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An Introduction to Floating Wind Turbines
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Fig. 2 Offshore wind potential and water depths in usa®
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Fig. 3 Types of floating wind turbine categorized by the method
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Fig. 4 Developing floating wind turbines

Fig. 5 VolturnUS: Scaled pilot floating wind turbine of DeepCwind
project (20kW)
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Table 3 Fukushima floating pilot wind farm

Facility Name Scale ‘Wind Turbine Form Floating Form Project
Term
Floating Substation 2BMVE, Substation Advanced Spar First
66kV
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Large Wind Turbine ™MW 01l Pressure Drive Type | 3 Column Semi-Sub | Second
Large Wind Turbine 0il Pressure Drive Type
TMW Or Advanced Spar Second
Downwind Type
First phase

Substation 4 Colum Semi-Sub

Second phase

Advanced Spar

3 Colum Semi-Sub

Fig. 6 Platforms for Fukushima floating wind farm
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Fig. 7 Definition of problem to analyze the performance of wind
turbines
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