i s t i c s package :
isOctave = e x i s t ( ’OCTAVE_VERSION ’ , ’ b u i l t i n ’ ) ~= 0 ;
i f isOctave , pkg load s t a t i s t i c s ; end

ws = zeros ( ndata , 1 ) ;
wd = zeros ( ndata , 1 ) ;

% C a l c u l a t i o n of cumulative p r o b a b i l i t y f o r each bin
cum_direct ion_bins = cumsum( prob_di rec t ion_b ins ) ;

cum_direct ion_bins_for_pp = [0 cum_direct ion_bins ] ;
s c a l e _ f a c t o r _ f o r _ p p = [ s c a l e _ f a c t o r ( end ) s c a l e _ f a c t o r ] ;
shape_factor_for_pp = [ shape_fac tor ( end ) shape_fac tor ] ;

% Piecewise polynomial ( with l i n e s ) between wind d i r e c t i o n and cumulative
p r o b a b i l i t y

pp_as ign_direc t ion = i n t e r p 1 ( cum_direct ion_bins_for_pp , d i r e c t i o n _ b i n s _ l i m i t s , ’
l i n e a r ’ , ’pp ’ ) ;

% We obta in a generated wind d i r e c t i o n s e r i e s
wd = ppval ( pp_as ign_direct ion , rand ( ndata , 1 ) ) ;

% We obta in piecewise polynomial r e l a t i n g s c a l e and shape f a c t o r with wind
d i r e c t i o n , r e s p e c t i v e l y

pp_scalefactor_wd = i n t e r p 1 ( d i r e c t i o n _ b i n s _ l i m i t s , s c a l e _ f a c t o r _ f o r _ p p , ’ l i n e a r
’ , ’pp ’ ) ;

pp_shapefactor_wd = i n t e r p 1 ( d i r e c t i o n _ b i n s _ l i m i t s , shape_factor_for_pp , ’ l i n e a r
’ , ’pp ’ ) ;

% We obta in s c a l e and shape f a c t o r f o r each wind d i r e c t i o n value using above
piecewise polynomial
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s c a l e f a c t o r _ s e r i e s = ppval ( pp_scalefactor_wd ,wd) ;
s h a p e f a c t o r _ s e r i e s = ppval ( pp_shapefactor_wd ,wd) ;

% Wind speed i s generated using these s c a l e and f a c t o r s e r i e s
ws = wblrnd ( s c a l e f a c t o r _ s e r i e s , s h a p e f a c t o r _ s e r i e s ) ;

% We express a l l wind d i r e c t i o n s from 0 to 360 deg
wd(wd<0)=wd(wd<0) + 3 6 0 ;

% Writ t ing the f i l e
dlmwrite ( MMfile , [wd ws ] , ’ d e l i m i t e r ’ , ’ , ’ , ’ p r e c i s i o n ’ , ’ %.1 f ’ , ’−append ’ ) ;
% f i r s t column f o r wind d i r e c t i o n , second column f o r wind speed

Listing A2: Script to develop objective 1 of Practical Exercise 1.
%%%% NOTE1: f o r OCTAVE must i n s t a l l /load " S t a t i s t i c s Package 1 . 4 . 2 " %%%%
%%%% NOTE2: f o r MATLAB r e p l a c e " w b l f i t 2 " with " w b l f i t " %%%%

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
%%%% Weibull D i s t r i b u t i o n %%%%
%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%

% To load the input f i l e
data = csvread ( ’ MastMetData . csv ’ , 0 , 1 ) ; % O f f s e t to choose only the wind speed

column

% To obta in s c a l e and f a c t o r weibul l parameters :

% The Weibull funct ion cannot handle zeros , thus we r e p l a c e zeros with 0 .0001
data ( f ind (~ data ) , 1 ) = 0 . 0 0 0 1 ;

% Weibull funct ion
param_weibull = w b l f i t 2 ( data ) ; % w b l f i t 2 to be used in OCTAVE

% To p l o t the data in 0 − 25 m/s i n t e r v a l s :

in terva l_weib = 0 : 0 . 1 : 2 5 ; % wind speed vector
range_v = 0 . 5 : 1 : 2 5 . 5 ; % width f o r histogramogram

% to p l o t our histogram and our weibul l curve to observe g r a p h i c a l l y i f the
% data f i t s the weibul l
f i g u r e ( 1 )
h i s t ( data , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( data ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull ( 1 ) , param_weibull ( 2 ) ) ) ; %
Weibull f i t

