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M E ABEARFMITEZZRHAMETHAK Abstract To expand the application of Global Navigation
Satellite System Reflectometry ( GNSS-R) in the field of
ocean monitoring, this paper, based on the CYGNSS wind
R) Z## % m ARk eh & A, A T 2020 4 £ 2023 speed products from 2020 to 2023, combined with the

wind speed reference data, makes a systematic assessment
#49 CYGNSS R ik = &, 2 A R ik A # # 3% 2 CYGNSS of the accuracy of CYGNSS wind speed products and

B oS w An gk RE S e . p o . analyses the distribution characteristics of wind ener;

7> S 69 R AT T ARG JE AT T R B AR resm};rces in the tropical and subtropical waters of Chinf.y
BU KRG ERGREE R R AAFIE. TR AN, Systematic assessment, and analyses of the distribution

characteristics of wind energy resources in China’s tropical

CYGNSS ik /= o 22 i @ MLk A SEJG | OP 4 SR AR L and subtropical seas. The experimental results show that

WREM AT%, 5 52 K2 0 LA B AF 6 I A, i the extrapolated Win§ speed accuracy of the CYGNSS wind
speed product is improved by about 47% after the

RRAEFAFETR. EARTRERRA, R EEBRETRR correction of sea surface roughness, and it has a good
. = o o S o < matching accuracy with the reference data, which meets
AFE, TP EEBERGE R R E RS, the needs of wind energy assessment. In the study area,
#E 550 W/m' A L. dirdERAERARREARS, & wind energy resources are more abundant in the
. 5 southeastern sea, among which the Taiwan Strait has the
TR B EFEART 250 W/m™ s BB R R &% E A highest annual average wind power density, reaching more
2 .
BEMEN R LR AR A AR i R R than 550 W/m". In the southern part of the South China
GRS R R R R O AR Sea, wind energy resources are relatively scarce, and the
BAOFEABE,FHF LR L300 Wm® AL, bk annual average wind power density is lower than 250 W/m*;
. , = o & the wind power density of each sea area has significant
R SRR RS PR B o p DA o S seasonal differences, and the distribution of wind energy
EEBER;HTFABE AT, EHhIEHR EXRKE resources in the East China Sea is relatively stable in all
seasons, with the distribution maintained at more than

BRARBBEETABRRT AT E, ™AL F 300 W/m” all year round, while in the South China Sea

(Global Navigation Satellite System Reflectometry, GNSS-

HBREFRKERENEERFLES. there is a more violent seasonal fluctuation, and the

difference between the average wind power density of the

XEBIF ARFMIEEARALERSN EH A ik ; winter and summer seasons is significant; in terms of the
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potential for development, the wind power density in
shallow waters in the southern part of the Yellow Sea is
relatively high. In terms of developing potential, the
southern Yellow Sea and other sea areas have high wind
energy reserves and technological development capacity in
shallow waters, while the northeastern part of the South
China Sea and other sea areas show great development
potential in deep waters.

Keywords GNSS-R; Wind speed; Wind power density;
Wind energy reserves; Technology development capacity;
water depth

0 51 &

AR 0 B HETC S BE TR G L X 4 BR B B A
5k R E T B KB (Koivisto et al.,2020). K
IS A 3R A A8 A, B TR HE 2030 4R i 52 B 5k HE
JBCIR U, FFAE 2060 4F R 52 BLAK b A, DL D £k A1 R
B T B X ARy — R s B e ROE X, R
A WUBEAE R A 7 i i % 9 55 0 32, Bl g v T
T 2R 37 55 B R 1 & R, HETT v ) A Ak
A 5t) [ (de Assis Tavares et al.,2022).

