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e 3D CNN-based wind velocity prediction.

e Estimation of CNN learnability through spatiotemporal wind correla-
tion analysis.

e Discovery of influence of local geometric and seasonal wind on CNN
prediction.

e The proposed correlation analysis can aid in selecting yaw-control
wind farm sites.
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Abstract

This paper investigates the influence of incorporating spatiotemporal wind
data on the performance of wind forecasting neural networks. While previ-
ous studies have shown that including spatial data enhances the accuracy
of such models, limited research has explored the impact of different spa-
tial and temporal scales of input wind data on the learnability of neural
network models. In this study, convolutional neural networks (CNNs) are
employed and trained using various scales of spatiotemporal wind data. The
research demonstrates that using spatiotemporally correlated data from the
surrounding area and past time steps for training a CNN favorably affects
the predictive performance of the model. The study proposes correlation
analyses, including autocorrelation and Pearson correlation analyses, to un-
veil the influence of spatiotemporal wind characteristics on the predictive
performance of different CNN models. The spatiotemporal correlations and
performances of CNN models are investigated in three regions: Korea, the
USA, and the UK. The findings reveal that regions with smaller deviations
of autocorrelation coefficients (ACC) are more favorable for CNNs to learn
the regional and seasonal wind characteristics. Specifically, the regions of
Korea, the USA, and the UK exhibit maximum standard deviations of ACCs
of 0.100, 0.043, and 0.023, respectively. The CNNs wind prediction perfor-
mances follow the reverse order of the regions: UK, USA, and Korea. This
highlights the significant impact of regional and seasonal wind conditions
on the performance of the prediction models.
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1. Introduction

With rising concerns regarding global warming and energy security, there
is an increasing demand for renewable energy sources, such as wind en-
ergy [1]. Wind turbines convert the kinetic energy of atmospheric flow into
electrical energy. The maximum power generation of wind turbines depends
significantly on the alignment of the turbine nacelle with the surrounding
flow [2,13]. Yaw control systems have been proposed to align wind turbines
with the wind direction [4, 15, 6]. One of the most common methods is to
use sensors installed at the rear of the turbine to align the turbine with
the wind direction. However, the wake effect caused by the rotating blades
can lead to deviations in the wind velocity measured by sensors from the
actual wind speed [5]. Therefore, accurately predicting the wind direction
remains a significant challenge. Researchers are investigating methods for
accurately predicting the wind direction to enable effective yaw control.

Recently, neural networks have shown promising results in addressing
atmospheric flow problems,; such as typhoon prediction [7, 8. Neural-
network-based wind predictions have also been investigated by various re-
searchers [9, 110, [11]. These studies primarily involved the training of neural
networks using wind data from a single point. Although wind turbines are
installed at specific locations, the wind itself is not a localized phenomenon.
This is influenced by macroscopic systems and global parameters. In a
study by Hong and Satriani [12], spatiotemporal wind data were utilized
in a 2D-Convolutional neural network (CNN) model to predict wind at a
specific location. The training data were sourced from multiple locations,
including nearby wind farms in close proximity. The 2D-CNN model out-
performed long short-term memory (LSTM) and 1D-CNN models that used
data from only one wind farm, demonstrating the importance of utilizing
spatiotemporal data for wind prediction.
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In a study by Higashiyama et al. [13], the impact of surrounding spatial
data on wind power generation was investigated. The dataset used in the
study consisted of numerical weather data collected from 50 x 50 = 2, 500
points surrounding a single targeted wind power plant in the Tohoku region
with a time resolution of 30 minutes and regular horizontal spacing of 5
km. A 3D-CNN model was employed to analyze the spatiotemporal data,
which is capable of learning spatial and temporal features concurrently. The
results of this study showed that the 3D-CNN model outperformed the 2D-
CNN model. In addition, Zhu et al. [14] utilized a Fully 3D-CNN model
to predict wind speed using wind data collected from 36 individual wind
turbines on a wind farm located in China with a time interval of one day.
Because the turbines are located in close proximity to one another, the data
collected by each turbine can be considered spatially correlated. Their Fully
3D-CNN model was reported to have superior performance compared to two
statistical models (the persistence (PR) method and vector autoregression
(VAR)) and three neural networks (LSTM, CNN-LSTM, and CNN-gate
recurrent unit (GRU)).

