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Abstract
This study investigates turbulence characteristics as observed at a 200 m tall mast at a hilly and complex
site. It thereby concentrates on turbulence statistics, which are important for the site suitability analysis of a
wind turbine. The directional variations in terrain are clearly reflected in the observed turbulence intensities
and drag. Integral turbulence statistics showed some variations from their typical flat terrain values. Footprint
modelling was used to model the area of effect and to relate the observed turbulence characteristics to the
ruggedness and roughness within the estimated fetch area. Among the investigated turbulence quantities, the
normalised standard deviation of the wind velocity along the streamlines showed the highest correlation with
the effective roughness and ruggedness within the footprint followed by the normalised friction velocity
and normalised standard deviation of the vertical wind speed. A differentiation between the effects of
roughness and ruggedness was not possible, as forest cover and complex orography are highly correlated
at the investigated site. An analysis of turbulence intensity by wind speed indicated a strong influence of
atmospheric stability. Stable conditions lead to an overall reduction in turbulence intensity for a wind speed
range between approx. 6–12 m s−1 when compared to neutral stratification. The variance of the horizontal
wind speed strongly varied over the height range which is typical for a modern wind turbine and was in the
order of the differences between different standard turbulence classes for wind turbines.
Keywords: wind energy, turbulence intensity, footprint, complex terrain, ruggedness, design wind conditions

1 Introduction
Today a significant part of the wind energy development
in, e.g., Germany takes place at inland sites located relatively far from the coast (Berkhout et al., 2015). New
turbine technology has made sites with relatively low
wind speeds and/or forest cover technically and economically viable. Due to the increased wind resource,
hilltop locations in lower mountain ranges are attractive for turbine siting in this context. This results in a
significant increase in complexity of orography of the
terrain when compared to many coastal sites, where a
lot of the wind energy development has taken place in
the past. Also, a lot of the unused wind energy potential of e.g. Germany and Scandinavia is located in complex and/or forested terrain (Callies, 2015; Siyal et al.,
2015). Many of these potential sites exhibit a significant
amount of heterogeneity in surface cover and orography.
To avoid the increased turbulence induced by forest canopies and to make use of the larger wind resources at greater heights, modern wind turbines at inland sites now reach hub heights of 160 m and more.
The tip heights of modern wind turbines can reach
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well above 200 m. Despite this development there is
very little published experimental wind and turbulence
data from forested areas covering the height range relevant for wind energy applications. This is especially
true when the effects of complex orography and patchy
forested landscape are combined. As a consequence,
there is a lack of validation of models used in wind resource estimation and site assessment in complex and
patchy terrain. Therefore, the estimation of the wind resource and especially the turbulence parameters, which
are required for the site suitability analysis of a wind
turbine, are associated with high uncertainties.
The interest in ecosystem-atmosphere exchange of
trace gases such as carbon dioxide has led to an extensive body of experimental studies of flows within and
directly above plant canopies including complex and
heterogeneous sites (e.g. Baldocchi, 2014). The vertical extension of measurements in these studies is often
limited to twice of the canopy height. Therefore, most
of these experimental results only have limited value
in the context of wind energy applications. One of the
few sites with published experimental results from a
tall tower (135 m) stems from a boreal forest in Sweden (Arnqvist et al., 2015). The analysis showed a
general applicability of Monin-Obukhov similarity theory (MOST) with a slight deviation for upper heights,
but also indicated the influence of a limited boundary
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layer height on the wind profile. Additionally, a detailed
analysis of turbulence statistics was presented. For the
same site, Chougule et al. (2015) investigated the turbulence spectra in the frame work of the spectral tensor
model of Mann (1994) in near neutral conditions. As
expected, they found strongly increased turbulence levels but could not observe significant differences in the
length scales or anisotropy of the turbulence when compared to flat terrain. Both studies focused on a homogeneous wind sector.
If we turn our attention to the combination of orography and forested landscape, the lack of experimental
data is even more severe and only a handful of published
experimental field campaigns exist. As for forest in flat
terrain, many studies in complex terrain only employ relatively short masts and thus are not suitable to investigate wind and turbulence statistics at elevated heights
(e.g. Zeri et al., 2010; Grant et al., 2015). Bradley
(1980) published measured wind and turbulence profiles
for neutral conditions from of a measurement tower up
to 124 m over a 10 m tall eucalyptus forest and heterogeneous fetch conditions. A limited number of experimental results on the effects of orography covered by plant
canopies is also available from wind tunnel experiments
(e.g. Kaimal and Finnigan, 1994; Neff and Meroney,
1998; Ruck and Adams, 1991) and flume experiments
(Poggi and Katul, 2007; Poggi and Katul, 2008).
Besides the experimental evidence gathered, theoretical modelling studies have had a strong contribution to
our current knowledge of flow over forested hills (e.g.
Finnigan and Belcher, 2004; Allen and Brown,
2002; Brown et al., 2001; Ross and Vosper, 2005; Patton and Katul, 2009).
Although modelling studies have started to turn on
more complex inhomogeneous forests (e.g. Sogachev
et al., 2009; Boudreault, 2015), it is still very difficult for the experimentalist or practitioner from the
wind energy community to relate the observed wind
and turbulence statistics to the surface characteristics
surrounding the site in heterogeneous landscapes. Detailed models often require large computer resources as
well as detailed expert knowledge and are thus not a
feasible option in many situations. Recently, remotelypiloted aircraft have been used to experimentally explore
small scale variations in the turbulent flow over complex
orography in a wind energy context (Wildmann et al.,
2017).
In this paper we present turbulence and wind speed
measurements from a 200 m tall tower located on a
forested hill surrounded by a patchy and hilly landscape
in central Germany. To analyse the link between the upstream surface characteristics and turbulence quantities,
we borrow from the surface flux community and use
footprint modelling (for an overview see e.g. Vesala
et al., 2008 or Leclerc and Foken, 2014) to identify
the area influencing the measurement. We thus follow an
idea which was recently suggested by Foken (2013) and
experimentally investigate the transferability of the footprint approach to wind energy applications. Thereby,
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this analysis mainly focuses on turbulence quantities
which are relevant for the site suitability assessment of
a wind turbine. The influence of surface cover is described using the classical concept of surface roughness,
while the effects of orography are conceptualised using a
ruggedness index. Also, the paper discusses some of the
observations made at Rödeser Berg in relation to standards for the description of the turbulence environment
(IEC, 2005a).

