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A multi-MW wind turbine is a huge mechanical structure, of which the rotor diameter is more or
less than 100 m. Rotor blades experience unsymmetric mechanical loads caused by the
interaction of incoming wind with the tower and wind shear effect. These mechanical loads are
transferred to the entire structure of the wind turbine and are known as the major reasons for
shortening the life span of the wind turbine. Therefore, as the size of wind turbine gets bigger, the
mitigation of mechanical loads becomes more important issue in wind turbine control system
design. In this paper, a concept of an individual pitch control(IPC), which minimizes the
mechanical loads of rotor blades, is introduced, and simulation results using IPC are discussed.

Key Words: Wind Turbine (52 E{f]), Aeroelastic Model (ZEH4 29), Individual Pitch Control (48 I X H01), Power
Curve Tracking Contrel (1% 712 £% H0{), Out-of-plane Vibration (37 HH 2 TE

1. M8 @A e 9 B A |k ¥4, 9 H
wel A dile 1 dstas g AN
29 Hulg ug dquAg Az] JuAzE | 3= zjolo] &F P= Aloj(wind shear)E 7 A
gt 714 AxEolth dH MAHW, HAag t Al Elgol o¢ vl m@danR Ustd, 1
ola B4 Aol e FY ENlA A AiEdp A JiAA g HEHeE
T 7H 8 AA B uE ouA 35 & 1k E‘C} Z} 3l @l ofste] AAPE Z]AA
&3 FZREY kd FFolth ol HA &7 3Fe T HY FFHT F47], $H7E AA
27L& 7PAS&E.-71¥ 3 X (variable speed- variable =2 gyl ey AgEth o4y 24" 714
pitch, VSVP) Ao} 7|¥& H&3to] st Aol A 3t A7le 9 EulY %‘7‘4 |8o]
Aduba FAelch? ey, HaR qysEe F 355 0% AAA Hed, 258 8 g
g F«i*ﬂoﬂ s, g3 VSVP Ao} Zywez o] 9 F7(life cycle) TFo) AAFAHYI 847}
%«1 Ad FEg 7lgEy & gled, & dot. wetA, Fd ENETH %*@54;_ 71A1A
91 A5¢ d3Ad ¢ e AF A 7IEE stE9 A7E Haslsts Aol dxuEE 7}1’”
AR oz ms ol g ol A2 Fas) Az Yoh*t 013%@ d5E &
MW TR 33 gyl s 2 A7l 100 708 3] Al ¢] (individual pitch control, IPC)2+3L —‘?‘E
wE el o2k Oy VAY FxECTh o o, Q74 o3 e 3 7k S wie] 4
¥ FREL URE AFos AZEr] g v F-EI k.

O

- i

e o rlr



sh=uZets|x A 27 93 pp. 26-33

September 2010 / 27

W2}, ECN(Energy research Center of the
Netherlands) A7 &9 IPC ¥x8]EL ofefo
Zol gokgd 4 Aokt Z+ AN ZHL
7143 3158 54313, Coleman HE & HAIL
Z3td o] gES ¥FE Hylo "d¥€Hd Qgilting
and yaw) W& stF o2 upd). o] dF & i)
3t A7l AR F, |8 YA Coleman WF
& T3t Z A Erle] o IpC HHASR
Hglsicl o] ZEL B 3 2] o(collective pitch
control) BRAZ e Fise], Z ) dFooly
g TF3te B34SV du)h Ao7|2AE PI-A|
o]7|2FE He Ao}7]1742] ikt Fejo] Aoi7]
£ AMgstd I AdeE AFHZ At EA
Bossanyi 7} #|¢tgH IPC A|oj& A7) 7]Al(electric
machine)®] QUM E 3 Ro] ALEEHE d-q axis Ao
F2E Zted, AVIZAE ged P, E
£ Kalman ZHE FHL3E LQG A& AFE-3H%
v} mlz)gk wpd& RISO (National Laboratory for
Sustainable Energy at the Technical University of
Denmark) 730] A|te wrdd], 9o F
Aas A oE 72 IPC Alojolntt 34 &
Mol BAHE 1A 3 vtdst e F7]
A3t TAl 93t ZAAHEER, A @A @
Hez Boes uige A, & @gZoly ut
e B £ §& 5439, 2 AH=R pC Al
g FYgrh

