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• 3D CNN-based wind velocity prediction.

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

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

• 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. Introduction1

With rising concerns regarding global warming and energy security, there2

is an increasing demand for renewable energy sources, such as wind en-3

ergy [1]. Wind turbines convert the kinetic energy of atmospheric flow into4

electrical energy. The maximum power generation of wind turbines depends5

significantly on the alignment of the turbine nacelle with the surrounding6

flow [2, 3]. Yaw control systems have been proposed to align wind turbines7

with the wind direction [4, 5, 6]. One of the most common methods is to8

use sensors installed at the rear of the turbine to align the turbine with9

the wind direction. However, the wake effect caused by the rotating blades10

can lead to deviations in the wind velocity measured by sensors from the11

actual wind speed [5]. Therefore, accurately predicting the wind direction12

remains a significant challenge. Researchers are investigating methods for13

accurately predicting the wind direction to enable effective yaw control.14

Recently, neural networks have shown promising results in addressing15

atmospheric flow problems, such as typhoon prediction [7, 8]. Neural-16

network-based wind predictions have also been investigated by various re-17

searchers [9, 10, 11]. These studies primarily involved the training of neural18

networks using wind data from a single point. Although wind turbines are19

installed at specific locations, the wind itself is not a localized phenomenon.20

This is influenced by macroscopic systems and global parameters. In a21

study by Hong and Satriani [12], spatiotemporal wind data were utilized22

in a 2D-Convolutional neural network (CNN) model to predict wind at a23

specific location. The training data were sourced from multiple locations,24

including nearby wind farms in close proximity. The 2D-CNN model out-25

performed long short-term memory (LSTM) and 1D-CNN models that used26

data from only one wind farm, demonstrating the importance of utilizing27

spatiotemporal data for wind prediction.28
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In a study by Higashiyama et al. [13], the impact of surrounding spatial29

data on wind power generation was investigated. The dataset used in the30

study consisted of numerical weather data collected from 50 × 50 = 2, 50031

points surrounding a single targeted wind power plant in the Tohoku region32

with a time resolution of 30 minutes and regular horizontal spacing of 533

km. A 3D-CNN model was employed to analyze the spatiotemporal data,34

which is capable of learning spatial and temporal features concurrently. The35

results of this study showed that the 3D-CNN model outperformed the 2D-36

CNN model. In addition, Zhu et al. [14] utilized a Fully 3D-CNN model37

to predict wind speed using wind data collected from 36 individual wind38

turbines on a wind farm located in China with a time interval of one day.39

Because the turbines are located in close proximity to one another, the data40

collected by each turbine can be considered spatially correlated. Their Fully41

3D-CNN model was reported to have superior performance compared to two42

statistical models (the persistence (PR) method and vector autoregression43

(VAR)) and three neural networks (LSTM, CNN-LSTM, and CNN-gate44

recurrent unit (GRU)).45

Previous studies have demonstrated that the incorporation of spatial46

data can improve the accuracy of wind prediction models. However, not47

enough research has been conducted on the physical mechanisms underlying48

this improvement, as well as the effect of time intervals on input data in such49

models. Therefore, this study aims to address these gaps by investigating50

the impact of spatiotemporal wind data on CNN-based wind predictions.51

The objective is to elucidate the influence of regional and seasonal wind52

flow factors on the learning capabilities of CNNs. In particular, the role of53

spatiotemporal wind data in enhancing the performance of CNN models for54

wind prediction is analyzed. This study examines the effect of varying the55

input spatial area and time intervals on the model’s predictive capabilities56

and investigates the influence of regional and seasonal wind flow patterns57

on predictive performances in different types of CNN models.58

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, a59

detailed description of the utilized wind data is provided, including the pro-60

cessing steps required to transform the data into a suitable form for a CNN.61

Section 3 outlines the methodological approach used to adjust the wind data62

to a wind turbine’s height (Section 3.1) and describes the proposed CNN’s63

architecture, which is a combination of 2D and 3D CNNs, and training64

process (Section 3.2). In Section 4, the performance of the proposed CNN65

model under varying spatiotemporal input data is analyzed, and the sea-66
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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 capability67

