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Figure 4. Time Series of WRF Model Wind Speed Comparisons with mast observations
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Figure 2. WRF Model Domain for Soma Region (Left Frame: Reference The wind maSt_and scada data that are used to vaI_idate both WRF, |
Domain, Right Frame: Turbine Locations) RuzgarSIM, WindSIM, and WaSP models are provided by Polat Holding

Figure 3. WRF Model Wind Speed Comparisons with observations obtained from turbine locations  |nC.
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