Previous studies have demonstrated that the incorporation of spatial
data can improve the accuracy of wind prediction models. However, not
enough research has been conducted on the physical mechanisms underlying
this improvement, as well as the effect of time intervals on input data in such
models. Therefore, this study aims to address these gaps by investigating
the impact of spatiotemporal wind data on CNN-based wind predictions.
The objective is to elucidate the influence of regional and seasonal wind
flow factors on the learning capabilities of CNNs. In particular, the role of
spatiotemporal wind data in enhancing the performance of CNN models for
wind prediction is analyzed. This study examines the effect of varying the
input spatial area and time intervals on the model’s predictive capabilities
and investigates the influence of regional and seasonal wind flow patterns
on predictive performances in different types of CNN models.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, a
detailed description of the utilized wind data is provided, including the pro-
cessing steps required to transform the data into a suitable form for a CNN.
Section [Bloutlines the methodological approach used to adjust the wind data
to a wind turbine’s height (Section B.1]) and describes the proposed CNN’s
architecture, which is a combination of 2D and 3D CNNs, and training
process (Section B.2)). In Section M the performance of the proposed CNN
model under varying spatiotemporal input data is analyzed, and the sea-
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Figure 1: u and v components of wind velocity at an altitude of 50 m in South Korea on
January 1, 2012 at 00:00.

sonal and regional factors that influence the network’s predictive capability
are highlighted. In addition, the proposed model was compared with CNN
models from other studies. Finally, Section [§] summarizes the key findings.

2. Data description

This study utilizes the Modern-Era Retrospective Analysis for Research
and Applications version 2 (MERRA-2) dataset provided by the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) ﬂﬂ% The dataset has a time
interval of one hour with hourly averaged values. It was rearranged in a grid
format in which each grid point was assigned to the corresponding latitude
and longitude coordinates. The grid was constructed at constant intervals
in each latitudinal and longitudinal direction, forming a rectangular grid
structure (refer to Figure [I).

The wind data are composed of the east-west wind speed (u) and north-
south wind speed (v), at an altitude of 50 m. They cover the Korean
Peninsula and surrounding areas, the UK and surrounding areas, and the
northeastern USA, which allowed for a comparative analysis of the pre-
diction performance across different regions (see Figure [2). Moreover, the
study focused on predicting wind power generation at individual points
corresponding to real-world wind farms in the UK and USA, as well as one
candidate site for a future wind farm in Korea. The spatial information of
each dataset and the prediction points can be found in Table [Tl
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Figure 2: Maps with the three different prediction points and their surrounding area.
The prediction points are represented by the red mark.

Location Lat. UL Lat. LL Lon. UL Lon. LL Prediction point

Korea 54.0° N 20.5° N 1494° E  105.0° E 37.5° N 126.3° E
UK 68.5° N 39.5° N 16.3° E  21.9° W 54.0° N 1.9° E
USA 49.0° N 35.0° N 63.8° W  79.4° W 41° N 70.6° W

Table 1: Spatial information of the datasets. UL and LL denote the upper and lower
limits, respectively.

The 3D-CNN was trained and tested using a 10-year period of data from
January 1, 2012 to January 1, 2022. The dataset was partitioned into
three subsets: 60% of the data were used for training (from January 1,
2012 to January 1, 2018), 20% for validation (from January 2, 2018 to
January 1, 2020), and the remaining 20% for testing (from January 2,
2020 to January 1, 2022).

The impact of the surrounding information on wind prediction was in-
vestigated by incrementally increasing the latitude and longitude by Ajusitude
= 0.5%and Ajongitude = 0.625°, respectively. The examined area began with
a 3x3 grid and gradually increased to a 13x13 grid (refer to Figure [3)).

In the experiments, the effects of different time periods on wind flow
prediction were studied. Specifically, time lengths of T' = 3,6, 12,24 h were
considered. The CNN model used past wind data with a time interval of one
hour to predict the wind flow for the upcoming hour. For example, when
T = 6, six consecutive snapshots of wind data obtained between January
1, 2022, 06:00 and January 1, 2022, 11:00 were used to forecast u
and v values at January 1, 2022, 12:00.
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Figure 3: Visualization of the grid sizes in the three different regions.