are highlighted. In addition, the proposed model was compared with CNN68

models from other studies. Finally, Section 5 summarizes the key findings.69

2. Data description70

This study utilizes the Modern-Era Retrospective Analysis for Research71

and Applications version 2 (MERRA-2) dataset provided by the National72

Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA)[15]. The dataset has a time73

interval of one hour with hourly averaged values. It was rearranged in a grid74

format in which each grid point was assigned to the corresponding latitude75

and longitude coordinates. The grid was constructed at constant intervals76

in each latitudinal and longitudinal direction, forming a rectangular grid77

structure (refer to Figure 1).78

The wind data are composed of the east-west wind speed (u) and north-79

south wind speed (v), at an altitude of 50 m. They cover the Korean80

Peninsula and surrounding areas, the UK and surrounding areas, and the81

northeastern USA, which allowed for a comparative analysis of the pre-82

diction performance across different regions (see Figure 2). Moreover, the83

study focused on predicting wind power generation at individual points84

corresponding to real-world wind farms in the UK and USA, as well as one85

candidate site for a future wind farm in Korea. The spatial information of86

each dataset and the prediction points can be found in Table 1.87
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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 149.4◦ 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 from88

January 1, 2012 to January 1, 2022. The dataset was partitioned into89

three subsets: 60% of the data were used for training (from January 1,90

2012 to January 1, 2018), 20% for validation (from January 2, 2018 to91

January 1, 2020), and the remaining 20% for testing (from January 2,92

2020 to January 1, 2022).93

The impact of the surrounding information on wind prediction was in-94

vestigated by incrementally increasing the latitude and longitude by ∆latitude95

= 0.5◦and ∆longitude = 0.625◦, respectively. The examined area began with96

a 3×3 grid and gradually increased to a 13×13 grid (refer to Figure 3).97

In the experiments, the effects of different time periods on wind flow98

prediction were studied. Specifically, time lengths of T = 3, 6, 12, 24 h were99

considered. The CNN model used past wind data with a time interval of one100

hour to predict the wind flow for the upcoming hour. For example, when101

T = 6, six consecutive snapshots of wind data obtained between January102

1, 2022, 06:00 and January 1, 2022, 11:00 were used to forecast u103

and v values at January 1, 2022, 12:00.104
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Figure 3: Visualization of the grid sizes in the three different regions.

3. Methodology105

The methodology section explains the details of the employed (1) Atmo-106

spheric boundary layer (ABL) calibration and (2) Neural network model.107

The first subsection focuses on the ABL calibration method, which is em-108

ployed to adapt the original wind data to the height of typical wind tur-109

bines. The architecture and hyperparameters of the employed 2D+3D-110

Convolutional Neural Network (2D+3D-CNN) model are explained in the111

second subsection.112

3.1. Atmospheric boundary layer calibration113

The wind data available from the MERRA-2 dataset were collected at114

a height of 50m. However, it is possible to approximate the wind velocity115

at different heights from the MERRA-2 dataset using the ABL calibration.116

This is particularly helpful when studying wind at heights where wind tur-117

bines are typically installed (e.g., 100m).118

The ABL estimates wind speed and direction at different heights by119

accounting for the effects of atmospheric stability and turbulence on the120

wind profile [16]. By the ABL method suggested by Richards and Hoxey121

[17], the flow velocity ~u = (u, v) is calibrated to ~uABL = (uABL, vABL) by122

~uABL(y) = ~uref

ln(
yref+y0

y0
)

ln(y+y0
y0

)
, (1)

where y is the height of the wind field to be converted, y0 = 0.0002 is123

the aerodynamic roughness length at sea level, ~u∗

ABL is the ABL friction124
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velocity, yref is set to 50m, and ~uref is the wind velocity at an altitude of125

