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ABSTRACT This paper presents an effective Markov transition matrix (EMTM), which will be used to calculate the wind speed at
the target site in a wind farm to accurately predict wind energy production. The existing MTS prediction method using a Markov
transition matrix (MTM) exhibits a limitation where significant prediction variations are observed owing to random selection
errors and its bin width. The proposed method selects the effective states of the MTM and refines its bin width to reduce the error
of random selection during a gap filling procedure in MTS. The EMTM reduces the level of variation in the repeated prediction of
wind speed by using the coefficient of variations and range of variations. In a case study, MTS exhibited better performance than
other MCP models when EMTM was applied to estimate a one-day wind speed, by using mean relative and root mean square
errors.

Key words Wind speed prediction(Z<; o] =), Measure-correlate-predict(Z 4 -4 -0 =), Matrix time series(3 2 A| A Q),
Markov transition matrix(9} 2 3 3 7 o] 3§ &), Markov-based reconstruction mechanism(U} 2 2 3 7|8} 2|14 21 2])

Nomenclature v :mean wind speed, m/s

o, : standard deviation of the wind speed, m/s vi - measured wind speed, m/s

: predicted wind speed, m/s

U, pred.
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JPD :joint probability distribution
CDF : cumulative probability density function

CV : coefficient of variation
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Fig. 1. The procedure of MTS method and validation
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Table 1. The specifications of Met masts

Met mastl Met mast2
e (Reference data) (Target data)
Coordination E. 292,592 E. 287,808
(UTM) N. 3,716,177 N. 3,713,625
Ty Thies 1st class Thies 1st class
be advanced advanced
An 1, Height
emometer | Heig 100 80
(m)
R 0.936 (correlation coefficient)
Type Thies 1st class Thies 1st class
Height
Wind vane | oo 9 76
(m)
R 0.842 (correlation coefficient)
Data period 2019.1.1.~ 2019.1.1,~
(Lyear) 2019.12.31 2019.12.31

Zd|o]E|(Reference data) %
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E R do]E(Target data)

T+ A S5 9 SFTolE ] A= 0.8°1F
o|EE MCP HHZ B85l A=A 3= HlolE oS0

715 Aow peeg,

2.3 MTS Hx}
MTS &4 fJ8ll AlSH dlol"HE o]83lo] Fig. 19
‘MTS(Matrix Time Series) method Zx} Y 1~4%-A7}

2} bjm

Fig, 93 Qo] SAHEL TR, o S4ls
e Aol 35
U= 30° = BT

MTS 242 Siat 1RAR 7|2 $43 BE F4o) £
Z:gf|o]E] 9] A& A (Occurrences =
EE(JPD)E It

oS 501 Fig. 42 349 11(285°~315°)of| - 2] 2
ot EE BEE HY Ve S5 52 52 1 m/s~50

1o
K
)
ol
o)
£
i)
L&
-I i

270° 90°

180°

Fig. 3. The 12 divisions of measurement sector

Count

= 00
2
3
2
2 500
g3
e
£
— 17 400
T .
O 15
o
G
o B 00
En
= w0
-
] mo
o
=
100

[Py TN Y e

1234567 801011213 1415161718192021222324%
Reference wind speed(m/s)