3. Methodology

The methodology section explains the details of the employed (1) Atmo-
spheric boundary layer (ABL) calibration and (2) Neural network model.
The first subsection focuses on the ABL calibration method, which is em-
ployed to adapt the original wind data to the height of typical wind tur-
bines. The architecture and hyperparameters of the employed 2D-+3D-
Convolutional Neural Network (2D+3D-CNN) model are explained in the
second subsection.

3.1. Atmospheric boundary layer calibration

The wind data available from the MERRA-2 dataset were collected at
a height of 50m. However, it is possible to approximate the wind velocity
at different heights from the MERRA-2 dataset using the ABL calibration.
This is particularly helpful when studying wind at heights where wind tur-
bines are typically installed (e.g., 100m).

The ABL estimates wind speed and direction at different heights by
accounting for the effects of atmospheric stability and turbulence on the
wind profile HE] By the ABL method suggested by Richards and Hoxey

|, the flow velocity @ = (u,v) is calibrated to @apr, = (uaprL,vapL) by

B ) ln<yre£:'y0>
UapL(y) = Urefm7 (1)
Yo
where y is the height of the wind field to be converted, yo = 0.0002 is
the aerodynamic roughness length at sea level, %z, is the ABL friction
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velocity, yres is set to 50m, and ,.; is the wind velocity at an altitude of
50m. Using the ABL calibration, prediction and training of wind velocity
at an altitude of 100m is demonstrated in this study.

After performing ABL calibration, the calibrated wind velocity (uapr
and vapy) is further standardized as

UABL — Muupy,
Ustd = (2)
Ouapr
and
VABL — Muapy
Vgtg = —om— T PABL (3)
O-UABL

where ugy and vgy are the standardized velocity components, ., ,,, and
My, are the mean of the velocity components, and o,,,, and o,,,, are
the standard deviations of the velocity components. This standardization
ensures that all features have similar scales and distributions.

3.2. Neural network model

Neural networks have shown promising results in solving nonlinear prob-
lems and have been increasingly used in wind power research [18; 119, 120,
21,122, 123]. In this study, a 2D43D-CNN architecture based on the model
proposed by Higashiyama et al. [13] was employed. The CNN is designed to
learn spatiotemporal hierarchies of features in data by adjusting the weights
and biases of convolutional filters. 3D convolutional filters move in three
directions: 2D in space and 1D in time. A schematic of the 2D+3D-CNN
model used in this paper can be seen in Figurddl This model employs the
He uniform variance scaling initializer [24] for weights and biases of 2D and
3D convolutional filters, which is commonly used to facilitate more effec-
tive training of neural networks with Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU)-type
activation functions. The range of the initial weights and biases is defined

= L, 0

n;, represents the number of feature maps or nodes in the layer to be ini-
tialized. The leaky-ReLLU activation function, a variation of the ReLU ac-
tivation function [25], was employed. Leaky-ReLU is defined as

f(z) = max(ax, x), (5)
7
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Figure 4: Schematic of the 3D-CNN model used in this study.

where z is an arbitrary tensor and o = 0.3 was used in this study.

The Adaptive Moment Estimation (Adam) optimizer [26], known for its
efficient computational properties, its adaptive learning rate per parame-
ter, and its use of both the first and second moments of the gradient, was
used to train the model. Also, the model is trained to minimize the Hu-
ber loss [27]. This loss function is less sensitive to the presence of outliers
in the training data, making it a more reliable measure of a model’s per-
formance in real-world scenarios. The Huber loss function is commonly
employed in regression problems because it offers a balance between the
mean squared error (MSE) and mean absolute error (MAE) loss functions,
enabling it to handle both small and large deviations between the predicted
and ground-truth values. In addition, batch normalization layers are used
to reduce overfitting and increase learning stability by shifting the layer in-
puts to zero mean and unit variance [28]. All neural network models used
in this paper were implemented using Python 3.10.6 and Keras [29]. Ad-
ditionally, the models were trained using two NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3060
graphics processing units (GPU).