50m. Using the ABL calibration, prediction and training of wind velocity126

at an altitude of 100m is demonstrated in this study.127

After performing ABL calibration, the calibrated wind velocity (uABL128

and vABL) is further standardized as129

ustd =
uABL − µuABL

σuABL

(2)

and130

vstd =
vABL − µvABL

σvABL

(3)

where ustd and vstd are the standardized velocity components, µuABL
and131

µvABL
are the mean of the velocity components, and σuABL

and σvABL
are132

the standard deviations of the velocity components. This standardization133

ensures that all features have similar scales and distributions.134

3.2. Neural network model135

Neural networks have shown promising results in solving nonlinear prob-136

lems and have been increasingly used in wind power research [18, 19, 20,137

21, 22, 23]. In this study, a 2D+3D-CNN architecture based on the model138

proposed by Higashiyama et al. [13] was employed. The CNN is designed to139

learn spatiotemporal hierarchies of features in data by adjusting the weights140

and biases of convolutional filters. 3D convolutional filters move in three141

directions: 2D in space and 1D in time. A schematic of the 2D+3D-CNN142

model used in this paper can be seen in Figure4. This model employs the143

He uniform variance scaling initializer [24] for weights and biases of 2D and144

3D convolutional filters, which is commonly used to facilitate more effec-145

tive training of neural networks with Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU)-type146

activation functions. The range of the initial weights and biases is defined147

as148

(−

√

6

nin

,

√

6

nin

), (4)

nin represents the number of feature maps or nodes in the layer to be ini-149

tialized. The leaky-ReLU activation function, a variation of the ReLU ac-150

tivation function [25], was employed. Leaky-ReLU is defined as151

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

where x is an arbitrary tensor and α = 0.3 was used in this study.152

The Adaptive Moment Estimation (Adam) optimizer [26], known for its153

efficient computational properties, its adaptive learning rate per parame-154

ter, and its use of both the first and second moments of the gradient, was155

used to train the model. Also, the model is trained to minimize the Hu-156

ber loss [27]. This loss function is less sensitive to the presence of outliers157

in the training data, making it a more reliable measure of a model’s per-158

formance in real-world scenarios. The Huber loss function is commonly159

employed in regression problems because it offers a balance between the160

mean squared error (MSE) and mean absolute error (MAE) loss functions,161

enabling it to handle both small and large deviations between the predicted162

and ground-truth values. In addition, batch normalization layers are used163

to reduce overfitting and increase learning stability by shifting the layer in-164

puts to zero mean and unit variance [28]. All neural network models used165

in this paper were implemented using Python 3.10.6 and Keras [29]. Ad-166

ditionally, the models were trained using two NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3060167

graphics processing units (GPU).168

4. Results169

The coefficient of determination R2 is used to evaluate the prediction170

performance and is defined as171
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Figure 5: Variations in R
2 values for predicting u (a) and v (b) with changing grid sizes

and input time lengths in Korea.

Figure 6: Variations in R
2 values for predicting u (a) and v (b) with changing grid sizes

and input time lengths in the USA.

R2 =

n
∑

i=1

(ŷi − ȳ)2

n
∑

i=1

(yi − ȳ)2
, (6)

where yi is the ground truth value, ȳ is the mean of the ground truth values172

and ŷi is the predicted value. The value of R2 ranges from 0 to 1, with a173

value closer to 1 indicating a more accurate model and a value closer to 0174

indicating a less accurate model.175

The evaluation of the prediction performance with respect to the change176

in the spatiotemporal size of the input data is presented in Figures 5–7 and177

Tables 2-4. Each color represents a different time length for the input178
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u 1×1 3×3 5×5 7×7 9×9 11×11 13×13

1 0.970 0.983 0.986 0.987 0.986 0.986 0.986
3 0.992 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 0.982 0.993 0.993 0.993 0.992 0.992 0.992

v 1×1 3×3 5×5 7×7 9×9 11×11 13×13

1 0.968 0.987 0.988 0.989 0.989 0.988 0.989
3 0.992 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
24 0.982 0.994 0.994 0.994 0.993 0.993 0.992

Table 2: R
2 values for predicting u, v with changing grid sizes and input time

lengths in Korea.

u 1×1 3×3 5×5 7×7 9×9 11×11 13×13

1 0.976 0.991 0.991 0.991 0.991 0.991 0.991
3 0.989 0.997 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 0.984 0.996 0.996 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995

v 1×1 3×3 5×5 7×7 9×9 11×11 13×13

1 0.970 0.991 0.991 0.992 0.992 0.992 0.992
3 0.987 0.997 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 0.989 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.995

Table 3: R
2 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 data179

to the 2D+3D-CNN model improved the prediction accuracy compared to180

providing a single space (1× 1), regardless of the time length. However, no181

significant difference was observed in the values of R2 when the spatial area182

was increased by more than 3× 3.183
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Figure 7: Variations in R
2 values for predicting u (a) and v (b) with changing grid sizes

and input time lengths in the UK.