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
%%%% NON − Weibull D i s t r i b u t i o n %%%%
%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%

c l e a r a l l

% Load input f i l e
data = csvread ( ’MastMetDataNON . csv ’ ) ;
% Now we use both columns , where column 1 i s wind d i r e c t i o n and column 2 i s the

wind speed

% To obta in s c a l e and f a c t o r weibul l parameters f o r the whole s e t :

% The Weibull funct ion cannot handle zeros , thus we r e p l a c e zeros with 0 .0001
data ( f ind (~ data ( : , 2 ) ) , 2 ) = 0 . 0 0 0 1 ;

% Weibull funct ion
param_weibull = w b l f i t 2 ( data ( : , 2 ) ) ; % w b l f i t 2 to be used in OCTAVE

% Now we p l o t the data in 0 − 25 m/s i n t e r v a l s f o r the whole s e t :

in terva l_weib = 0 : 0 . 1 : 5 0 ; % wind speed vector
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range_v = 0 . 5 : 1 : 5 0 . 5 ; % width f o r histogram

% To p l o t our histogramogram and our weibul l curve to observe g r a p h i c a l l y i f the
% data f i t s the weibul l
f i g u r e ( 2 )
h i s t ( data ( : , 2 ) , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( data ( : , 2 ) ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull ( 1 ) ,

param_weibull ( 2 ) ) ) ; % Weibull
f i t

% We observe t h a t Weibull does not f i t properly , thus we must divide
% the data per wind d i r e c t i o n and a d j u s t the Weibull f i t to each wind d i r e c t i o n

bin

s e t 1 = [ ] ;
s e t 2 = [ ] ;
s e t 3 = [ ] ;
s e t 4 = [ ] ;
s e t 5 = [ ] ;
s e t 6 = [ ] ;
s e t 7 = [ ] ;
s e t 8 = [ ] ;
s e t 9 = [ ] ;
s e t 1 0 = [ ] ;
s e t 1 1 = [ ] ;
s e t 1 2 = [ ] ;

f o r i =1 : length ( data )
i f data ( i , 1 ) <30

s e t 1 =[ s e t 1 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=30 && data ( i , 1 ) <60

s e t 2 =[ s e t 2 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=60 && data ( i , 1 ) <90

s e t 3 =[ s e t 3 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=90 && data ( i , 1 ) <120

s e t 4 =[ s e t 4 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=120 && data ( i , 1 ) <150

s e t 5 =[ s e t 5 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=150 && data ( i , 1 ) <180

s e t 6 =[ s e t 6 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=180 && data ( i , 1 ) <210

s e t 7 =[ s e t 7 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=210 && data ( i , 1 ) <240

s e t 8 =[ s e t 8 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=240 && data ( i , 1 ) <270

s e t 9 =[ s e t 9 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=270 && data ( i , 1 ) <300

s e t 1 0 =[ s e t 1 0 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=300 && data ( i , 1 ) <330

s e t 1 1 =[ s e t 1 1 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=330

s e t 1 2 =[ s e t 1 2 ; data ( i , 2 ) ] ;
end

end

% Now we repeat s teps 1 and 2 f o r each data s e t :
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% Weibull funct ion f o r each s e t :

param_weibull_1 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 1 ) ; % w b l f i t 2 to be used in OCTAVE
param_weibull_2 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 2 ) ;
param_weibull_3 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 3 ) ;
param_weibull_4 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 4 ) ;
param_weibull_5 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 5 ) ;
param_weibull_6 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 6 ) ;
param_weibull_7 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 7 ) ;
param_weibull_8 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 8 ) ;
param_weibull_9 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 9 ) ;
param_weibull_10 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 1 0 ) ;
param_weibull_11 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 1 1 ) ;
param_weibull_12 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 1 2 ) ;

% J o i n t p l o t with histogram and Weibull curve to observe g r a p h i c a l l y i f the
% data now f i t s the Weibull f o r each s e t

f i g u r e ( 3 )

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 1 )
h i s t ( set1 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 1 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_1 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_1 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 2 )
h i s t ( set2 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 2 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_2 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_2 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 3 )
h i s t ( set3 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 3 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_3 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_3 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 4 )
h i s t ( set4 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 4 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_4 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_4 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 5 )
h i s t ( set5 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 5 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_5 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_5 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 6 )
h i s t ( set6 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 6 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_6 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_6 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 7 )
h i s t ( set7 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 7 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_7 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_7 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 8 )
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h i s t ( set8 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 8 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_8 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_8 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 9 )
h i s t ( set9 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( s e t 9 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_9 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_9 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 1 0 )
h i s t ( set10 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( s e t 1 0 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_10 ( 1 ) ,

param_weibull_10 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 1 1 )
h i s t ( set11 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( s e t 1 1 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_11 ( 1 ) ,

param_weibull_11 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

subplot ( 4 , 3 , 1 2 )
h i s t ( set12 , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( s e t 1 2 ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_12 ( 1 ) ,

param_weibull_12 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
hold o f f