i T IR DA T B XUBE BRI B A D FR AR, T
12 ELAC A DU M 00 % 3 v B8 XU R 9% 90 1) B A B AT
H 2 E L (Cowin et al.,2023 ). i, ¥ X AE BE I
AR Tl T B AORT T A% 8 Y B A 00 XU B0 TR T U
37 4 Ok T R ¥ BT T T ) XU RE DA 3 R
FH o 52 0l B 2 1 I DX ASC e 4R KU B8l , O 4
BE AL IE A7 20 B (2 # 25F, 2014 5 5 K PR =
AK,2018) . 3 86 Jy 1k BE 9% £ fit )5y 70 1 0 XU RE T
Al AEL P A 3 A B M D A2 R il
REVE i 19 77 oK. ., ERAS ( ECMWF Reanalysis
v5) . CCMP ( Cross Calibrated Multi-Platform Ocean
Surface Wind Velocity ) 55 £ & 2 Fp X 37 B0 48 B9 15} =5
T3 A B30 A B g RS L 3 KURE Al A T A
PR YR, JUH T I 1 A v e v XU RE B IR I DAl AT

PEAFOR, TR 1 SRR 7R T B XURE BE IR A
fR 07 T A 3 )2 O, 4 O Bl R ORI Bk
S RE TS 3 B IREOR, B & LR A
(synthetic aperture radar,SAR ) 45 75 X\ B8 BF- A 471 45 HL.
A5 R Y R (1] 23 % 25 FUORS B2 01 4, (H R 9 Rl 45
N R, H A A B B 52 A . B4 GNSS-R A —
Tl 24 1) 5% 2l 2 B AR | AR ke TE S B L Bt K
A LA K T DR 3 25 % b O 00 5 3 Jre B 1 T B K 1 i
FH 1 (Zhou et al.,2022 ; Zhang et al.,2021 ; Nan et
al.,2022) . GNSS-R i A i i W 4 3k S0 A &

G AESES 5 RAHE S, DR I AUE B, A
SEB R IS A BEAR A AR 5 g R AR A L,
GNSS-R A 8GR MR 5 @M B 10 3 w50 H
FEAR B4 T A 55 00 3 (5K BURR 55,2024 ) . 18 i
i1 X3 s 38 7 D, GNSS-R £ AR & 245 3] 72 i H
BRI 3 T P B 3R T Zavorotny-Voronovich
FREAY 1 22 35 R BREE DA B ik T IR 32 2~ 1 Bl e 2 ) A8
W (Ruf et al.,2019a, b). Bl & & 3 BRI K o £
GNSS-R LRV G 1 &, H oy MREIEAl AR Hl ik
it P WL A2 Bt TR B H R SCHE (Bu et al.,2023).

ARHFE L 2020—2023 4 CYGNSS L2 2% X377~
dn Al GNSS-R B 4i U, i 5 4 H 5 2 28 Jods ik 47
if 25 DG IE 500G B2 390k, R4 T CYGNSS XU ™
an ) AT EE VR B T UL RGO A 4 R, E— B R T ST
DX I XU RE B 18 1Y) 25 18] 23 A1 e A8 AR, O DXL g
BEVATAL 4L T AT RE RO R AR S 1 RS AR WE
FE AR AR PR LR

1 SRS 5k

1.1 #HRXEHR
AR A Gl o6 F9U 41 1 X 43 ) 5 v [ B R 4 Sy
18 ANEEIX 18] 2 7R 1 45 ¥ DX Y B AR (3 8 LK IR 4y
1 (R R 6T F1 98 6 IS . 2020) . A B 5
DB 5 v p i AR T D B TR A0 R, L 4
18 i IX.
1.2 HEHM
1.2.1 GNSS-R %3
CYGNSS ( CycloneGlobal
System ) J& T~ 2016 4 & I i) GNSS-R A J# R4t , 1%
8 WUNE TR, 4 TR #5280 GNSS-R A &2 fir , H.
A SEIR -2 5 ) & (L (DDMI) B #% 44> GPS L1
B 5 A i T8 T, BE A8 [R) I 5 S0 U A R 26 T
S GPS {5 5 (X1 &5 45 ,2021) , - 28 5 15 i 391
7.2 h. CYGNSS #y 32 % AE: 55 /& W M By = /4 3l
A8 WAL 35° i Bl 15 A /6 3 580 km 1992

Navigation Satellite
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Fig. 1

it W X Is A7, B a m AL 4 38° 2 ], S i IX B4 fit
SRRV IR SR €/

A SCAE A K a9 [ ) 5 0 A R U R
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
NOAA) &A1y CYGNSS L2 2 X3 7= i ( Said et al.,
2022 ) . BB 7 i BE X E O R R A TR Y A2
[F1) s 22 1] A, >R T = 24 A 4 22 T i Al 3 4 10 A2
8 b OLINEL 5 S 8 (E Y AR 8 2, O 38 5 T M Y T
IR I I, AR TR AR B R —
P (Du et al.,2024).