u 1×1 3×3 5×5 7×7 9×9 11×11 13×13

1 0.981 0.993 0.994 0.994 0.995 0.995 0.995
3 0.995 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 0.989 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.998
24 0.988 0.998 0.998 0.998 0.997 0.997 0.997

v 1×1 3×3 5×5 7×7 9×9 11×11 13×13

1 0.984 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.996
3 0.990 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
6 0.995 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.998
12 0.993 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
24 0.991 0.999 0.999 0.998 0.998 0.999 0.998

Table 4: R
2 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 in184

the worst prediction performance in every case. The lower accuracy achieved185

with a single-time-step input can be attributed to the inherent limitations186

in capturing temporal trends with only a single snapshot. Overall, the best187

predictions were obtained at a time of 3 hours. No significant difference was188

observed in the values of R2 between the 3 h and 24 h time periods.189

In contrast, the impact of regional differences on observed variations is190

noteworthy. Figure 8 provides a clear visualization of the regional discrep-191
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Figure 8: Comparison of R2 with varying spatial input data for predicting u (a) and
v (b). The solid lines represent the average R

2 values across all time lengths, and the
shaded area indicates the range of minimum and maximum R

2 values.

ancies in predicting u and v. Korea has the highest variance in R2 compared192

to the USA and UK. In addition, Korea has the lowest average R2 value for193

all grid sizes.194

To investigate the cause of the performance differences resulting from195

the different temporal flow scales in the tested regions, an autocorrelation196

analysis was employed. Autocorrelation measures the linear relationship197

between time-series data and their shifted versions. A low autocorrelation198

coefficient (ACC) indicates a weak correlation between the original data and199

the same data shifted by a certain time lag, whereas a high ACC suggests200

a strong correlation between the original and shifted data. ACC can be201

calculated as202

rk =

n
∑

t=k+1

(yt − ȳ)(yt−k − ȳ)

n
∑

t=1

(yt − ȳ)2
, (7)

where rk represents the ACC at lag k, yt is the value of the time series at203

time t, and n is the total number of time steps. ȳ represents the mean of204

the time series.205

Figure 9 shows the ACC values for the 13 × 13 grid space. As shown206

in the figure, the ACC values for all three regions steadily decreased as207

the time lag increased. However, the rate of decrease varied across regions,208

with the ACC of the UK displaying the gentlest slope, whereas those of209

Korea and the USA exhibited steeper slopes. This trend aligns with the210
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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 10 and Table 6, which highlight a larger change in211

R2 with changing input time lengths in Korea and the USA compared to212

the UK.213

Furthermore, it is worth noting that the shaded areas in Figure 9 vary214

across different regions. These shaded areas are represented based on the215

standard deviation calculated as216

σk =

√

∑n

i=1(rk,i − µk)2

n
, (8)

where σk is the standard deviation of ACC values at time lag k, rk,i is the217

ACC value at time lag k and i-th location in the grid space, µk is the spatial218

average of rk,i, and n is the total number of spatial grid points. Furthermore,219

the maximum standard deviations across different regions over time were220

calculated as maxk(σk). These results are presented in Table 5. The regions221

with the highest maximum standard deviations were found to be in the222

following order: Korea, USA, and UK; while the predictive performances223

(R2) were observed to be the best in the reverse order: UK, USA, and224

Korea. This result indicates that a CNN’s learnability is highly dependent225

on regional spatiotemporal wind characteristics that could be quantified by226

calculating ACCs.227

To further investigate the spatial effect, a Pearson correlation coefficient228

(PCC) analysis was conducted. PCC is a statistical tool used to quantify229

the linear correlation between variables. The PCC of the two variables, a230

and b, is defined by231

13



Korea USA UK

u 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.