Listing A3: Script to develop objective 2 of Practical Exercise 1.
%%%% NOTE1: f o r OCTAVE must i n s t a l l /load " S t a t i s t i c s Package 1 . 4 . 2 " %%%%
%%%% NOTE2: f o r MATLAB r e p l a c e " w b l f i t 2 " with " w b l f i t " %%%%

% Estimating wind speed at d i f f e r e n t he ights

% To load the input f i l e
data = csvread ( ’ MastMetData . csv ’ , 0 , 1 ) ; % O f f s e t to choose only the wind speed

column

% The Weibull funct ion cannot handle zeros , thus we r e p l a c e zeros with 0 .0001
data ( f ind (~ data ) , 1 ) = 0 . 0 0 0 1 ;

% To c a l c u l a t e the wind speed at 90 m heigth f o r 3 d i f f e r e n t t e r r a i n types :
% using the ’ Power Law ’ : f l a t ( alpha = 0 . 1 ) , medium ( alpha = 0 . 2 ) , complex ( alpha

= 0 . 3 )

alpha = [ 0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 3 ] ;

f o r i =1:3
v_90m_a ( : , i ) = data * ( 9 0 / 2 0 )^alpha ( i ) ;

end

% and we p l o t the r e s u l t s f o r the 3 d i f f e r e n t t e r r a i n types
f i g u r e ( 1 )
p l o t ( data )
hold on
p l o t ( v_90m_a ( : , 1 ) )
p l o t ( v_90m_a ( : , 2 ) )
p l o t ( v_90m_a ( : , 3 ) )
xlim ( [ 0 1 4 4 ] ) % we p l o t f o r one day only
legend ( ’wind speed at 20 m’ , ’wind speed at 90 m, alpha =0.1 ’ , ’wind speed at 90

m, alpha =0.2 ’ , ’wind speed at 90 m, alpha =0.3 ’ )

% using the ’ Logarithmic Law ’ : f l a t ( z =0 .0002 ) , medium ( z = 0 . 1 ) , complex ( z = 1 . 6 )
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z = [ 0 . 0 0 0 2 0 . 1 1 . 6 ] ;

f o r i =1:3
v_90m_z ( : , i ) = data * log (90/ z ( i ) ) /log (20/ z ( i ) ) ;

end

% and we p l o t the r e s u l t s f o r the 3 d i f f e r e n t t e r r a i n types
f i g u r e ( 2 )
p l o t ( data )
hold on
p l o t ( v_90m_z ( : , 1 ) )
p l o t ( v_90m_z ( : , 2 ) )
p l o t ( v_90m_z ( : , 3 ) )
xlim ( [ 0 1 4 4 ] ) % we p l o t f o r one day only
legend ( ’wind speed at 20 m’ , ’wind speed at 90 m, z =0.0002 ’ , ’wind speed at 90 m

, z =0.1 ’ , ’wind speed at 90 m, z =1.6 ’ )

% To obta in s c a l e and f a c t o r weibul l parameters f o r d i f f e r e n t he ights

% To p l o t the data in 0 − 25 m/s i n t e r v a l s :
in terva l_weib = 0 : 0 . 1 : 2 5 ; % wind speed vector
range_v = 0 . 5 : 1 : 2 5 . 5 ; % width f o r histogramogram

% Weibull f u n c t i o n s
param_weibull = w b l f i t 2 ( data ) ; % w b l f i t 2 to be used in OCTAVE
param_weibull_a1 = w b l f i t 2 ( v_90m_a ( : , 1 ) ) ;
param_weibull_a2 = w b l f i t 2 ( v_90m_a ( : , 2 ) ) ;
param_weibull_a3 = w b l f i t 2 ( v_90m_a ( : , 3 ) ) ;
param_weibull_z1 = w b l f i t 2 ( v_90m_z ( : , 1 ) ) ;
param_weibull_z2 = w b l f i t 2 ( v_90m_z ( : , 2 ) ) ;
param_weibull_z3 = w b l f i t 2 ( v_90m_z ( : , 3 ) ) ;

% To p l o t our histogram and our weibul l curve to observe g r a p h i c a l l y i f the
% data f i t s the weibul l
f i g u r e ( 3 )
h i s t ( data , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( data ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull ( 1 ) , param_weibull ( 2 ) ) ) ;
h i s t ( v_90m_a ( : , 1 ) , range_v )
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( v_90m_a ( : , 1 ) ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_a1

