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MOTIVATION RESULTS
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WRF model performance in terms of scalar accuracy metrics is deteriorating with model resolution offshore and on the coast, while
improvement relative to the GFS forecasts is achieved inland. The forecast examples illustrate how close-to-correct wind speed simula-
- tions subject to slight phase errors and/or temporal dilation are severely penalised in terms of PCC.

However, in terms of wind speed ramp objects a nearly consistent improvement in the Critical Success Index is observed across a
range of different ramp widths (not shown). Finally, forecasted wind speed variability may serve as predictor for wind speed prediction
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WREF grid values are tricube-weighted according to wind farm ra-
dius and GFS grid values are bilinearly interpolated to wind farm
centre coordinates.