Figure 10: Effect of increasing input time length on performance (R2) with a fixed grid
size of 3× 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 (R2) with a fixed
grid size of 3× 3 for u, v

PCC =

n
∑

i=1

(ai − ā)(bi − b̄)

√

n
∑

i=1

(ai − ā)2
√

n
∑

i=1

(bi − b̄)2
, (9)

where ā and b̄ indicate the mean values of a and b, and n denotes the number232

of data points.233
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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 to234

determine the cause of the difference in forecasting performance by region.235

Ten years of wind data were used to compute the PCC of both u and v at236

each grid point and prediction point. The results are presented in the form237

of heatmaps (Figure 11). The heatmaps revealed that the PCC values for238

all three locations were similar up to a grid size of 3 × 3. For grid sizes239

of 5 × 5 and larger, the PCC values in Korea were lower than those in240

the UK and USA for both velocity components. Among the three regions,241

the UK exhibited the highest concentration of high PCC values. Figure 12242

shows the average values of PCC with respect to grid size for each region,243

excluding the prediction point. The UK displayed the smallest change in244

the average u and v PCC.245

The observed differences in PCC values across the three regions can be246

attributed to their respective seasonal wind patterns. A closer look at the247

wind fields in Korea, the USA, and the UK, as depicted in Figures 13, 14,248

and 15, highlights that Korea exhibits the most intricate and complex wind249

15



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 by250

northwest monsoons from Siberia, as shown in Figure 13 (d), whereas during251

the summer, it is influenced by southeast monsoons from the North Pacific,252

as shown in Figure 13 (b). Moreover, the complex terrain of Korea, with253

its many mountains, greatly affects the flow of the near-surface atmosphere,254

contributing to intricate wind patterns. In addition, Korea is affected by255

strong tropical cyclones, known as typhoons, during the summer and fall,256

further increasing the variability in wind patterns [30].257

In contrast, the PCC values in the UK and the USA showed a more258

even distribution with higher overall values. This can be attributed to259

the topographic and meteorological features of these regions. The UK, in260

particular, has a more gentle and flatter terrain than Korea, which does261

not significantly impede the wind flow in the region. The prevailing winds262

in this region are westerlies that blow from the Atlantic Ocean and are263

relatively consistent throughout the year.264

Similarly, the prevailing winds in the northeastern region of the US blow-265

ing from the Pacific Ocean are westerlies. During the winter, the Northeast-266

ern USA can experience extreme weather conditions due to the influence of267

the “Polar Vortex” [31]. However, compared to the wind patterns in Korea,268

the wind patterns in both the Northeastern UK and the USA are relatively269

consistent throughout the year, which is reflected by a more even distribu-270

tion of PCC values in these regions.271

A comparative analysis was conducted to compare the predictive capa-272

bility of the 2D+3D-CNN model employed in this research against state-of-273

the-art wind prediction CNN models. Zhu et al. [14] introduced a Fully 3D-274
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Figure 13: Wind field variations in Korea in four distinct seasons. The size of the arrow
is proportional to the speed.
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Figure 14: Wind field variations in the USA in four distinct seasons. The size of the
arrow is proportional to the speed.
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Figure 15: Wind field variations in the UK in four distinct seasons. The size of the arrow
is proportional to the speed.
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CNN model to capture spatiotemporal information, which is similar to the275