12,2 R 50 B35

ABEFE e T P s 4 A1 CYGNSS KUk ™
sobo A JRE 38 I 94 S 0 S 90, B0 458 S [ [ K s RdE
> (National Data Buoy Center, NDBC ) $2 fit (19 ¥ #75 %%
i LA B v ] AR TR 9 3 A 0 XU R L 3R 1 R T
o 4 I S KA ) HE AR 2 8. NDBC P b S8 i
SR DAS BV N & o NLTRE o S i v S W VIR e = S5
2020 4E 1 1 H %2023 45 12 A 31 H , 000 ] b
1 b T A R VA A 0 K0 0 w2020 AR SR TR
2021 AR5 T DL R ER = F R A0 R0d , s 1R AL T L
25 26° % 31° R4 120° F 116° X I, WLl 5] b
3 s, FEFFHUE CYGNSS KU ™= & 76 Hh [ i 5 11
RGBT 3 7 1 Sl X3 s p) = (8] 23 A 1 0 -

AR R S 8 O BRI B A R
NDBC 7% b5 B 25 [8] A2 B [ 72 , 1 000 540 ) D) )
Ji B 8% gl TS B0 A KGE R B A ] B 28 4 AR
. Sl O SO0 ) B A ORI, A BIF 5 SR T 1] 7]
B AN 10 min %5 0] BE Y A R T 25 km (4 DT JE BR

Wi (Han et al.,2025). CYGNSS KUk /5, 5 52 10 JXL k4
Z [8) () 25 [a] 8 85 2k ] Haversine 28 X 3H58, Hoag —Fh
FEF Rk U R A R B A L T M T
b3 2 (] 43 A, R 8 205 B o B30 3K TR PR A =2 T 1) B

Mg, AT .
a=sin2(%) +cos(¢p,) = cos(,) * sinz(Azf)‘) ,
(1)
c=2 - atan2(Ja, V1 -a) , (2)
d=R - c, (3)

K, o0 T, PR dE ORI E 5 A F1AX 535
N JRE 25 MR BE 72 5 R W M ER AR, — B 6371 km;
a Hl ¢ Sy ] A

F1 REXMNBEELRSH
Table 1 Basic parameters of wind speed
measurement data
B whe ; X
- /() &R/ L i B N
KW /R g/ () g/ (°) i} Bt e
51000 14.536 306. 864 2020.01—2023.12 1 h
51004 16.973 278.425 2020.01—2023.12 1 h
NDBC
AR 51002 23.528 206.208 2020.01—2023.12 1 h
B 41040 17. 042 202.254 2020.01—2023.12 1 h
42057 17.538 207.770  2020.01—2023.12 1 h
2020. 2 — — 2020. 04—2020.06 3 s
iUl
¥ 2021.2 — — 2021.04—2021.06 3 s
o ’
2021.3 — — 2021.07—2021.09 3 s
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Fig.2  Water depth and division of sea area in study area
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Fig.3 Spatial distribution of wind speed measurement
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1.2.3 ik 5 47 4%
AR AT RR B # 390 5R T 0 (European

Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts, ECMWF')
RATHY ERAS 573 7 XU B4 46 45 o 225 Judls =
—, EEM TS CYCNSS %dli iR B2 ¥ & L i 1 Kl
B BE AT B AR B S O R B 10 m
S 100 m XS, ] 73 BE 4 1 b, 23 ) 43 5y
0.25° Wf (A1 S/ 2020 4 1 H 1 H &E 2023 4£ 12 H
31 H.ERAS 70 #r B4 A 8 2 % (H AR & 0 T
T3 3 R T X S T Y BIE S, AS T 0 A5 ]
XL AP 47 10 S W 1) 6 M 44 1 O 96 0 A 5040 DR RC , Ik
TP 2 B T GNSS-RRGHE S04 5 7 4 47 4% 19
o f VEIE b, BA B Y I 23 085 )8 ( Clarizia and
Ruf,2020;Ruf et al.,2019a,b).
1.2.4 REHKRE