( 1 ) , param_weibull_a1 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
h i s t ( v_90m_a ( : , 2 ) , range_v )
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( v_90m_a ( : , 2 ) ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_a2

( 1 ) , param_weibull_a2 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
h i s t ( v_90m_a ( : , 3 ) , range_v )
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( v_90m_a ( : , 3 ) ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_a3

( 1 ) , param_weibull_a3 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

f i g u r e ( 4 )
h i s t ( data , range_v )
hold on
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( data ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull ( 1 ) , param_weibull ( 2 ) ) ) ;
h i s t ( v_90m_z ( : , 1 ) , range_v )
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( v_90m_z ( : , 1 ) ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_z1

( 1 ) , param_weibull_z1 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
h i s t ( v_90m_z ( : , 2 ) , range_v )
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( v_90m_z ( : , 2 ) ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_z2

( 1 ) , param_weibull_z2 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
h i s t ( v_90m_z ( : , 3 ) , range_v )
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( v_90m_z ( : , 3 ) ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull_z3

( 1 ) , param_weibull_z3 ( 2 ) ) ) ;
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Listing A4: Script to develop objective 3 of Practical Exercise 1.
%%%% NOTE1: f o r OCTAVE must i n s t a l l /load " S t a t i s t i c s Package 1 . 4 . 2 " %%%%
%%%% NOTE2: f o r MATLAB r e p l a c e " w b l f i t 2 " with " w b l f i t " %%%%

% To obta in instantaneous values of alpha using the f i e l d data s e t

% To load the f i e l d data s e t
load ( ’ FieldData . mat ’ ) ;
height =[40 , 50 , 62 , 72 , 85 , 95 , 110 , 140 , 160 , 2 0 0 ] ; % Measurement he ights ( in m

)

% To p l o t the wind values
f i g u r e ( 1 )
p l o t ( Fie ldData . windspeed ( 2 0 2 5 : 2 0 7 5 , : ) )
xlim ( [ 1 5 1 ] )
ylim ( [ 0 3 0 ] )
legend ( ’ 40m’ , ’ 50m’ , ’ 62m’ , ’ 72m’ , ’ 85m’ , ’ 95m’ , ’ 110m’ , ’ 140m’ , ’ 160m’ , ’ 200m’ )

f i g u r e ( 2 )
p l o t ( Fie ldData . windspeed ( 3 4 0 0 : 3 4 5 0 , : ) )
xlim ( [ 1 5 1 ] )
ylim ( [ 0 3 0 ] )
legend ( ’ 40m’ , ’ 50m’ , ’ 62m’ , ’ 72m’ , ’ 85m’ , ’ 95m’ , ’ 110m’ , ’ 140m’ , ’ 160m’ , ’ 200m’ )

v_ws=FieldData . windspeed ; % to rename the v a r i a b l e conta in ing the wind values
t_h=FieldData . timehour ; % to rename the v a r i a b l e conta in ing the hour values

% To c a l c u l a t e alpha
f o r i =1: length ( v_ws )

alpha ( i , 1 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 2 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 2 ) ) ; % 40 m − 50 m
alpha ( i , 2 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 2 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 3 ) ) ; % 40 m − 62 m
alpha ( i , 3 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 2 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 4 ) ) ; % 40 m − 72 m
alpha ( i , 4 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 5 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 5 ) ) ; % 40 m − 85 m
alpha ( i , 5 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 2 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 6 ) ) ; % 40 m − 95 m
alpha ( i , 6 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 7 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 7 ) ) ; % 40 m − 110 m
alpha ( i , 7 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 8 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 8 ) ) ; % 40 m − 140 m
alpha ( i , 8 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 9 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 9 ) ) ; % 40 m − 160 m
alpha ( i , 9 ) =log ( v_ws ( i , 1 ) /v_ws ( i , 1 0 ) ) /log ( height ( 1 ) /height ( 1 0 ) ) ; % 40 m − 200

m
end

% Now we c a l c u l a t e the alpha values r e g i s t e r e d in every hour of the day
count = 1 ;
f o r decen = 0 : 1 : 2

f o r unidad = 0 : 9 % hours 2 5 . . . 2 9 w i l l be removed l a t e r
hours ( count ) =length ( f ind ( str2num ( t_h ( : , 1 ) ) ==decen &

str2num ( t_h ( : , 2 ) ) ==unidad ) ) ;
count = count +1;

end
end
hours ( f ind ( hours ==0) ) = [ ] ;% to remove non− e x i s t i n g hours 2 5 . . . 2 9
% the f i r s t value r e p r e s e n t s 00h , and the l a s t 23h