2 Methods
2.1 Experimental site and instrumentation
The data analysed in this paper was collected at a 200 m
tall mast at Rödeser Berg in northern Hesse in Germany (51° 21 46 N, 9° 11 43 E). A brief description
of the site can also be found in Klaas et al. (2015) and
Pauscher et al. (2016). The mast is located at the southwestern edge of a clearing (approx. 280 m north to south
and 200 m east to west) on the ridge of a forested hill
which stretches from approx. SSE to NNW (Figure 1).
The closer surroundings of the mast are characterised
by forest of varying heights and several clearings. The
distance, up to which the forests stretches, strongly
varies with direction. In the direction NNW the forest
extends approx. 5.8 km, while in ENE the forest edge
is already reached within approx. 400 m from the mast.
The orography of the hill also varies strongly with direction. In general, the terrain is hilly and undulated. Towards the NNW-direction a hilly ridge extends for about
5.8 km.
The wider surroundings consist of a patchy landscape
of mainly agricultural land use, forest and some settlements. The immediate surroundings of the forested hill
are mainly characterised by open agricultural areas. In
the east and the west these are bordered by forested hills.
In general, the terrain surrounding Rödeser Berg is very
heterogeneous, which makes a definition of sectors with
a consistent fetch as done in many other studies difficult
if not impossible.
The mast consists of a rectangular lattice structure
with a side length of 1.05 m. The solidity of the mast
structure is 0.220 m2 m−2 for the lower section (below 100 m) and 0.204 m2 m−2 for the upper section
(above 100 m). Here, solidity is defined according to
IEC (2005b) as the projected area of all structural members divided by the exposed area of the mast. The mast
is equipped with a dense array of sensors. An overview
of the sensors used for the analysis is given in Table 1. Although the mast has opposing boom pairs,
sonic anemometers are only mounted on the side facing 315–322°. The analysis in this paper thus focuses on
the analysis of sensors mounted on this side. Since the
mast structure is slightly twisting with height, boom directions vary with height. To minimise the effects of the
mast structure, the wind sensors are mounted on booms
with a length of 5.4 m and meet the recommendations
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Figure 1: Left: Landuse map of the area around Rödeser Berg (data source ©GeoBasis-DE / Bundesamt für Kartographie und Geodäsie
(2013) and www.openstreetmap.org); right: map of the terrain elevation around Rödeser Berg (data source ©GeoBasis-DE / Bundesamt
für Kartographie und Geodäsie (2013)). The coordinate system for both maps is centered at the mast location – i.e. the location of the mast
is (0,0).
Table 1: Overview of the anemometers used in this study; heights marked with are bearing heated; heights marked with† are fully heated.
Sensor Type
Thies First Class Advanced Cup Anemometer
Thies Ultrasonic Anemometer 3D
Gill HS50 Ultrasonic Anemometer

height (m)




60 , 120 , 191
80†
40, 135, 188

given in (IEC, 2005b). The sector 100–180° is removed
from the analysis to avoid mast shadow effects. This
choice was made by looking at the wind speed ratio between two opposing cup anemometers at the height of
191 m. The interval was then chosen conservatively and
a ‘safety band’ of 20° was put around the sector where
the mast shadow effect was visible.

2.2 Data preparation and quality control
The data analysed in this study comprises a period between 01.07.2012 and 01.12.2014. After that, several
wind turbines were installed on site and large sectors are
now influenced by wind turbine wakes. The data was
filtered for physically unreasonable values and spiky periods in the sonic anemometer measurements were removed from the analysis. All analysis is based on 10minute intervals, as these are most commonly used in
wind energy applications.
The wind speed measurements from the sonic anemometer are rotated into the mean stream lines for each
individual period (Kaimal and Finnigan, 1994) before
calculation of turbulence statistics from the sonic data.
Compared to the often used planar-fit method (Wilczak
et al., 2001), the double rotation has been suggested to be
superior at complex sites with varying slopes (Stiperski
and Rotach, 2016). Due to multiple instrument defects
of the sonic anemometers, however, the number of valid
measurements and the periods for which the instruments
were functional vary with height. Only averaging peri-