4. Results

The coefficient of determination R? is used to evaluate the prediction
performance and is defined as
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Figure 5: Variations in R? values for predicting u (a) and v (b) with changing grid sizes
and input time lengths in Korea.
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Figure 6: Variations in R? values for predicting u (a) and v (b) with changing grid sizes
and input time lengths in the USA.

R =5 (6)

where y; is the ground truth value, y is the mean of the ground truth values
and g; is the predicted value. The value of R? ranges from 0 to 1, with a
value closer to 1 indicating a more accurate model and a value closer to 0
indicating a less accurate model.

The evaluation of the prediction performance with respect to the change
in the spatiotemporal size of the input data is presented in Figures [BH7 and
Tables 2H4l. Each color represents a different time length for the input

9



w | Ix1 | 3x3 | 5x5 | Tx7 | 9x9 | 11x11 | 13x13
1 10970 | 0.983 | 0.986 | 0.987 | 0.986 | 0.986 0.986
3 109921 0.995 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.995 0.996
6 [ 0.989 ] 0.995 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.995 | 0.994 0.995
12| 0.985 | 0.994 | 0.994 | 0.994 | 0.993 | 0.993 0.992
24 1 0982 | 0.993 | 0.993 | 0.993 | 0.992 | 0.992 0.992

v | Ix1 | 3x3 | 5x5 | Tx7 | 9x9 | 11x11 | 13x13
1 10968 | 0.987 | 0.988 | 0.989 | 0.989 | 0.988 0.989
3 109921 0.996 | 0.997 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.996 0.996
6 [ 0.989 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.995 | 0.995 0.995
12| 0.985 | 0.995 | 0.994 | 0.995 | 0.994 | 0.993 0.993
241 0.982 10994 | 0.994 | 0.994 | 0.993 | 0.993 0.992

Table 2: R? values for predicting u, v with changing grid sizes and input time
lengths in Korea.

u | Ix1 | 3x3 | 5x5 | 77 | 9x9 | 11x11 | 13x13
1 109760991 | 0991 | 0.991 | 0.991 | 0.991 0.991
3 10989 | 0997 | 0.997 | 0.997 | 0.997 | 0.997 0.997
6 | 0.986 | 0.996 | 0.997 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.996 0.997
12| 0.984 | 0.995 | 0.997 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.996 0.995
24 1 0984 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.995 | 0.995 | 0.995 0.995

v | Ix1 | 3x3 | 5x5 | 7X7 | 9x9 | 11x11 | 13x13
1 109700991 | 0.991 | 0.992 | 0.992 | 0.992 0.992
3 0987|0997 | 0.997 | 0.998 | 0.997 | 0.997 0.997
6 | 0.990 | 0.997 | 0.997 | 0.997 | 0.997 | 0.997 0.997
12| 0.984 | 0.996 | 0.997 | 0.997 | 0.996 | 0.996 0.996
24 1 0.989 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.996 0.995

Table 3: R? values for predicting u, v with changing grid sizes and input time
lengths in the USA.

data. In terms of spatial aspects, providing additional surrounding data
to the 2D+3D-CNN model improved the prediction accuracy compared to
providing a single space (1 x 1), regardless of the time length. However, no
significant difference was observed in the values of R? when the spatial area

was increased by more than 3 x 3.
10
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Figure 7: Variations in R? values for predicting u (a) and v (b) with changing grid sizes
and input time lengths in the UK.

w | Ix1 | 3x3 | 5x5 | Tx7 | 9x9 | 11x11 | 13x13
1 | 0981 |0.993|0.994 | 0.994 | 0.995 | 0.995 0.995
3 10995 ] 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 0.998
6 [0.995]0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 0.998
12 |1 0.989 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 0.998
24 |1 0.988 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.997 | 0.997 0.997
v | Ix1 | 3x3 | 5x5 | 77 | 9x9 | 11x11 | 13x13
1 10984 |0.995|0.995 | 0.995 | 0.995 | 0.995 0.996
3 10990 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 0.999
6 [ 0.9951]0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 0.998
121 0.993 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 0.999
24 1 0991 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.999 0.998

Table 4: R? values for predicting u, v with changing grid sizes and input time
lengths in the UK.