% Now we p l o t the values of alpha obtained per hour of the day
% ( f o r some pairs −of −heights )
f i g u r e ( 3 )
f o r i = 0 : ( length ( hours ) −1)

hold on
p l o t ( i * ones ( hours ( i +1) , 1 ) , alpha ( f ind ( str2num ( t_h ( : , 1 ) ) == f l o o r ( i /10) &

str2num ( t_h ( : , 2 ) ) ==round ( 1 0 * ( i /10− f l o o r ( i /10) ) ) ) , 4 ) , ’+ ’ ) ;
p l o t ( i * ones ( hours ( i +1) , 1 ) , alpha ( f ind ( str2num ( t_h ( : , 1 ) ) == f l o o r ( i /10) &

str2num ( t_h ( : , 2 ) ) ==round ( 1 0 * ( i /10− f l o o r ( i /10) ) ) ) , 6 ) , ’+ ’ ) ;
p l o t ( i * ones ( hours ( i +1) , 1 ) , alpha ( f ind ( str2num ( t_h ( : , 1 ) ) == f l o o r ( i /10) &

str2num ( t_h ( : , 2 ) ) ==round ( 1 0 * ( i /10− f l o o r ( i /10) ) ) ) , 7 ) , ’+ ’ ) ;
p l o t ( i * ones ( hours ( i +1) , 1 ) , alpha ( f ind ( str2num ( t_h ( : , 1 ) ) == f l o o r ( i /10) &

str2num ( t_h ( : , 2 ) ) ==round ( 1 0 * ( i /10− f l o o r ( i /10) ) ) ) , 8 ) , ’+ ’ ) ;
p l o t ( i * ones ( hours ( i +1) , 1 ) , alpha ( f ind ( str2num ( t_h ( : , 1 ) ) == f l o o r ( i /10) &

str2num ( t_h ( : , 2 ) ) ==round ( 1 0 * ( i /10− f l o o r ( i /10) ) ) ) , 9 ) , ’+ ’ ) ;
end
grid
ylim ([ −2 2 ] )
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xlim ( [ 0 2 3 ] )
legend ( ’ 40m−85m’ , ’ 40m−110m’ , ’ 40m−140m’ , ’ 40m−160m’ , ’ 40m−200m’ )

Listing A5: Script to develop objectives 1 to 3 of Practical Exercise 2 for appropriate Weibull
distribution.
%%%% NOTE1: f o r OCTAVE must i n s t a l l /load " S t a t i s t i c s Package 1 . 4 . 2 " %%%%
%%%% NOTE2: f o r MATLAB r e p l a c e " w b l f i t 2 " with " w b l f i t " %%%%

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
%%%% Weibull D i s t r i b u t i o n %%%%
%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%

% To load the input f i l e
data = csvread ( ’ MastMetData . csv ’ , 0 , 1 ) ; % O f f s e t to choose only the wind speed

column

% The Weibull funct ion cannot handle zeros , thus we r e p l a c e zeros with 0 .0001
data ( f ind (~ data ) , 1 ) = 0 . 0 0 0 1 ;

% We c a l c u l a t e the wind speed values f o r the wind turb ine hub height : 90m
v_90m=data * ( 9 0 / 2 0 ) ^ 0 . 1 5 ; % f o r a t e r r a i n with alpha =0.15

param_weibull = w b l f i t 2 ( v_90m ) ; % w b l f i t 2 to be used in OCTAVE
interva l_weib = 0 : 0 . 1 : 2 5 ;
range_v = 0 . 5 : 1 : 2 5 . 5 ; % width f o r histogram

% We need to input the wind turb ine power curve and r o t o r swept area

% For t h i s e x e r c i s e we w i l l use the Siemens−Gamesa G80 wind turbine ,
% can be downloaded here ht tps ://www. thewindpower . net/turbine_es_44_gamesa_g80

−2000.php

P_G80
= [ 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 2 0 , 4 0 , 7 6 , 1 1 3 , 1 6 3 , 2 1 3 , 3 0 0 , 3 8 8 , 5 1 3 , 6 3 9 , 8 0 2 , 9 6 5 , 1 1 3 3 , 1 3 0 0 , 1 4 3 4 , . . .

1 5 6 8 , 1 6 7 0 , 1 7 7 2 , 1 8 4 3 , 1 9 1 3 , 1 9 4 3 , 1 9 7 3 , 1 9 8 7 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , . . .

2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 ] ; % Y
a x i s

v = ( 0 : 0 . 5 : 2 5 ) ; % X a x i s

% Rotor swept area
A= 5 . 0 2 7 ; % m^2

% Now we a d j u s t the G80 power curve to a funct ion using s p l i n e s and ppval .

vv = ( 0 : 0 . 1 : 2 5 ) ; % new X a x i s
Curve_G80= s p l i n e ( v , P_G80 ) ; % power curve funct ion
Adjust_G80=ppval ( Curve_G80 , vv ) ; % curve adjusted to funct ion

% To p l o t j o i n t l y the power curve and wind data
% ( measured and f i t t e d wind speeds ) :

f i g u r e ( 1 )
hold on
yyaxis l e f t
h i s t ( v_90m , range_v ) % measured data ( histogram )
yyaxis l e f t
p l o t ( interval_weib ,

length ( data ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull ( 1 ) , param_weibull ( 2 ) ) ) %
Weibull f i t

yyaxis r i g h t
p l o t ( v , P_G80 , ’ x ’ ) % power curve
yyaxis r i g h t
p l o t ( vv , Adjust_G80 ) % adjusted power curve
ylim ( [ 0 2 2 0 0 ] )

% To es t imate AEP using Weibull d i s t r i b u t i o n and measured data ( a t hub height )
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% C a l c u l a t i o n s using Weibull f i t
f o r i =1:25

diference_G80 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull ( 1 ) , param_weibull ( 2 ) ) −wblcdf ( i ,
param_weibull ( 1 ) , param_weibull ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80 ( i , 1 ) ;

end

% Estimated energy f o r the G80 wind turb ine using Weibull d i s t r i b u t i o n :
Energy_G80_W=sum( energy_G80 ) *8760

% C a l c u l a t i o n s using measured data
f o r i =1: length ( v_90m )

i f v_90m ( i ) >3.5 && v_90m ( i ) <25 % cut −in / cut − o f f wind speeds
Pow_G80 ( i , : ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , v_90m ( i ) ) ;

e l s e
Pow_G80 ( i , : ) =0 ;

end
end

% Estimated energy f o r the G80 wind turb ine using measured data :
Energy_G80_D=sum( Pow_G80 ) /6

% To c a l c u l a t e CF and EFLH using Weibull f i t and measured data

% using Weibull f i t :
EFLH_G80_W=Energy_G80_W/2000
CF_W=EFLH_G80_W/8760

% using measured data :
EFLH_G80_D=Energy_G80_D/2000
CF_D=EFLH_G80_D/8670

Listing A6: Script to develop objectives 1 to 3 of Practical Exercise 2 for non–appropriate
Weibull distribution.
%%%% NOTE1: f o r OCTAVE must i n s t a l l /load " S t a t i s t i c s Package 1 . 4 . 2 " %%%%
%%%% NOTE2: f o r MATLAB r e p l a c e " w b l f i t 2 " with " w b l f i t " %%%%

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%
%%%% NON − Weibull D i s t r i b u t i o n %%%%
%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%

% To load the input f i l e
data = csvread ( ’MastMetDataNON . csv ’ ) ;

% The Weibull funct ion cannot handle zeros , thus we r e p l a c e zeros with 0 .0001
data ( f ind (~ data ( : , 2 ) ) , 2 ) = 0 . 0 0 0 1 ;

% We c a l c u l a t e the wind speed values f o r the wind turb ine hub height : 90m
v_90m=data ( : , 2 ) * ( 9 0 / 2 0 ) ^ 0 . 1 5 ; % f o r a t e r r a i n with alpha =0.15

param_weibull = w b l f i t 2 ( v_90m ) ; % w b l f i t 2 to be used in OCTAVE
interva l_weib = 0 : 0 . 1 : 2 5 ;
range_v = 0 . 5 : 1 : 2 5 . 5 ; % width f o r histogram

% We need to input the wind turb ine power curve and r o t o r swept area

% For t h i s e x e r c i s e we w i l l use the Siemens−Gamesa G80 wind turbine ,
% can be downloaded here ht tps ://www. thewindpower . net/turbine_es_44_gamesa_g80

−2000.php

P_G80
= [ 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 2 0 , 4 0 , 7 6 , 1 1 3 , 1 6 3 , 2 1 3 , 3 0 0 , 3 8 8 , 5 1 3 , 6 3 9 , 8 0 2 , 9 6 5 , 1 1 3 3 , 1 3 0 0 , 1 4 3 4 , . . .

1 5 6 8 , 1 6 7 0 , 1 7 7 2 , 1 8 4 3 , 1 9 1 3 , 1 9 4 3 , 1 9 7 3 , 1 9 8 7 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , . . .

2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 , 2 0 0 0 ] ; % Y
a x i s
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v = ( 0 : 0 . 5 : 2 5 ) ; % X a x i s

A= 5 . 0 2 7 ; % % Rotor swept area [m^2]

% Now we a d j u s t the G80 power curve to a funct ion using s p l i n e s and ppval .

vv = ( 0 : 0 . 1 : 2 5 ) ; % new X a x i s
Curve_G80= s p l i n e ( v , P_G80 ) ; % power curve funct ion
Adjust_G80=ppval ( Curve_G80 , vv ) ; % curve adjusted to funct ion

% To p l o t j o i n t l y the power curve and wind data
% ( measured and f i t t e d wind speeds ) :

f i g u r e ( 1 )
hold on
yyaxis l e f t
h i s t ( v_90m , range_v ) % measured data ( histogram )
yyaxis l e f t
p l o t ( interval_weib , length ( data ( : , 2 ) ) * wblpdf ( interval_weib , param_weibull ( 1 ) ,

param_weibull ( 2 ) ) ) % Weibull
f i t

yyaxis r i g h t
p l o t ( v , P_G80 , ’ x ’ ) % power curve
yyaxis r i g h t
p l o t ( vv , Adjust_G80 ) % adjusted power curve
ylim ( [ 0 2 2 0 0 ] )

% To es t imate AEP using Weibull d i s t r i b u t i o n and measured data ( a t hub height )

% C a l c u l a t i o n s using Weibull f i t
f o r i =1:25

diference_G80 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull ( 1 ) , param_weibull ( 2 ) ) −wblcdf ( i ,
param_weibull ( 1 ) , param_weibull ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80 ( i , 1 ) ;

end

% Estimated energy f o r the G80 wind turb ine using Weibull d i s t r i b u t i o n :
Energy_G80_W=sum( energy_G80 ) *8760

% C a l c u l a t i o n s using measured data
f o r i =1: length ( v_90m )

i f v_90m ( i ) >3.5 && v_90m ( i ) <25 % cut −in / cut − o f f wind speeds
Pow_G80 ( i , : ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , v_90m ( i ) ) ;

e l s e
Pow_G80 ( i , : ) =0 ;

end
end

% Estimated energy f o r the G80 wind turb ine using measured data :
Energy_G80_D=sum( Pow_G80 ) /6

% To c a l c u l a t e CF and EFLH using Weibull f i t and measured data

% using Weibull f i t :
EFLH_G80_W=Energy_G80_W/2000
CF_W=EFLH_G80_W/8760

% using measured data :
EFLH_G80_D=Energy_G80_D/2000
CF_D=EFLH_G80_D/8670

% To es t imate AEP, CF and EFLH using c l a s s i f i e d wind data f o r appropriate
Weibull f i t

% thus using the twelve s e c t o r s as before

s e t 1 = [ ] ;
s e t 2 = [ ] ;
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s e t 3 = [ ] ;
s e t 4 = [ ] ;
s e t 5 = [ ] ;
s e t 6 = [ ] ;
s e t 7 = [ ] ;
s e t 8 = [ ] ;
s e t 9 = [ ] ;
s e t 1 0 = [ ] ;
s e t 1 1 = [ ] ;
s e t 1 2 = [ ] ;

f o r i =1 : length ( data )
i f data ( i , 1 ) <30

s e t 1 =[ s e t 1 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=30 && data ( i , 1 ) <60

s e t 2 =[ s e t 2 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=60 && data ( i , 1 ) <90

s e t 3 =[ s e t 3 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=90 && data ( i , 1 ) <120

s e t 4 =[ s e t 4 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=120 && data ( i , 1 ) <150

s e t 5 =[ s e t 5 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=150 && data ( i , 1 ) <180

s e t 6 =[ s e t 6 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=180 && data ( i , 1 ) <210

s e t 7 =[ s e t 7 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=210 && data ( i , 1 ) <240

s e t 8 =[ s e t 8 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=240 && data ( i , 1 ) <270

s e t 9 =[ s e t 9 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=270 && data ( i , 1 ) <300

s e t 1 0 =[ s e t 1 0 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=300 && data ( i , 1 ) <330

s e t 1 1 =[ s e t 1 1 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end
i f data ( i , 1 ) >=330

s e t 1 2 =[ s e t 1 2 ; v_90m ( i ) ] ;
end

end

% Now we repeat s teps 1 and 2 f o r each data s e t :