Aol 270 IPC Aold dig A7 E +aA5
], o3 22 2 ) Bopel didk Abd A7)
Adgsolol gt WA, ¥ o] FAE=HE: A
A FA GG diste], 3 A By F2E
9] FG3H EAo] oA Wkt A meotste
Aol FL&3th A9 HAHE A5, FE H
el 7zt Aede oid I 2 d(aeroelastic
modelyE°] Bastth 97143 GH (Garrad Hassan)
o ¥ Bl AdA A& AZE|Ql Bladed'E
Abgste], 2 RAEH did FEAN 2dEL &
23U’ Ay A7 od ® g Rope 1
9 ARE FF3] 4% JPESE PV R
(variable speed- variable pitch, VSVP) o] & xua)&
o g AFolth. VSVP £ BZ EZ&(rated wind
speed)® FA 2, maxC, Aol B ¥R Aol
(collective pitch contro)E AM&-3 &3 39 #X
Aoz Ee @l

¥ =T IPC Aloje] g A7 AAE Ay
g RAojoh, WA, FE Hul HA &4 dGolA

Foq 2d 53 ¢F 54 WsE 49 ug
o FREelAE, pC A ARE AN, o8
@ B3 1pC B HY AT A3}

2. MW E3 B9 SX 54 &4

9 HUY T3 54& ugta A @i
oz ZHUHo g wlHdHe|r) o}

A, $9 HWY &7 54 5 we o
= R

53

ol
o
I ot

S s Y Ul wAdd
of tisted MFstA|AF ot

3 EHulo JYJH 28
Euloz dAHE £x9 nigo] Bojeo
EYE Y42 2452 d& Ao
, A dale &5, dale sjxz, A A
A7) 5ol BEF d4AS FEZ fXd.
5 disld ¥ BN ZALH #HE
£ ZAste 9, Fig. 1 & &2 SeholH Eg
d(drive train model)©] AlRE 4 ¢t} o] =
e &5 HAAL o9} Zo] Fojzh

21

oft
o

i

N old

J
>

A L fo

i

e 0 N2 W g

i

aQ,
dt
aQ

J ot
i

1 1
5=l k(O == 0)=¢;(@, =+ 0,) =B,

N 1 W
=0, -0+ Q-1 0,)-BO, T,

AN, g g, = AE, 1% HAFe 84 A%

Q =339 &=

Q, =%F7 IR 4=

k=58 dA2He vEY AF

¢g =% HEH) WEY AR AF
N 7)o} k2ol Féru

B.,B, = A%, 1% A AY AF
T, =27l 3t HeHE FYRI
7, =Ed7) Y Ea

A3 ze skl A ()& & M9 o
T HANoz Aeldo. delA zekstA dde
33 5%

G SHGFA Aol A o dF AN A
5o U@ F9 Hue Jdu
ZUL Fig. 2 A9 2RA o 199 WA



RHUZTESA H 27H 93 pp.26-33

September 2010 / 28

&0 tizte] Fardsid 3d @
A =, F ¥4 FL max-C, FefelAe] X
7t 7oz AMd FAd ¥Az, aga A
WA Fe AP Eaz FadE A7 EAr)

g E3E 747 JEido
22 3% HbEl FxE9 28 2=

Fig. 1 729 2dzE= 33 gyl EBgo=y
Etelel 2E 54 siAe] Evbsdith ol#E #

Neg sastdy FUd 2ol
QA FHEL ALY
k4 of 714 = Garrad Hassan AF2l 58 E¥l AL
AA AT EYo]e Balded & 83 FEAH 2

B FESFPDG’ FA F594 Fig 2 9 EE

Zasiry 43

g fFESE PUE 97

A3de) &5 27o] oiste N¥stE Y54,
obz) 2z B FEA HY¥RIAS 4& £ A
x=Ax+Bu
y=Cx+Du @

7|, 1= BVA EHe Auas W
u= 4A7] Wy Ea, 7 Eyel=e]

0A7e B $4

9 Hy °ﬂ"1 F4aA FZE(flexible structure)E
2Ag5E 2L 37 Beo=R FA4E A
ghel Bl (tower)olth. A gl AF EEE
2o A Hug VEe2, A 9 (out-of-
plane) A&7 HA Ui(in-plane) I EF 22 FE T}
EE, Bl £%5& FY Hylez EoloE vt
ge JFor AF W a8 Ay 3F AF
o2 Rt s|Agch Fig 39 HEAE £l
= go AP HFA, F 29 AEEE 3
AsteE A FgAD 7 @A PE W 2