Similarly, in terms of the time length, using a single time step resulted in
the worst prediction performance in every case. The lower accuracy achieved
with a single-time-step input can be attributed to the inherent limitations
in capturing temporal trends with only a single snapshot. Overall, the best
predictions were obtained at a time of 3 hours. No significant difference was
observed in the values of R? between the 3 h and 24 h time periods.

In contrast, the impact of regional differences on observed variations is
noteworthy. Figure [§ provides a clear visualization of the regional discrep-

11
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Figure 8: Comparison of R? with varying spatial input data for predicting u (a) and
v (b). The solid lines represent the average R? values across all time lengths, and the
shaded area indicates the range of minimum and maximum R? values.

ancies in predicting u and v. Korea has the highest variance in R? compared
to the USA and UK. In addition, Korea has the lowest average R? value for
all grid sizes.

To investigate the cause of the performance differences resulting from
the different temporal flow scales in the tested regions, an autocorrelation
analysis was employed. Autocorrelation measures the linear relationship
between time-series data and their shifted versions. A low autocorrelation
coefficient (ACC) indicates a weak correlation between the original data and
the same data shifted by a certain time lag, whereas a high ACC suggests
a strong correlation between the original and shifted data. ACC can be
calculated as

n

72 (Yt — 9)(Ye—r — )
= 2 | )

l(yt —7)?

3

t

where 1 represents the ACC at lag k, y; is the value of the time series at
time ¢, and n is the total number of time steps. 7 represents the mean of
the time series.

Figure [0 shows the ACC values for the 13 x 13 grid space. As shown
in the figure, the ACC values for all three regions steadily decreased as
the time lag increased. However, the rate of decrease varied across regions,
with the ACC of the UK displaying the gentlest slope, whereas those of
Korea and the USA exhibited steeper slopes. This trend aligns with the

12
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Figure 9: ACCs of (a) u and (b) v. The y-axis represents the ACC values, while the

x-axis represents the input time lengths. The solid line indicates the mean value, and
the shaded area stands for the minimum and maximum ACC values.

observations in Figure [I0 and Table [6] which highlight a larger change in
R? with changing input time lengths in Korea and the USA compared to
the UK.

Furthermore, it is worth noting that the shaded areas in Figure [9 vary
across different regions. These shaded areas are represented based on the
standard deviation calculated as

o = \/Z?l(rkﬂ - Mk)Q’ (8)

n

where oy, is the standard deviation of ACC values at time lag k, ry; is the
ACC value at time lag k£ and i-th location in the grid space, p is the spatial
average of ry ;, and n is the total number of spatial grid points. Furthermore,
the maximum standard deviations across different regions over time were
calculated as maxy (o). These results are presented in Table[5l The regions
with the highest maximum standard deviations were found to be in the
following order: Korea, USA, and UK; while the predictive performances
(R?) were observed to be the best in the reverse order: UK, USA, and
Korea. This result indicates that a CNN’s learnability is highly dependent
on regional spatiotemporal wind characteristics that could be quantified by
calculating ACCs.

To further investigate the spatial effect, a Pearson correlation coefficient
(PCC) analysis was conducted. PCC is a statistical tool used to quantify
the linear correlation between variables. The PCC of the two variables, a

and b, is defined by
13
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Korea | USA | UK
w | 0.101 0.043 | 0.023
v | 0.119 0.033 | 0.022

Table 5: The maximum standard deviation of ACC of u, v values for each region.

1.000 1.000
0.998 0.998
0.996 0.996
0.993 0.993
0.991 . 0.991

s &
0.989 0.989
0.987 . 0.987
Korea Korea

9 0=
0.984 USA 0.984 USA
0.982 — UK 0.982 —— UK

3 9
0980 1 3 6 12 24 0980 1 3 6 12 24
Input time length Input time length
(a) (b)

Figure 10: Effect of increasing input time length on performance (R?) with a fixed grid
size of 3 x 3 for u (a) and v (b).