% Weibull funct ion f o r each s e t
param_weibull_1 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 1 ) ; % w b l f i t 2 to be used in OCTAVE
param_weibull_2 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 2 ) ;
param_weibull_3 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 3 ) ;
param_weibull_4 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 4 ) ;
param_weibull_5 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 5 ) ;
param_weibull_6 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 6 ) ;
param_weibull_7 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 7 ) ;
param_weibull_8 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 8 ) ;
param_weibull_9 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 9 ) ;
param_weibull_10 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 1 0 ) ;
param_weibull_11 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 1 1 ) ;
param_weibull_12 = w b l f i t 2 ( s e t 1 2 ) ;

% AEP C a l c u l a t i o n s using Weibull f i t per s e c t o r :

f o r i =1:25
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diference_G80_1 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_1 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_1 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_1 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_1 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_1 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_1 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_1 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_1 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_2 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_2 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_2 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_2 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_2 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_2 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_2 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_2 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_2 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_3 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_3 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_3 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_3 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_3 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_3 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_3 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_3 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_3 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_4 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_4 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_4 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_4 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_4 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_4 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_4 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_4 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_4 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_5 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_5 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_5 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_5 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_5 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_5 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_5 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_5 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_5 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_6 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_6 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_6 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_6 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_6 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_6 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_6 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_6 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_6 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_7 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_7 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_7 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_7 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_7 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_7 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_7 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_7 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_7 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_8 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_8 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_8 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_8 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_8 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_8 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_8 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_8 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_8 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_9 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_9 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_9 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_9 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_9 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_9 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_9 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_9 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_9 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_10 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_10 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_10 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_10 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_10 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_10 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_10 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_10 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_10 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_11 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_11 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_11 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_11 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_11 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_11 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_11 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_11 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_11 ( i , 1 ) ;

diference_G80_12 ( i , 1 ) =( wblcdf ( i +1 , param_weibull_12 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_12 ( 2 ) ) −
wblcdf ( i , param_weibull_12 ( 1 ) , param_weibull_12 ( 2 ) ) ) ;

power_G80_12 ( i , 1 ) =ppval ( Curve_G80 , i + 0 . 5 ) ;
energy_G80_12 ( i , 1 ) =diference_G80_12 ( i , 1 ) * power_G80_12 ( i , 1 ) ;

end

% Estimated AEP, CF and EFLH f o r the G80 wind turb ine using Weibull d i s t r i b u t i o n
sor ted per s e c t o r :

Energy_G80_WSort = ( (sum( energy_G80_1 ) * ( length ( s e t 1 ) /length ( data ) ) ) +(
sum( energy_G80_2 ) * ( length ( s e t 2 ) /length ( data ) ) ) + . . .
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(sum( energy_G80_3 ) * ( length ( s e t 3 ) /length ( data ) ) ) +(sum( energy_G80_4 ) * (
length ( s e t 4 ) /length ( data ) ) ) + . . .

(sum( energy_G80_5 ) * ( length ( s e t 5 ) /length ( data ) ) ) +(sum( energy_G80_6 ) * (
length ( s e t 6 ) /length ( data ) ) ) + . . .

(sum( energy_G80_7 ) * ( length ( s e t 7 ) /length ( data ) ) ) +(sum( energy_G80_8 ) * (
length ( s e t 8 ) /length ( data ) ) ) + . . .

(sum( energy_G80_9 ) * ( length ( s e t 9 ) /length ( data ) ) ) +(sum( energy_G80_10 ) * (
length ( s e t 1 0 ) /length ( data ) ) ) + . . .

(sum( energy_G80_11 ) * ( length ( s e t 1 1 ) /length ( data ) ) ) +(sum( energy_G80_12 ) * (
length ( s e t 1 2 ) /length ( data ) ) ) ) *8760

EFLH_G80_WSort=Energy_G80_WSort/2000
CF_WSort=EFLH_G80_WSort/8670

Listing A7: Script for “wblfit2” function to be used in OCTAVE.
func t ion paramweibull = w b l f i t 2 ( v )

v_ordered = s o r t ( v ) ;
Fordered = ( 1 : length ( v ) ) /length ( v ) ;
i f s i z e ( v_ordered , 1 ) ~= s i z e ( Fordered , 1 )

v_ordered = v_ordered ’ ;
end

x = log ( v_ordered ) ;
y = log ( − log (1 − Fordered ) ) ;

y = y ( 1 : end −1) ; x = x ( 1 : end −1) ;

[ coef ] = p o l y f i t ( x , y , 1 ) ;

% Adjusted Weibull
k = coef ( 1 ) ; %k
c = exp( − coef ( 2 ) /k ) ;%c

paramweibull = [ c k ] ;
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