KRB S FAE T IS HUE TR 25 1 56 B 2 50, 1
TR AR B TT L B R R O v LA R U R
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BN H AT B A K R R T B L A M R
SR TR e s N 22 R RRCHE Rl B R (BRCFH
H3k,2022) , Hoh Z2 YRl 7 i DB S LT
G RE 38 R AR R L 3 T R L B v K R £ 5 5K
A 3CAE Y I P K R s O3 GEBCO ( General
Bathymetric Chart of the Oceans) 4> Bk /K R %% ¥ £,
X — TUARE R4 B VR TR AR B B R 2 P R P
Kdla 7 dh (Kapoor, 1981) . H 3 F 2 M B dfs % £ T
B, A E DR ERS KT ENER, @
b A BRI SR A T — SRS A
A BRI P B R RY . 2 R Hh A B o A Bk [T,
] 73 BE 3 17, BE W6 R A 52 B0 DA VRV 3 TR 0 1Y 1%
2 3t T 5 A

1.3 REEHFETFHTTE

13,1 RSk

[Fi) — 78 % 0L B AR AN [R) 96 T g BE A XU 22 S 8K
K, B3 GNSS-R g 1) KU Bz 5 — i 25 i i 2 96 1
10 m =g B2 A9 XU /), T IXURE 5% 16 D1l v 2% 1 21 it
U AL Y B RO, 5 B I B B T I e
100 m & B2 19 XUBURFAE. O 1 7 [R) — T 3 R JE LL 85
VEBR AT CYGNSS L™ iy 4 B0 K XL BE 5% U PP Al 45
R BRI T A R R N BOR AR AR R
PR A0 A B T 100 m gy B Ak 1 XU, LR 4 =
T (Badger et al.,2016) ;

z

(2} v ] (4)
A, V() ZEE 2 X (m/s) s & RKZH
By, R RFE B IERN S8R E KRR
FAER L, JEE O IER, R R BRI g, Y
23 (8] 3 A 45 B A B T 52 v XU S A9 KG JiE , Badger
EHLT WRF B Kz SAR XU RO 15 21 % 2 1 165 1
100 m = BEAR o, BFEIEIFE -2.5 2] 0 Z[A], fEK
SRR B IERE , 2 5F 294 0.5 m/s.

H T iR /A BT ) A ST T R RO T Sl , —
1€ 1 PR A AL T AR PERR E S O R Ly, = 0.
XAEOLT AT AN 2 2 5 e B A S i XU
(VR #I55,2017)

In(z/z2,

:Zhﬁln(inf/zj) ’ (5)
S 0, R 2 TG 5 2,0 25 AT KU S D 8 50 O
FIAR R 52 g B b 5 BE. 2,y 5 3% THDHLAE B2, 7T A
LU/ A

2
u

=, — , (6)
0 g

V(z) :%

v

A, a, Jy Charnock %05 N BRTE Ty g% s u
Sy U THT PBE S 3. > 2 2 X L R T R T AL
Al A (4) F(6) kAU F).

1.3.2 Rae A8t H ok

TE XUBE BE 5 VF Al vh o5 255 2% it 2 0 OC 4R
B, LA 4 T4 75 DX XURE T & 1 1 ) Al 4 - AR BF
T 58 ) 355 T2 U RE 2L i DA S BOR W] IT &
LIRS, RGE T T H AR DR XURE fi
HE SR RE i B R R R 2 T AT AT, LA OR £ 5
AT DX IR XU RE B 15 0 A1 S & J i 5%

ATy 28 %85 32 i B T AR R A i XU RE P 3
(Kozai et al.,2012) , & 3¥Aili XU BE 5% I8 1) 24545 , fiE
i 5 2 5 ) R g Vs BIL A 1 A Ry R R RE A AR P2
ATy 28555 B S 41 B I [ P 38 e BT 00 S T
TR B XURE. 1 289 XU 2 2 %% B8 AT LRI T e it O 1519
F|, AN (Hasager et al.,2015) ;

1 =
E=—oV: 7
PV (7)

A, E PR R, A W/m® p s S
L BRI R ,p = 1.225 kg/m’ 5V, WA i Ik
TP 2 KU S 2 XGE A AR (Doubrawa
et al.,2015) .