U 1 3 6 12 24
Korea | 0.983 | 0.995 | 0.995 | 0.994 | 0.993
USA | 0.991 | 0.997 | 0.996 | 0.995 | 0.996

UK ] 0.993 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998 | 0.998

v 1 3 6 12 24
Korea | 0.987 | 0.996 | 0.996 | 0.995 | 0.994
USA | 0.991 | 0.997 | 0.997 | 0.996 | 0.996

UK ]0.995 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 0.999

Table 6: Effect of increasing input time length on performance (R?) with a fixed
grid size of 3 x 3 for u, v

PCC = —= = : (9)
(i - “)2\/ (b~ )°

where @ and b indicate the mean values of @ and b, and n denotes the number

of data points.
14
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Figure 11: The PCC heatmaps of variable u across three regions over a 10-year
period are depicted in (a) to (c¢), while the PCC heatmaps of variable v during the
same period in these regions are shown in (d) to (f).

The variation in the PCC with respect to spatial size was examined to
determine the cause of the difference in forecasting performance by region.
Ten years of wind data were used to compute the PCC of both u and v at
each grid point and prediction point. The results are presented in the form
of heatmaps (Figure [[I). The heatmaps revealed that the PCC values for
all three locations were similar up to a grid size of 3 x 3. For grid sizes
of 5 x 5 and larger, the PCC values in Korea were lower than those in
the UK and USA for both velocity components. Among the three regions,
the UK exhibited the highest concentration of high PCC values. Figure
shows the average values of PCC with respect to grid size for each region,
excluding the prediction point. The UK displayed the smallest change in
the average u and v PCC.

The observed differences in PCC values across the three regions can be
attributed to their respective seasonal wind patterns. A closer look at the
wind fields in Korea, the USA, and the UK, as depicted in Figures [I3] [14],
and [I3], highlights that Korea exhibits the most intricate and complex wind

15



250

251

252

253

254

255

256

257

258

259

260

261

262

264

265

266

267

268

269

270

271

272

273

274

1.0 1.0

0.91 0.9

S S
T, 0.81 5 0.8
0.74 —— Korea 0.7+ —— Korea
— USA — USA
UK — UK
0.6 — T i T T T i 0.6+ T ; ; y
1x1 3x3  bxd 77T  9x9 11x11 13x13 1x1 3x3 5x5H X7  9x9 11x11 13x13
Grid size Grid size
(a) u (b) v

Figure 12: Changes in average PCC for (a) u and (b) v as grid size increases.

flow patterns unique to the region. During the winter, Korea is influenced by
northwest monsoons from Siberia, as shown in Figure[I3](d), whereas during
the summer, it is influenced by southeast monsoons from the North Pacific,
as shown in Figure (b). Moreover, the complex terrain of Korea, with
its many mountains, greatly affects the flow of the near-surface atmosphere,
contributing to intricate wind patterns. In addition, Korea is affected by
strong tropical cyclones, known as typhoons, during the summer and fall,
further increasing the variability in wind patterns [30)].

In contrast, the PCC values in the UK and the USA showed a more
even distribution with higher overall values. This can be attributed to
the topographic and meteorological features of these regions. The UK, in
particular, has a more gentle and flatter terrain than Korea, which does
not significantly impede the wind flow in the region. The prevailing winds
in this region are westerlies that blow from the Atlantic Ocean and are
relatively consistent throughout the year.

Similarly, the prevailing winds in the northeastern region of the US blow-
ing from the Pacific Ocean are westerlies. During the winter, the Northeast-
ern USA can experience extreme weather conditions due to the influence of
the “Polar Vortex” [31]. However, compared to the wind patterns in Korea,
the wind patterns in both the Northeastern UK and the USA are relatively
consistent throughout the year, which is reflected by a more even distribu-
tion of PCC values in these regions.

A comparative analysis was conducted to compare the predictive capa-
bility of the 2D43D-CNN model employed in this research against state-of-
the-art wind prediction CNN models. Zhu et al. [14] introduced a Fully 3D-
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CNN model to capture spatiotemporal information, which is similar to the
proposed 2D+3D-CNN model. The main distinction between the Fully 3D-
CNN model and the current 2D+3D-CNN model is that the Fully 3D-CNN
model does not include 2D-CNN layers. Shen et al. [32] employed a 1D-
CNN model consisting of long short-term memory (LSTM) layers [33, 134],
known for its ability to learn long-term dependencies in sequential data, to
predict wind speeds for unmanned sailboat control systems.