proposed 2D+3D-CNN model. The main distinction between the Fully 3D-276

CNN model and the current 2D+3D-CNN model is that the Fully 3D-CNN277

model does not include 2D-CNN layers. Shen et al. [32] employed a 1D-278

CNN model consisting of long short-term memory (LSTM) layers [33, 34],279

known for its ability to learn long-term dependencies in sequential data, to280

predict wind speeds for unmanned sailboat control systems.281

The comparison was conducted using data with grid sizes ranging from282

7 × 7 to 13× 13 and input time lengths of 6, 12, and 24, due to structural283

constraints in the models of the aforementioned studies. In this study,284

the last fully connected layer of the Fully 3D-CNN model, which originally285

consisted of seven neurons, was modified to have two neurons for predicting286

u and v at future time steps. Similarly, the 1D-CNN was adjusted to include287

two cells in the last LSTM layer.288

The predictive performances (R2) of the 1D-CNN and Fully 3D-CNN289

models were analyzed by varying the grid and time step sizes, as shown in290

Figures 16 and 17, respectively. The 1D-CNN model demonstrated similar291

performance even when using a longer history of time for wind prediction.292

In addition, the performance decreased when larger spatial information was293

included for training. Similarly, the Fully 3D-CNN model tended to show a294

performance drop when larger spatial data was included in the input. This295

observation was also consistent with the findings from the 2D+3D-CNN296

model when data with smaller spatiotemporal correlations (i.e., spatial data297

larger than 7× 7) were provided (Figure 8).298

Overall, the present 2D+3D-CNN model demonstrates a significant per-299

formance improvement compared to the Fully 3D-CNN and 1D-CNN mod-300

els (Figure 18). This improvement can be attributed to the deep layers301

employed in the present 2D+3D-CNN model, which allows for efficient302

spatiotemporal feature extraction by utilizing both 2D and 3D convolu-303

tional layers. However, it is important to note that the 2D+3D-CNN model304

is specifically designed for spatiotemporal data with uniform resolutions305

in both space and time, whereas the 1D-CNN and Fully 3D-CNN mod-306

els were developed using real-world measurement data that are spatially307

sparse [14, 32]. As a result, the superior performance of the current model308

may not be guaranteed when applied to spatially sparse data.309

Nevertheless, it is worth noting that all of the tested CNN models ex-310

hibit the best predictive performance in the order of regions in the UK, the311

USA, and Korea (Figures 8, 16 , 17, and 18). This result suggests that312
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regional wind characteristics have a substantial impact on the performance313

of the predictive CNN models. Moreover, the regional wind effects on the314

neural network’s learnability can be estimated prior to training through the315

spatiotemporal correlation analysis proposed in this study.316

5. Conclusions317

This paper investigates how the performance of wind prediction CNN318

models can be influenced by regional wind characteristics. The proposed319

2D+3D CNN model is trained using past wind data from the surrounding320

area of a wind farm, considering different time lengths. By analyzing the321

relationship between regional wind characteristics and the model’s perfor-322

mance, we study the influence of spatiotemporal features of input wind data323

on predictive performances of CNN models.324

Autocorrelation and Pearson correlation analyses are conducted on re-325

gional and seasonal wind data. Firstly, the autocorrelation analysis reveals326

that CNN predictive performances tend to decrease in regions with higher327

maximum standard deviations of the ACC across different regions. Notably,328

the regions with the highest maximum standard deviations are found to be329

in the following order: Korea, USA, and UK; while the predictive perfor-330

mances are observed to be the best in the reverse order: UK, USA, and331

Korea.332

Secondly, Pearson correlation analysis is conducted to examine the spa-333

tial relationships within the data. Many low PCC values are observed in334

Korea, which align with the findings from the ACC analysis. The predictive335

performance of the CNN model increases when wind data from surrounding336

areas with high PCC values are included, while data from areas with low337

PCC values negatively impact the prediction performance. The variations338

in PCC value distribution among regions are attributed to meteorological339

and geographical factors, with Korea experiencing the most complex wind340

flow among the three regions due to these factors. Additionally, when train-341

ing different CNN models (2D+3D-CNN model, Fully 3D-CNN model, and342

1D-CNN model), it is observed that all of the CNN models exhibit a de-343

crease in predictive performance when the spatiotemporal correlations of344

the regional wind are reduced.345

In conclusion, incorporating favorably correlated spatial and temporal346

wind data from surrounding areas improves the predictive performances of347

CNN models. It is worth noting that the correlation analysis is a pure348

data analysis and does not involve training a CNN. Therefore, the proposed349
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Figure 16: Variations in R
2 values for predicting u and v with changing grid sizes and

input time lengths using the 1D-CNN model in Korea, USA, and UK.
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Figure 17: Variations in R
2 values for predicting u and v with changing grid sizes and

input time lengths using the fully 3D-CNN model in Korea, USA, and UK.
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Figure 18: Comparison of average R
2 in predicting (a) u and (b) v between models by

grid size in Korea, USA, and UK. The models by Zhu et al. [14], Shen et al. [32], and
the current study are represented in the figure as Fully 3D CNN, 1D CNN, and 2D+3D
CNN, respectively.
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correlation analyses can be employed to estimate the learnability of a CNN350

prior to the training process. In addition, based on the findings in this351

study, it is recommended that wind turbines be installed in areas with high352

PCC values and small maximum standard deviations of ACCs to enable353

efficient power generation using CNN-based prediction/control methods.354
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supported with very short-term wind predictions, in: 2015 IEEE International
Conference on Industrial Technology (ICIT), IEEE, 2015, pp. 385–391.
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