sampling frequency (Hz)
1
20
50

wind components
U
u, v, w
u, v, w

ods, when no data was missing during the averaging interval, were used. Complete profiles with measurements
at all levels are indicated in the text or the caption of the
figure/table.
In Section 3, three different normalisations are used
to present the measured turbulence statistics. First results are presented in the classical micro-meteorological
framework (Section 3.1). Here, the turbulence statistics are normalised by the local (measured at the same
height) wind speed and friction velocity. This facilitates
the comparison to other measurements in the literature.
A normalisation with the surface value, i.e. the friction velocity at the lowest measurement height, does not
seem to be reasonable due to the strong variations in the
fetch area with height.
In Section 3.2, the presented turbulence statistics are
normalised by the wind speed measured by the cup
anemometer at 191 m. The aim of this section is the investigation of the relationship between the surface characteristics and the turbulence statistics. To avoid speedup effects in the wind profile to bias this analysis a common wind speed for the normalisation is necessary here.
Ideally, the normalisation would be done with a wind
speed which is independent of the local surface characteristics (e.g. the geostrophic wind speed). However, this
would involve additional modelling which introduces
additional uncertainties. The wind speed measured by
the cup at 191 m was chosen as it is furthest from the
surface and speed-up effects due to the terrain are expected to be weaker than at the lower heights.
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In Section 3.3, the turbulence statistics are investigated from the ‘perspective’ of a wind turbine. Therefore, the normalisation is made using the wind speed at
120 m (U120 ), a typical current hub height. This also allows the evaluation of the variation of the variance in
the wind field across the rotor area of a turbine – i.e. how
much the variance of the wind field changes with height.
The top (191 m) and bottom (60 m) heights in this analysis roughly correspond to these upper and lower tip
height. This means that turbulence intensities in Sections 3.1/3.2 and 3.3 are collected using different instruments and are expected to differ because of the different
measurement principles of sonic and cup anemometers.
This is also reflected in the taxonomy used in this article.
The turbulence intensity derived from the cup anemometers is denoted by IU to indicate that there is no directional information available. In contrast, the turbulence
intensity of the sonics is denoted by Iu to indicate the
vector component along the mean stream lines. In general, the cup anemometers are expected to yield slightly
lower values for the turbulence intensities of the horizontal component because of their distance constant of
3–3.9 m and their averaging time of 1 s. The data from
the cup anemometers in Section 3.3 is chosen for two
reasons. Firstly, they had a higher availability than the
sonic anemometers. Secondly, cup measurements at a
sampling frequency of 1 Hz still provide the standard
for the wind energy community, which is important if
the measured data is compared to existing standards.
The focus of Sections 3.1 and 3.2 is put on the influence of the terrain on the variations in turbulence statistics. Therefore, only neutral conditions are considered in
these sections.

2.3 Footprint analysis
Interpretation and understanding of observed wind and
turbulence characteristics in a complex and heterogeneous environment like the current site pose a particular
challenge to experimentalists. If the observations are to
be linked to the surrounding surface/terrain, two major
challenges need to be addressed. The surface area influencing the measurement (i.e. the area of effect) must be
identified and appropriate measures for the characterisation of the surface/terrain within this area need to be
found.
For the first problem in this study, a footprint modelling approach is used. Within the flux measurement
community this method is widely used to relate observed scalar fluxes to source areas, which are seen by
the sensor (Rannik et al., 2012). Here, the footprint
model of Kljun et al. (2015), which is parametrised
based on a more complex Langrian backward footprint
model (Kljun et al., 2002), is used to identify the surface area which is seen by the measurements at the different heights. The analysis then concentrates on the
surface cover and the orography within the modelled
footprint. The Kljun et al. (2015) model is probably
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Figure 2: Example for a footprint climatology calculated for 135 m
for neutral conditions and wind directions between 350–360°; the
dashed, dash-dotted and solid lines indicate the 40-, 60- and 80-%effect levels of the flux footprint (data source ©GeoBasis-DE /
Bundesamt für Kartographie und Geodäsie (2013) and www.
openstreetmap.org).

nowadays the best easy-to-use model on a good theoretical basis. This model compared well with a LES footprint model (Steinfeld et al., 2008). It thus provides
a good compromise between simplicity and functionality. While the input parameters are easily derived from
sonic anemometer measurements it is still valid for a
wide range of atmospheric conditions and elevated measurement heights. Markkanen et al. (2009) found that
at heights of 100–200 m there is a good agreement between the Kljun et al. (2002) model and a large eddy
simulation for idealised conditions. A sample footprint
climatology for a 10° sector is shown in Figure 2.
The analysis in this study is confined to neutral conditions. Therefore, the boundary layer height zi in the
footprint model can be approximated as
u∗
(2.1)
zi = cn ,
|f|
as recommended in the appendix by Kljun et al. (2015).
In Equation 2.1 u∗ is the friction velocity, f is the Coriolis parameter and cn = 0.3 (Hanna and Chang, 1993).
Periods where the estimate zi was smaller than the measurement height (i.e. very small local friction velocities) were not considered in the footprint analysis. According to Markkanen et al. (2009), for zi of about
500 m the footprint can be well determined for heights
of about 200 m and less without a significant influence
of the boundary layer height. Due to the wind speed
limit (4 m s−1 ), which was used, this applies to about
94 % of all measurement periods for the highest sonic
anemometer. The influence of zi on the footprint modelling results is, thus, expected to be small.
While strictly only valid for scalar fluxes, in this
analysis the footprint approach is also used to identify the area which influences the measured turbulence
statistics. The argument for the appropriateness of this
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approach is derived from the fact that the vertical length
scales of the footprint concept and the blending height
concept as well as the internal boundary-layer concept
are very similar (Horst, 2000). Moreover, following
Philip (1997), a convection-diffusion equation for shear
stress in analogy to passive scalars can be derived. If
the eddy diffusivity and eddy viscosity are assumed to
be equal, the blending height of scalar fluxes and shear
stress are very similar.
In practical applications, Foken and Leclerc (2004)
have suggested to use roughness changes and isolated
obstacles as natural tracers to validate footprint models. Footprint models have also been used to estimate
the averaged roughness representative of the footprint
area of a measurement (Göckede et al., 2004; Göckede
et al., 2006). More recently, the footprint approach has
also been suggested to be used to estimate the area and,
hence, the surface roughness influencing the wind conditions experienced by a wind turbine (Foken, 2013).
It should be noted, that the applied footprint model
assumes homogeneous conditions and is thus not suited
for heterogeneous terrain/flow. This is somewhat in contrast to the idea of identifying the relevant features in
a heterogeneous environment, but is inherent in most
footprint models. One of the purposes of this paper is to
experimentally explore the applicability and limitations
of the simplified footprint-modelling approach. Therefore, the footprint approach used in this study can only
serve as a first approximation of the area of effect for
a measurement/wind turbine. More sophisticated footprint models based on e.g. large eddy simulations (e.g.
Steinfeld et al., 2008) might lead to more realistic results. However, this strongly increases the complexity of
the model and therefore removes one of the main advantages of the footprint approach.

