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METHOD 1. Wind Speed Bins (IEC based [1]) 3.50% 2.26% generator installation on wind power production: An academia-
e | ast year, we showed 4 field tests results 2. Power Bins (SmartBlade based [2]) 3.38% 2.09% industry case study” Renewable Energy 113 (2017): 1589-1597.

3. Power & Wind Dir. bins (WindGuard based [3]) 2.12% 1.77% 3] A. Albers, *Side-by-side testing™ Nordic Wind Power
Conferece, Oslo, 2014.
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compare three power-vs-power methods

used In the industry to analyse AEP changes
of turbine upgrades [1-3].
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