Ji
7
; B, jﬁ:]
Q’ :| Gear box
r e, N
Low speed shaft J
2 9
Blades/hubllow speed shaft 69
High speed
shaft

Generator

Fig. 1 Wind turbine drive train model

Ll |
T [PUUTETUUR SO SO i
Bool SR S S SRS VRO S S O |
0l i I .
4 8 8 10 12 14 18 18 20 2 24
T T
tok- i i
- -
o
4 8 4 10

1 1
4 L] 8 10 12 14 18 1% 20 2 24
wind]m/s]

Fig. 2 Steady state operating points

23 Hw o Wagowe ¥ RAEE Z7 M
¢+ M, o]t

Fig. 4 & B =FdM ngste 9 g
& Cambell MEo|th! o I £3 &
M A SRoli, £ FE Y EHR #
F2E0 AFRE FaLolth x 1L ‘0’9
A EAE AEL A iy HY ¢ 2AF B
=9} Hy Y X]%— BT Z}zbe] Ui EnSo)
g7 A &xo wEt oJEA HstHgErtE o
ehdch &9, «Oreb #4223 AMES Y9
A% W an 2 ZAd QLEL £ 9 ]

29 WY £F) AP RE FAFgolT ok
oz o] a1 FHoE }w% 6 7/ dEe

Fig. 3 Blade coordinate system



PRy UIssx & 27 d 95 pp. 26-33

September 2010 / 29

2le AAEEES Y, AY g A
= 1P Z7, et
Z9o 2 HQd 2P =AE
YEH, o]F #x18 oz ZFrlele AY Ade]
Ae il g4 £59 6 wjQd 6P &5 27S 7
zb VERJT) Fig. 4 ¢ Campbell A XA ]9
d $EE Jegdle FHAEL T8 HY FRE
€ 7F A7lE 7R F3bp(excitation frequency)
ZAEE olsld 4 At uiEld, FY eyle] A
BE Fu4rb o] AAE dhduid, o] 74
TR Aol #AE £ U AL vt
=EAA gFE FE HuY 9l IJAH S=
197} 8~18 rpm(0.133~0.30 Hz) ©]|22, ¥2 a4
o] el 4 & &% EEE 03 Hz =X
€ B899 A% == F BF 1 A AF BE,
283 1 Hz 9 1.7 Hz 2H¢ de A @i

e 2 o

ZA0 #Agg £ glich §HE, | Hz A EA
ste 3d 3y HE 9o w1 A IF EER
9.8 rpm(0.163 HZ)o A 6P, 12 rpm(0.2 Hz)*] A SP, 1
23 154 rpm(0.257 Hz)ol A 4P &4 ZZAA F
Aol AL £ Q&S A¥ & Ao 2B,
23 Ze olfE sy, 9o zUEANA A

AMez FA AL A E gl A
Ql gl F2EY A, dAHE 7AH sEe
F9 Fa4 HEESL 13d ¥ A" g 1p
2P, 3P, ... FFEoirh W, AW A Y
FzE29 B4, 9 9 A5 Hid 3P, 6P, 9P, ..
o] Fu£Eo] Fg ARECIT webA, HelA
PAF ZAELS AAZ A4 3 4L 24
A71A = B

23 E8 U9 ¥ 54 Y

W oo W 2 HE o) 3y 1 2 ANE REE Fig. 2 ¢ &4 g iste, § F& s
olth. WA, 03 Hz ol & ey FAL @79 3 o tatd, YelA hFEUY {4 FRESQ A
AEE7F 92 pm(0.153 Hz)Y W, 2P(0.3 Hz) &3 g7l 538 EAo] o= HE W HeA AH
zZ7, 2893 18 rpm(0.3 Hz)¥ o 1P(0.3 Hz) &4 B2} Fig. S+ 34 a3t & 34 9o Pu
3 T T T T
sl . . . . . .
2_ _ 1
ﬁ o Pon - - /n
[~ - -
£ 15F -7 - -
© - -
3 - - - -
= - - -
1B 5 e —y e ’//’:: Mo ———
o5F " _ __---—7 - - mTTTTT 1
o e ———— G
O i 1 1 1
8 10 12 14 16 18 20
rotor speed(rpm)

Fig. 4 Campbell diagram



SR USSR X 27 95 pp. 26-33

September 2010 / 30

A%E B4 ¥3E Jehirh
e BE Fug, 281 F AA FdEs E=
3 Ayl 284 Jdth w2 BAE A& HE
Az 1 2 B2, T o2 FAY AL 23
=X = Ja s UrE}‘&l‘:}. 50 AFTE, 4 B
o Fagrt FUkEE AL 94 H(centrifugal
force) AHZ A3l 3l o] FAdo] FoiE

ol 1¥Y A

o o o

7] WEolth. 9, 1 3 RE @Be R F
& QoA 04 ool Hu, AL A Wi

o] 7= HIrTE Fr|ges
A3 Relot.