Fig. 4. JPD for measurement sector11 (285°~315°)
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Table 2. The state transition probability of MTM
Index Ini. Ini, Ini, Ini, Ini. Ini, Ini, Ini, Ini.
state statel state2 state3 state4 stateb state6 state7 state8 state9
F.statel | 0,89943 | 0.05323 | 0.00000 | 0.00047 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0,00000
F.state2 | 0,10057 0.82836 0.08313 0,00140 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000
F state3 | 0.00000 0,11493 0.79923 0.15302 0.00476 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000
F state4 | 0,00000 | 0,00348 0,11342 0.67395 0.17079 0.00586 | 0.00050 | 0.00000 | 0.,00000
F.stated | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00352 0.16326 0.64700 0.17765 0.00747 | 0.00044 | 0.00000
F.state6 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00070 | 0.00605 0.16270 0.63446 0.18666 0.00751 | 0.00000
F state7 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00186 0.01332 0.16447 0.61224 0.16777 0.01394
F state8 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00143 0.01562 0.17571 0.64592 0.18693
F.state9 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00195 0.01593 0.15982 0.59923
F statel0 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00100 0.01722 0.17828
F statell | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00050 | 0.00088 0.01922
F statel2 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00044 | 0.00192
F.stateld | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00048
F statel4 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.,00000
F.stateld | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000
F.statel6 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000
F statel7 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000
F statel8 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000
F.statel9 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000
F.state20 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000
F state2l | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000
F state22 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000
F state23 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000
F.state24 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0.,00000
F state25 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000 | 0,00000 | 0.00000 | 0,00000
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EMTM EMTM
2* Final 2* Final
il Gl 1* State transition range Sta/tiztrt])in Ini. state 1™ State transition range Stitiznt:in
OF 1in QF 0x @-0 4 DF iy | OF o -0 4
[%] [%] [%] (%] [%] [%] [%] [%]
1 0 8 8 0.32 14 40 68 28 1,12
2 0 16 16 0.64 15 44 72 28 1,12
3 4 24 20 0.80 16 48 80 32 1,28
4 0 28 28 1,12 17 56 84 28 1,12
5 8 32 24 0,96 18 56 80 24 0,96
6 12 36 24 0,96 19 60 92 32 1,28
7 12 44 32 1.28 20 64 92 28 1,12
8 16 48 32 1.28 21 63 96 28 1,12
9 24 52 28 1,12 22 72 96 24 0,96
10 24 52 28 1,12 23 80 100 20 0.80
1 28 56 28 112 24 84 100 16 0.64
12 32 64 32 1.28 25 92 100 8 0.32
13 36 64 28 112 - - - - -
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Table 4. The state transition probability of EMTM
Index Ini, Ini. Ini, Ini, Ini, Ini, Ini. Ini, Ini,
state statet state2 state3 state4 stateb state6 state7 state8 state9
F statel 0,13731 0.00050 0.00106 0.00000 0.00048 0.00000 0.00000 0,00000 0.00096
F state2 0.01136 0.00000 0.00070 0.00000 0,00048 0,00098 0.00000 0,00000 0.00192
F state3 0.02462 0.00000 0.00704 0.00000 0.00095 0.00098 0.00000 0,00044 0.00625
F stated 0.04072 0.00249 0.01691 0.00047 0.00238 0.00293 0,00100 0,00000 0.00865
F stated 0.05114 0.00846 0.05741 0.00000 0.00428 0.00634 0.00249 0.00132 0.02307
F state6 0.06818 0.02637 0.12364 0.00000 0.01189 0.01464 0.00299 0.00442 0.05142
F state7 0.08333 0.08607 0.20923 0.00140 0.03520 0.04392 0.00996 0.01192 0.08938
F state8 0.07386 0.12488 0.20183 0.00326 0.07992 0.07565 0.03932 0.03576 0.14272
F state9 0.07481 0.12587 0.15815 0.01349 0.13796 0.14104 0.08910 0.07550 0.18501
F statel0 | 0,10417 0.16318 0.10638 0.04837 0.17317 0.16740 0.15879 0.13863 0.18597
F statell | 0.10890 0.17015 0.05777 0.13349 0.15794 0.17814 0.22847 0.23841 0.13791
F statel2 | 0.08996 0.12736 0.03276 0.20605 0.14653 0.13128 0.20309 0.24106 0.08746
F stateld | 0.05019 0.08905 0.01233 0.21581 0.11560 0.09566 0.13290 0.12406 0.03412
F stateld | 0,04640 0.03532 0.00669 0.16465 0.06185 0.06296 0.07516 0.07638 0.01826
F stateld> | 0.01610 0.01990 0.00387 0.12047 0.03092 0.03807 0.02987 0.02208 0.01153
F.statel6 | 0.00568 0.00796 0.00141 0.05302 0.01808 0.01367 0.01294 0.01457 0.00769
F statel7 | 0,00568 0.00498 0.00106 0.02326 0.01047 0.01025 0.00647 0.00662 0.00240
F statel8 | 0,00379 0.00199 0.00035 0.00884 0.00523 0.00683 0.00348 0.00618 0.00336
F statel9 | 0.00189 0.00249 0.00000 0.00140 0.00285 0.00342 0.00299 0.00177 0.00096
F state20 | 0,00000 0.00100 0.00070 0.00233 0.00095 0.00342 0.00000 0.00000 0.00048
F state2l | 0.00000 0.00050 0.00035 0.00140 0.00143 0.00049 0.00000 0.00044 0.00000
F state22 | 0,00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00047 0.00000 0.00049 0.00100 0.00000 0.00000
F.state23 | 0.00000 0.00050 0.00035 0.00093 0,00048 0,00098 0.00000 0,00000 0.00048
F state24 | 0,00095 0,00100 0,00000 0.00047 0.00048 0.00000 0.00000 0.00044 0.00000
F state25 | 0,00095 0,00000 0.00000 0.00047 0.00048 0.00049 0.00000 0,00000 0.00000
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Fig. 8. The result of repeated prediction by using MTM
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