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Abstract

Simulations using two well-known commercial codes, WAsP and WindSIM, were
performed to predict the wind resources in complex terrains of Korea. The
predictions from the codes were compared with the measured data. Cross
predictions were performed for two closely located measurement sites. The results
from WindSIM were found to be more accurate than those from WAsP. The
predictions for wind velocity and direction in five different sites of complex terrain
from WAsP and WindSIM were also compared. It was found that if the self
prediction of the wind velocity and direction from WASsP is close to the measured
wind data, the discrepancies between WASP results and WindSIM results are also

close.
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