2.4 Terrain classification
For wind energy applications mainly the aerodynamic
properties of the surface are of interest. These are
strongly influenced by the surface cover and the drag
which is exerted by the surface form or ruggedness of
the terrain. The first aspect can be addressed by aggregating the roughness of the different land cover types
into a roughness which is representative of the area of
effect – i.e. the effective roughness length z0,eff .
Here, the logarithmic average (Taylor, 1987) of the
footprint weighted roughness length within the 80-%effect level of the footprint is used to determine z0,eff :
log(z0,eff ) =
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n


pi log(z0,i ),

(2.2)

i=1

where pi and z0,i are the footprint weighting and and the
roughness length assigned to each individual pixel; n is
the number of pixels within the footprint.
It is acknowledged that there are more sophisticated
averaging schemes available which also take the spatial

Table 2: Roughness lengths (z0 ) for different surface cover types as
used in this study (slightly modified after Foken, 2017).
Land cover

z0 (m)

forest
settlements
agriculture, sports and recreational
bushes, clearings, swamps
gravel pit, waste disposal site
water

1
1
0.03
0.2
0.3
0.0005

arrangement of the different surface types within the
averaging area into account (e.g. Hasager and Jensen,
1999; Hasager et al., 2003). However, for simplicity
reasons the simple logarithmic approch is chosen here.
Also, it can often be used as a good first approximation
(Taylor, 1987).
The surface cover and, thus, the underlying roughness map is based on a digital land-use model with
a resolution of 10 m (Figure 1) and dimensions of
60×60 km2 . The roughness lengths used in this study are
displayed in Table 2. Other possibilities to characterise
the surface cover include e.g. the enhanced vegetation
index (Stoy et al., 2013). This index also captures the
effects of seasonality in vegetation structure (e.g. agriculture or forest) and they could be accounted for in the
estimation of z0,eff . Again, for simplicity reasons this is
not done here.
The influence of the surface ruggedness on the drag
is difficult to quantify on the scale of the footprint of a
wind turbine. Tables which directly specify roughness
length for different terrain shapes as in the case of surface cover (e.g. Troen and Lundtang Petersen, 1989;
Wieringa, 1992) are not available and existing classifications are very coarse. In meso-scale modelling the effects of sub-grid orography are sometimes parametrised
using the standard deviation of the elevation σ s (e.g.
Doms et al., 2011). However, this measure is sometimes misleading, as e.g. constantly sloping terrain has a
high σ s but exhibits very little ruggedness.
In this study, an index based on the steepness of
the slopes is used to define the ruggedness (rs ) within
the footprint. The index is based on the concept of the
ruggedness index (RIX) which is often used in wind
resource assessment applications to classify sites according to their ruggedness and to estimate errors in
modelled wind speeds (Bowen and Mortensen, 1996;
Mortensen and Petersen, 1997). The basic idea of
this index is to identify slopes upstream of the wind measurement or turbine which exceed a critical value (Θcrit ).
rs is then defined as:
rs =

Ar s
,
A80

(2.3)

where Ars is the area inside the 80-%-effect level of the
footprint exceeding the critical slope and A80 is the total
area of the 80-%-effect level of the footprint. As for the
RIX index, the critical slope is defined as Θcrit = 0.3 in
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Figure 3: Ruggedness around the mast at Rödeser Berg. Yellow indicates areas exceeding the critical slope Θcrit = 0.3. The coordinate
system is centered at the mast location denoted by the red cross.

this study. This roughly corresponds to the onset of flow
separation (Wood, 1995).
While the RIX-Index only considers the slope of
the terrain in the direction of the flow, here, the slope
of the terrain is calculated for all directions within a
semicircle (0 to 180°) in 1°-steps by shifting the terrain
elevation map by 10 m in the respective direction. Linear
interpolation is applied to derive the shifted map. Pixels
which exceed the critical slope are flagged as ‘rugged’.
Using this procedure a ruggedness map of the terrain
surrounding the measurement site is created (Figure 3).
For each sector rs is then calculated as the percentage
of pixels which are flagged as ‘rugged’ within the 80%-effect area of the footprint climatology. A digital
elevation model with a 10 m resolution (Geodäsie, 2015)
is used in this analysis.
The procedure described above differs from the
RIX defined by Bowen and Mortensen (1996) and
Mortensen and Petersen (1997) in two main points.
Firstly, the distance within which the index for the
ruggedness is calculated dynamically varies with the extend of the footprint. Secondly, the ruggedness is defined
by slopes in all directions rather than just the flow direction and positive an negative slopes both add to the
ruggedness rather than cancelling out.