Fig. 6 & 3ldd/Me Hd ) 5 SA A3
A3 Aolth, w2 el A& 1 A AF B
Zo gAMYA &5 R, w2 ZAE AL
2 AF REA A tk(collective) &+F RE, 18
30’9t g oA A& 2 A AF BREF O
AWA &% 2= B4 wsld 4z sge
th 1 2 E BEAAM JueE REE @ 3

Ag £5e #A REolBE Rz F
w2l Aol BE 0 o] Hof Fig. 6 oA UE
D’r. z‘zfé 2 2 A RooA AGeT

rﬂ%/ﬂlﬂw +5 Rz Fag
nr} Z}SHI, I ol HAFe] dFd o,
giel 7iAE F4 270 ¢3tE HEY ALR
FAdch

A ()2 FoA T g HIEEE FU}
371 98l oo} & AlEd el FHEHIA
o} £ gyl 3B (hub) FololAe F40] 20m/s
o BAAH A =44 F Ax Eeol=d
] x)Z}be] 0.5° 2R(step) LHS 78, 2+ S ol

)

T
X
52
FIF

10 186
wind speed(nv's)

Py
2 04k
B
@

£ 03F-

50.2*'

[X] R

H ; ; ;
o 5 10 15 20 2
wind speed(ns)

Fig. 5 OQut-of-plane modal frequency and damping

o

23

>
b
p
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
{;
.
G
&
i
i
i
+
+
i
+
i
§

w

frequency(Hz)

N
T
i

10 15
wind speed{mi/s}

g 003+
£

E 002

001 4

cl) 5 10 15 2‘0 25

wind speed{m/s)
Fig. 6 In-plane modal frequency and damping
= vehte 7144 sFe] WskE 4% 2o

Fig. 7 & old] tigt Algdold ANE AHd A
olt}, oA REe], AEHH AF F 10 =
H-E mge] Alztgd) A FL A 29 3
AL E(pm), B4 F2 A WA Zyeolze FE
(root) o] ZH&3lE W o W F3I ZHE
(KNm), A5 F& F viA Edolzdre A
o} wF3F 2ol E(kKNm), :La} U o= F
A E@ol=e] g3t W W e g3 2
ExNm)e AZE &gl Z¥Z¥ LA =] gl
gy Aoz BAE §ES 4 9 ¥84
Ay mdo] tgAl Bl Aijoeln, AL GH
Bladed AXE¢o]E A}£3 vl AT Aol
Axolr) AZHeHe FFL ¥nd o F AE
Fold Az A T, c=2HEH 4 ()9
T Ay 2de F9 gAY &F 54 F
d3dda 228 & 314 _A%i T AEdel4
Ao apole= AlgaM ILH 3 A4 vg3
(wind field) &3}9] FF 4 2 o]t} GH Bladed
of 9% ujAdy *I«a'aﬂom -9« FolAe 1P
15rppm 34 AEo] ’T'EZ:}OE‘. veie A
g 4 9ok AAFQ #Azt age] FUHE
e Beolze] FEXR HW 9 W §3 2
Eﬂl/ﬂ , olol g e WIE B 4 ok
Q] z)% uLzsok :;ng nuﬂe_,] 1P \55}5 1
ﬂ}t} A A7t A HE 9= Alol(wind shear)
el elget utge Y AxE FAE Aol
D% B 1‘% stu =3 Etﬂlzﬂ Wbl 1

_Q.r_—.‘i‘er

2l oo & 0 we o

o

o



StaEUZ83 x| A 27 93 pp. 26-33

September 2010 / 31

15.5 T T

rotor speed(rpm)
o

145 i L
0

1000

10 20 30 40 50 60
- time(s)
£
g ? ' ' ! '
. 2000 N !
=
@«
§ 1000 : : :
Ko ] 1 1 L {
by 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
— time(s)
1
E T T T T T
> 2000 :
=
O
©
]
£
N

2000
1000

#2 blade Mx (kNm)

-1000
0

30 40
time(s)

Fig. 7 Simulation results comparing nonlinear and aeroelastic model
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