The comparison was conducted using data with grid sizes ranging from
7 x 7 to 13 x 13 and input time lengths of 6, 12, and 24, due to structural
constraints in the models of the aforementioned studies. In this study,
the last fully connected layer of the Fully 3D-CNN model, which originally
consisted of seven neurons, was modified to have two neurons for predicting
u and v at future time steps. Similarly, the 1D-CNN was adjusted to include
two cells in the last LSTM layer.

The predictive performances (R?) of the 1D-CNN and Fully 3D-CNN
models were analyzed by varying the grid and time step sizes, as shown in
Figures [16] and [I7] respectively. The 1D-CNN model demonstrated similar
performance even when using a longer history of time for wind prediction.
In addition, the performance decreased when larger spatial information was
included for training. Similarly, the Fully 3D-CNN model tended to show a
performance drop when larger spatial data was included in the input. This
observation was also consistent with the findings from the 2D+3D-CNN
model when data with smaller spatiotemporal correlations (i.e., spatial data
larger than 7 x 7) were provided (Figure []).

Overall, the present 2D+3D-CNN model demonstrates a significant per-
formance improvement compared to the Fully 3D-CNN and 1D-CNN mod-
els (Figure [[§). This improvement can be attributed to the deep layers
employed in the present 2D+43D-CNN model, which allows for efficient
spatiotemporal feature extraction by utilizing both 2D and 3D convolu-
tional layers. However, it is important to note that the 2D+3D-CNN model
is specifically designed for spatiotemporal data with uniform resolutions
in both space and time, whereas the 1D-CNN and Fully 3D-CNN mod-
els were developed using real-world measurement data that are spatially
sparse [14, 132]. As a result, the superior performance of the current model
may not be guaranteed when applied to spatially sparse data.

Nevertheless, it is worth noting that all of the tested CNN models ex-
hibit the best predictive performance in the order of regions in the UK, the
USA, and Korea (Figures [ , [0 and [I8). This result suggests that
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regional wind characteristics have a substantial impact on the performance
of the predictive CNN models. Moreover, the regional wind effects on the
neural network’s learnability can be estimated prior to training through the
spatiotemporal correlation analysis proposed in this study.

5. Conclusions

This paper investigates how the performance of wind prediction CNN
models can be influenced by regional wind characteristics. The proposed
2D-+3D CNN model is trained using past wind data from the surrounding
area of a wind farm, considering different time lengths. By analyzing the
relationship between regional wind characteristics and the model’s perfor-
mance, we study the influence of spatiotemporal features of input wind data
on predictive performances of CNN models.

Autocorrelation and Pearson correlation analyses are conducted on re-
gional and seasonal wind data. Firstly, the autocorrelation analysis reveals
that CNN predictive performances tend to decrease in regions with higher
maximum standard deviations of the ACC across different regions. Notably,
the regions with the highest maximum standard deviations are found to be
in the following order: Korea, USA, and UK; while the predictive perfor-
mances are observed to be the best in the reverse order: UK, USA, and
Korea.

Secondly, Pearson correlation analysis is conducted to examine the spa-
tial relationships within the data. Many low PCC values are observed in
Korea, which align with the findings from the ACC analysis. The predictive
performance of the CNN model increases when wind data from surrounding
areas with high PCC values are included, while data from areas with low
PCC values negatively impact the prediction performance. The variations
in PCC value distribution among regions are attributed to meteorological
and geographical factors, with Korea experiencing the most complex wind
flow among the three regions due to these factors. Additionally, when train-
ing different CNN models (2D+3D-CNN model, Fully 3D-CNN model, and
1D-CNN model), it is observed that all of the CNN models exhibit a de-
crease in predictive performance when the spatiotemporal correlations of
the regional wind are reduced.

In conclusion, incorporating favorably correlated spatial and temporal
wind data from surrounding areas improves the predictive performances of
CNN models. It is worth noting that the correlation analysis is a pure

data analysis and does not involve training a CNN. Therefore, the proposed
21
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correlation analyses can be employed to estimate the learnability of a CNN
prior to the training process. In addition, based on the findings in this
study, it is recommended that wind turbines be installed in areas with high
PCC values and small maximum standard deviations of ACCs to enable
efficient power generation using CNN-based prediction/control methods.
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