3 Results and discussion
3.1 Turbulence statistics at Rödeser Berg
To investigate the directional behaviour of the turbulence quantities at the measurement site the data was
binned in 10°-sectors and the average values were calculated. Since the analysis in this paper is mainly
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motivated by wind energy applications, periods with
U120 < 4 m s−1 were excluded from the directional
analysis. The significance of smaller wind speeds for
wind energy applications – e.g. for the loads exerted on
the turbine – is expected to be small and the threshold
is typical for investigations in the wind energy community. The cup anemometer at 120 m was chosen as it is
close to the hub height of a modern wind turbine and
was available during the entire measurement period (unlike the sonic anemometers which suffered multiple failures).
Figure 4 displays the directional dependence of turbulence statistics as measured by the sonic anemometers at the different heights for locally neutral conditions
(|L| > 500 m; where L is the Obukhov length). Also, local normalisation (i.e. with u∗ at the individual heights)
is used in Figure 4. The approach of using local scaling
is motivated by the fact that we expect the characteristics
of the footprint for the different heights to differ significantly. Later a common height for the normalisation is
used to compare the turbulence statistics among different heights (Sections 3.2 and 3.3).
A clear directional pattern is visible for all heights
(Figure 4) for the turbulence intensity of the stream-wise
component of the wind vector Iu = σu /u. For all heights
a peak in Iu can be observed at roughly 300 to 320°.
Within this direction the upstream area is characterised
by the forested ridge extending for approx. 5.8 km (Figure 1). This terrain exhibits high roughness as well as
high ruggedness. Iu for wind directions between approx.
350 and 60° is relatively low. Here, the terrain is more
open and shows less variations in elevation. Between
180 and 300° the two elevated sonic anemometers (135
and 188 m) show a very similar pattern with a constantly
increasing Iu . The measurement at 80 m shows a decline
between 180 and 210°. Also, Iu at 80 m is significantly
higher than at the top two levels for 180–360°. In this
sector the vicinity of the mast is forested and orographically complex, while the wider surroundings are more
open. Values are similar at all levels between 0–90°.
Here, open agricultural areas are located much closer
to the mast and forested hills are located in a distance
of several km. A similar pattern as for Iu can be observed for the surface drag (u∗ u−1 ), although the variation between the top two measurement heights (135 m
and 188 m) appears somewhat smaller.
The integral turbulence statistics for the u component (σu u−1
∗ ) vary between 1.67 and 2.18 for the measurements at 135 m and 188 m, and between 1.90 and
2.26 at 80 m. This is lower than the value that is often given for neutral conditions in flat and homogeneous terrain σu u−1
∗ = 2.4 (e.g. Panofsky and Dutton,
1984) but slightly higher than roughness sub-layer flows
above canopies given by Raupach et al. (1996) (1.7)
and the values reported by Arnqvist et al. (2015) (approx. 1.7–1.9) for neutral conditions at a tall profile with
a long and homogeneous forest fetch for most sectors.
For a site with complex orography Fragoulis (1997)
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Figure 4: Directional variation of mean turbulence statistics calculated from 10° bins for neutral conditions (|L| > 500 m); top left: Iu , top
−1
right: u∗ u−1 , middle left: σu u−1
∗ , middle right: σw u∗ , bottom: data availability (n); L was determined locally from the individual sonic
−1
anemometer; only periods when U120 > 4 m s are included in the analysis; the shaded areas indicate the 95-%-confidence intervals derived
using Student’s t-statistics.

reported values of 2.1–2.4. The directional variation especially at 80 m is to some degree anti-cyclic to the variations in drag and Iu .
σw u−1
∗ is in general slightly higher than 1.25 usually
assumed over homogeneous terrain. Values range from
1.33 to 1.66 for 80 m and from 1.29 to 1.55 for the
upper two heights. Increased values for σw u−1
∗ have also
been observed at other sites with complex orography
(e.g. Fragoulis, 1997). σw u−1
∗ also shows a similar anticyclic pattern for 80 m as σu u−1
∗ between 180° and 360°.
For the 0–100°-sector σw u−1
∗ exhibits relatively strong
variations for 80 m and is larger than the observed values
for 135 and 188 m. Interestingly, this is also the case

for σu u−1
∗ . As a note of caution it should be said here that
especially for 80 m the data availability is quite low for
some of the bins in this sector (the minimum is n = 25).
At this point it should be reiterated, that the turbulence statistics were calculated using averaging intervals of 10 minutes, because this is common practice
in wind energy applications – e.g. Fragoulis (1997)
also used 10-minute intervals. Many other micrometeorological studies (including Arnqvist et al., 2015) use
averaging intervals of 30 minutes (e.g. Aubinet et al.,
2012). Depending on the integral scales of the different turbulent quantities the choice of the averaging interval will lead to differences in the observed turbulence
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Figure 5: Directional variation of left: lines z0,eff calculated from the footprint climatology (see text) of the 10° bins for neutral conditions
(|L| > 500 m); the crosses are z0,m calculated from Equation (3.1); right: rs ; note that the left scale is logarithmic, while the right is linear.

statistics (for a detailed discussion see Lenschow et al.,
1994). We therefore also derived the turbulence characteristics based on 30-minute intervals. If the mean turbulence statistics are compared over all valid sectors, there
is very little difference (approx. −1 to 3 %) for σw u−1
∗
and u∗ u−1 . Iu and σu u−1
∗ are increased by approx 7 to
13 % for the 30-minute intervals with increasing gain for
increasing height. Some of the deviation from the typically reported values for σu u−1
∗ are, thus, likely to be
caused by the 10-minute averaging interval used in this
study. This might to some extend be related to the larger
turbulent length scales of u. However, also the increasing contribution of meso-scale variations might become
visible. At elevated heights the micro-scale turbulence
and the meso-scale variations tend to blend into one another and the spectral gap separating the two can disappear (Larsén et al., 2016). As for wind turbine loads
only the micro-scale turbulence is considered (and important), the choice of a 10-minute averaging interval is
more appropriate here.

3.2 The relation between surface
characteristics within the footprint and
the observed turbulence statistics
The results for the surface characteristics (z0,eff and rs )
derived from the footprint analysis are displayed in Figure 5. For comparison, also a roughness length which
corresponds to the measured turbulence statistics (z0,m )
is derived using the log-law relationship:
z0,m = exp(ln(z − d) − κuu−1
∗ ),

(3.1)

where κ is the von Kármán constant and d is the displacement height. d was estimated from the tree height
and density in the direct vicinity of the met mast. It
varies by direction with a maximum value of 25 m (for
southerly directions with tall and densely spaced trees)
and a minimum value of 5 m (for the direction of the

clearing). Due to the high measurement heights the sensitivity to the value of d is rather small. As only neutral
conditions are analysed, no stability correction of Equation 3.1 is necessary.
At this point it should be noted that the values of z0,m ,
which are displayed in Figure 5 are intended to facilitate a direct comparison to z0,eff derived from the surface characteristics of the footprint area. z0,m is also influenced by orography related effects such as e.g. local
speed-up effects and should not directly be interpreted
as a roughness length. Despite this restriction, z0,m and
z0,eff show similarity in their pattern and magnitudes for
all heights between 180° and 360°. However, between
0° and 100° the correlation gets worse and especially
for 135 and 188 m, z0,m is significantly higher than z0,eff .
The directional variation of rs is somewhat similar
to z0,eff with relatively low values for wind directions
between 0 and 100°.
Figure 6 displays scatter plots of the relation between different turbulence statistics and surface charcteristics. In contrast to Figure 4, turbulence quantities
are normalised using the wind speed at a common height
(191 m) in Figure 6. A direct comparison of the turbulence statistics across different heights might be misleading as in neutral conditions we expect the wind
speed to generally increase with increasing height. On
the other hand, the highest values for rs and z0,eff are
observed at the lowest heights. This fact might introduce some artificial correlation if local scaling is used.
The height of 191 m is chosen as it is far away from
the surface and thus expected to be less affected by
surface effects than lower measurements. It should be
noted, however, that the wind speed at 191 m is still influenced by the surface and will, thus, introduce some
de-correlation for the turbulence statistics at 135 m and
especially at 80 m.
−1 with increasA trend of increasing values of σU U191
ing rs and ln(z0,eff ) can be observed for all heights and
most values cluster around a more or less linear rela-
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Figure 6: Scatter plots of different turbulence statistics in relation to surface properties within the simulated footprint climatologies;
left column: normalised turbulence quantities vs the index for ruggedness rs within the footprint; right column: normalised turbulence
−1
−1
−1
middle: u∗ U191
and bottom: σw U191
; only periods with neutral
quantities vs the effective roughness z0,eff within the footprint; top: σu U191
conditions (|L| > 500 m) have been used; calculations are based on 10°-bins; diamonds indicate bins which lie within 60–100°; periods when
U120 > 4 m s−1 are excluded from the analysis; for colour coding see Figure 4.

tionship. Several outliers can be observed, which ex−1 but low r and ln(z
hibit high values for σU U191
s
0,eff ).
The outliers for 135 and 188 m are associated with the
−1 but only
60–100°-bin where a sharp increase in σU U191
a moderate increase in rs can be observed (diamonds
in Figure 6). For 80 m another group of outliers can be
observed for wind directions between 310–340° where
rs for 80 m starts to drop off but the turbulence intensity remains at a high level (compare also Figure 4). For
ln(z0,eff ) no outliers are visible within this sector. However, the scatter for low ln(z0,eff ) is generally slightly
−1 and r and
higher. The correlation between σU U191
s
ln(z0,eff ) is similar (Pearson’s r is 0.62 for rs and 0.60
for ln(z0,eff )).

−1 is weaker than for σ U −1
The correlation for u∗ U191
U 191
and the scatter increases. r is 0.43 and 0.26 for rs and
ln(z0,eff ), respectively. The weakest correlation is ob−1 (r is 0.28 and 0.12). The distribuserved for σw U191
tion of the points in the scatter plot also suggests that
−1 and u U −1 is
the relationship between rs and σw U191
∗
somewhat stronger than for ln(z0,eff ) when the outliers
are excluded.
It is difficult to draw conclusions concerning the relative importance of the terrain ruggedness vs the forest cover within the footprint for the observed turbulence levels, as rs and z0,eff are highly correlated in the
area around Rödeser Berg. Both properties show a high
−1 . Nevertheless, some
correlation with especially σU U191
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interesting patterns can be observed when the two are
compared.
−1 vs r relationship are
The ‘outliers’ in the σU U191
s
directed towards a turbulence level but low rs . Points
−1 are not observed. This is
with high rs and low σU U191
−1 and u U −1 . This
also true to some extend for the σw U191
∗
suggests that the ruggedness is an important factor in
turbulence production but rs does not capture all effects
responsible for turbulence production. For ln(z0,eff ) the
outliers are also directed towards high turbulence and
low ln(z0,eff ), however, the lower boundary is less clear.
Much of the increased scatter which is found in the
relationship between the turbulence quantities and rs and
ln(z0,eff ), respectively, is related to wind sectors between
60–100°. It is interesting to note that within this sector also the turbulence statistics show some differences
when compared to the other wind directions. σu u−1
∗ is reduced for the 135 and 188 m measurements and σw u−1
∗ is
increased for 80 m. For these directions the Schreckenberg and the Gudenberg start to move into the footprint
of the measurements at Rödeser Berg (Figure 1). With
a maximum elevation of 568 m it is significantly higher
than Rödeser Berg. The presence of this relatively large
orographical obstacle is probably not well represented
in the definition of rs , as it only accounts for the slope
and not the height of the ruggedness elements.
Summarising the observations, especially rs inside
the footprint area seems to be a promising way to ex−1 induced by the
plain the directional variations in σu U191
orography. It should, however, be noted that rs is only
an approximation for the surface ruggedness. The results
will depend to some degree on the choice of Θcrit , which
here is motivated by the onset of flow separation. The
critical slope for flow separation will vary with surface
cover i.e. be smaller for forested hills than for bare soil
(Finnigan and Belcher, 2004).
Also due to the categorical nature of rs the calculation of a footprint-weighted ruggedness is not as straight
forward as for z0,eff and is not attempted here. Nevertheless, it is intuitive that the effect of orographic features
will vary according to their location within the footprint
area.

3.3 Turbulence intensity in comparison to
existing design guidelines and the
influence of atmospheric stability
Turbulence intensity of the horizontal wind speed is
one of the key parameters used in the site suitability
analysis for wind turbines (IEC, 2005a). To model the
expected loads during the life time of a wind turbine
the turbulence intensity as a function of wind speed is
required. This section therefore focuses on the analysis
of this quantity.
In standard load modelling applications the representative turbulence intensity Irep = σrep /U is often
described by the ‘normal turbulence model’ (NTM)
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according to IEC (2005a):
σrep = Iref (0.75U + 5.6 m s−1 ),

(3.2)

where Iref is a dimensionless constant which depends on
the turbine class (for the different turbine classes see also
Figure 7). In site assessment applications Irep is compared to the 90 %-percentile of the measured turbulence
intensity of the horizontal wind speed to see if a turbine is suitable for a specific site. From measurements
this is usually approximated as IU90 = IU + 1.28σIU ,
where IU is the mean turbulence intensity and σIU is the
standard deviation of the turbulence intensity. Stability
effects are not parametrised in this formulation. For the
analysis in this paper IU90 and IU are calculated using
wind-speed bins with a width of 1 m s−1 .
As shown in Section 3.2 turbulence statistics strongly
vary with wind direction. To allow for the exploration
of other effects on the turbulence intensity the analysis
in this section is therefore confined to a narrow sector
including the main wind direction (180–220°).
Also, unlike in the previous sections cup anemometers are used to derive the turbulence intensity. This is
mainly motivated by two facts. Firstly, as mentioned in
Section 2.2, there were multiple instrument failures on
the sonic anemometers. The set of concurrent measurements over the wide height range is rather limited for
the sonics. Using cup anemometers the data base for the
analysis in this section is significantly enhanced. Secondly, it is common practice in the wind energy community to use cup rather than sonic to measure turbulence
intensity. It should be noted again that the standard deviation of the horizontal wind speed between a sonic and
a cup measurement is expected to differ. As the sonic is
able to resolve smaller turbulent scales, it will usually
measure slightly higher turbulence intensities.
Figure 7 displays the standard deviation of the
wind speed measured by cup anemometers (σU ) at 60,
120 and 191 m height normalised by the wind speed
at 120 m (U120 ) as a function of U120 . The heights
roughly reflect the lower tip, hub and upper tip heights of
a modern wind turbine. The somewhat unusual normalisation is motivated by a better direct comparability of the
variance within the wind field at the different heights. In
load simulations it is common practice to specify a target
variance of the wind field and keep this constant across
the whole modelling domain. This stems from classical
surface layer theory in homogeneous terrain, which is,
however, questionable for heterogeneous surfaces like in
the current setup.
The first striking observation is that there is a relatively strong variation of the turbulence levels at the different heights with strongly decreasing turbulence with
height. Especially the difference between the 60 m and
120 m measurements is large and in the order or even exceeding the differences between the different standard
turbulence classes for wind turbine design (Figure 7).
The behaviour of σU with height from other experiments
is not entirely clear. While Garratt (1994) suggests an
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Figure 7: Top left: σU /U120 by wind speed for 180–220°; the solid lines indicate IU90 as defined by equation 3.2 for all measurements,
dashed lines are only neutral conditions (|L| > 500 m); the black lines show the normal turbulence model; turbulence class A (Iref = 0.16);
turbulence class B (Iref = 0.14); turbulence class C (Iref = 0.12); top right: same as the left panel but the bin-wise mean (rather than the
90-%-percentile) of the observed turbulence intensities is displayed. bottom left: occurrence of atmospheric stability classes for different
wind speeds as observed at 135 m; dark blue denotes stable (0 m < L < 200 m), light blue slightly stable (200 m < L < 500 m), green neutral
(|L| > 500 m), orange slightly unstable (−200 m > L > −500 m) and yellow unstable (0 m > L > −200 m) conditions; bottom right: data
availability for the different wind-speed bins; only bins with more than 20 observations are included.

almost constant σU throughout most of the atmospheric
boundary layer, Arya (2001) suggest an exponential reduction which is equal to the reduction in σw . Profiles
reported in a high roughness environment over a homogeneous forest in Sweden (Arnqvist et al., 2015) indicate a reduction of σU between comparable heights
(60 and 135 m) which is smaller than the reduction in
Figure 7. As demonstrated in Section 3.2, one of the
main reasons for this observation is the variation of the
surface characteristics within the footprint of the different measurement heights (Figure 5).
As the IEC standard (IEC, 2005a) only defines three
different turbulence classes, it is unlikely that the absolute turbulence levels will match one of the defined
classes. It is thus more interesting to compare the shape
of the observed to the empirically derived curve in IEC
(2005a). A prominent feature of IU as well as IU90 is
that they show a minimum between approx. 8–10 m s−1
(Figure 7). For higher wind speeds the turbulence intensities are increasing again. This behaviour is contrary
to the shape of the NTM, which is monotonically decreasing. The pattern of the observed atmospheric stability at 135 m shows an interesting correlation with
the mean turbulence intensity and IU90 . At low wind

speeds, where turbulence intensities are high, unstable
conditions are dominant. With increasing wind speed the
percentage of stable conditions increases and reaches a
maximum at about the same wind speeds as where the
minimum of the turbulence intensities is observed. For
the classification according to the observed Obukhov
length see caption of Figure 7.
If only neutral conditions are considered, no clear
minimum is visible for neither IU90 nor IU . In fact,
within the wind speed range where the maximum number of stable conditions is found, also the maximum difference between the overall and neutral statistics can
be observed. For wind energy applications this observation is highly relevant, as the wind speed range between 6–12 m s−1 is very important for fatigue loads on
onshore turbines.
There are different possible mechanisms which
might be responsible for the observation of this correlation between atmospheric stability and wind speed. The
first is that the influence of the stable stratification dampens the frictional forces which can lead to an increased
flow at higher levels and the formation of a low level
jet (LLJ). The LLJ is usually defined by a wind speed
maximum in the first few hundred meters above ground.
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It has been studied over several decades (Blackadar,
1957; Stensrud, 1996). More recently, its importance
for resource estimation in wind energy applications in
northern Germany has been suggested (Emeis, 2014;
Lampert et al., 2016). Also in forested low mountain
ranges in Germany the frequent occurrence of LLJs has
been reported (Serafimovich et al., 2017).
An often used definition of the LLJ is a wind maximum which is at least 2 m s−1 higher than the minimum
aloft (Stull, 1988). However, only very few profiles
fulfill this criterion within the first 200 m above ground
at Rödeser Berg. Although there are more profiles where
the wind speed is decreasing with height at the top measurement height(s), a clear identification of LLJ-events
with the mast data is difficult. In fact, the reported typical heights of LLJ reported from other sites vary from
between 100–200 m (e.g. Banta et al., 2002; Baas et al.,
2009) up to several hundred meters (e.g. Bonner, 1968;
Zhang et al., 2006). Emeis (2014) found that the persistence of a LLJ is limited by a critical shear below the jet,
which is dependent of the Richardson number (Emeis,
2017). This can also set a lower limit to the height of
the jet core. The typical height of the LLJs at Rödeser
Berg might thus be too high to be reliably detected by
the mast measurement.
The second possible reason for increased wind
speeds in stable conditions at Rödeser Berg is the interaction between stability and orographic effects. The
speed-up over hills and ridges can be significantly increased in stable conditions (e.g. Carruthers and
Choularton, 1982; Bradley, 1983; Coppin et al.,
1994). Moreover, if the boundary layer is very shallow,
the flow might be forced around the hill in diverging
flow lines (Snyder et al., 1985). In a shallow boundary
layer the mast measurements might even be above the
turbulent boundary layer. A more detailed investigation
of the flow over the hill and speed-up effects is currently
done using a spatial network of profiling and scanning
lidars in the framework of the New European Wind Atlas Project (Mann et al., 2017).
There are only few studies reporting explicitly on the
distribution of atmospheric stability and σU as a function of wind speed. Sathe et al. (2013) investigated the
influence of atmospheric stability on wind turbine loads.
Their analysis also showed a clear reduction of σU with
increasing stability (they used the Obukhov length) for
a homogeneous site. The stability conditions over several different coastal sites generally indicated a decreasing occurrence of stable conditions with increasing wind
speed. However, the stability distributions were derived
from either eddy co-variance measurements close to the
ground or profile measurements.
For a mildly complex site in the western USA Wharton and Lundquist (2012) reported similar observations as found at Rödeser Berg. The lowest wind speeds
and highest turbulence intensities were found in unstable
conditions. Their observations even indicated the highest wind speeds for stable conditions at their site. At
Rödeser Berg for wind speeds above approx. 12 m s−1
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neutral conditions begin to dominate and the mean wind
speed during neutral conditions is larger than during stable conditions. This is in line with the fact that for high
wind speeds in stable conditions the formation of low
level jets is limited to greater heights as mechanical mixing will be induced if the shear exceeds a critical value
(Emeis, 2017) and the stable stratification will not longer
persist. Also, the occurrence of the diverging flow lines
is dependent on the wind speed and is more likely to be
observed in lower wind speed conditions (Snyder et al.,
1985).

4 Conclusion and outlook
Linking surface properties to observed turbulence statistics provides a difficult task in complex and patchy terrain. At Rödeser Berg a directional analysis of turbulence statistics in relation to the surface characteristics
within the modelled footprint was carried out. Especially
the normalised standard deviation of the wind velocity in
−1 ) showed a high
the direction of the flow lines (σu U191
correlation with the ruggedness and the effective roughness for all heights and most wind-direction sectors.
These results indicate that, despite the simplicity of
the approach, footprint modelling, as frequently used
in the flux community, can provide a valuable tool for
relating measured turbulence statistics to observations.
In wind energy applications footprint modelling can be
used to e.g. identifying wind sectors for which high
turbulence levels are to be expected. In combination
with simple surface metrics its main benefit lies in the
simple evaluation and possible classification of wind
turbine sites.
The conclusion regarding the effects of terrain ruggedness vs high roughness areas within the footprint on
turbulence quantities are less conclusive as ruggedness
and roughness are strongly correlated in the area surrounding the measurement site.
Effective roughness length (z0,eff ) and the ruggedness
index (rs ) as used in this study are simplifications and
the limit of the explanatory power for the variation of the
turbulence levels was visible in the wind direction sector where a large orographical obstacle is present. Besides experimental campaigns, further validation studies
of footprint tools for wind energy applications should
include comparison with more complex models such as
large eddy simulations. Within the simulation environment the range of the validity of simple analytical footprint approaches can be evaluated by switching certain
terrain features in the modelling environment ‘on’ and
‘off’.
The observed behaviour of the turbulence intensity
showed significant deviations from the normal turbulence model suggested in IEC (2005a) for the investigated sector. The reason for this is likely to be the distribution of atmospheric stability. The differences between
the normalised standard deviation of the horizontal wind
speed for all stability conditions and only neutral cases
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are significant compared to design guidelines of wind
turbines. They exceed the difference between the different turbulence classes specified in the current standard
for wind turbine design (IEC, 2005a). From an applied
point of view it is interesting to note that this effect occurs within a wind speed range which is highly relevant
for the fatigue loads experienced by a wind turbine. Unfortunately, at higher wind speeds this effect vanishes
and periods with high wind speeds and high turbulence
result. This suggests that in the next generation wind
farm design tools and models for estimating the site specific turbulence conditions should include the effect of
atmospheric stability in addition to the terrain effects.
While some first progress to include atmospheric stability in load simulations (e.g. Sathe et al., 2011; Park
et al., 2014) and wake modelling (e.g. Özdemir et al.,
2013) has been made, the inclusion of atmospheric stability in site assessment still remains a difficult issue.
The strong variation of the standard deviation of the
horizontal wind speed (σU ) with height suggests that the
assumption of a turbulence field with a constant variance
across the modelling domain might not be adequate for
wind turbines with large rotors in heterogeneous terrain.
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