_ 1 "
Ve (8)

KoP VORI RGE 5 V, A ¢ U KU 5 R R
S

IR\ Bl 240 P A A X 38R XU Bl W T 2 V8% 7 1
RO bR, 5 S5 o Rl 4 X Dy R 9 4
e X DX T L, S5 0 R U O 1 Ak 4, LI
ONEUNF (S % 2021)

1 N
E —ﬁ;SiPi, (9)

A, B Ay DCHUXURE 20 80 S A , VR X)) 58 9% 1 4
B0, S, B TR AR P A R %5 B AR (2K 1) 1 DX 3w AR
P Oy % L2 9% 10 Wy 35 AR AR TR A
Py 3255 4 50 W/ m” [ia) i 14 43 4, 4% G R 3R
{EL X ] HA (L

PR R K 8 e TR Al A7 0 5 e 2 AL 40 R
LY, DI XU A v AL 7T 52 B R P Y XURE 5% U5
VD FCT B 0 3 47 2 K R =150 W/m”
F14 i 28 DX S, I 38 e I 3 T BB IE R %K 0. 785
(ar/4) S BR8] Bt % Al 3 25 41 4005 B o sk IX
S 7 U R GRE S B (L R il , SORS HERR AL S PR o
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AR RCR, AT o XUHS 37 MR 5 AL 20 16 Ak 2 LR 22 R
i (T AN5E,2022).
1.3.3 B3 il 35 A7

h 7 AR AT b XU S i 5 12 R B 5 AT
FEVE ARG B J7 1% 22 (Root Mean Square Error,
RMSE) SE346%} % 2% (Mean Absolute Error, MAE) |
M2 ( Bias) L M A0 56 2 %1 ( Correlation Coefficient, R)
YRR ZETVEAL SR bR BRI AT

, (10)
(11)
y (A,'_Bi)
BIAS = = - (12)
A, -A)(B, - B
R Y, (4, ) (B, ) , (13)

IS (A -8y (B, - B)
X ,A, BB KGE K B, ) CYGNSS KA hy
22 WHT- (8 s B 2 CYGNSS R - {H 5 n Oy FF
A B

R 5P

2.1 RURSMETZBESN

K R] AV B 14 98 17 A3 S R S R Bk
SRS F X R R A SR R R B R AE PR AR E 1Y
A 85 LR B A T 5 9 0.0002 m
(Badger et al.,2019 ) . {H7E K AP e 3 78 b, Bl & S0

2

I v 2 ) B, FRAR 22 IR 2 B W HE O G, i
202341 A1 HE 12 A 31 H Y ERA5 10 m 1
100 m Z: 25 MG K ds , 15 CYGNSS KU 54 i 23 It
e S5, ) P 3% ARG 1 0 XUl Ak v T AL e 82 047 188
IR BEJS i e CYGNSS XU A E %2 100 m
i 5 ERAS i 2 6] (0 0KG B2 22 S, WAl T T A
K B A TE BT e B8R

SRR, 2 i HORDRE B2 [ 7€ 1, CYGNSS XU 4
#fE% 100 m 55 ERAS 4 i 47 5C R % 0. 81, RMSE
N 2.69 m/s,BIAS 5 1.47 m/s,MAE & 1.81 m/s; i
S B IE JE, A G R EER & 2 0.91, RMSE FE{IL =
1.41 m/s,BIAS [£ % 0.06 m/s, MAE %% 0.99 m/s.
e 4 Fros , i RS B8 IEAE AR KRR JE AR T T
CYGNSS X SMEH ERAS %k i T e 2
2.2 CYGNSS #iEHEE D

TEX CYGNSS XU 7 fifs 55 X S 0 % 3 1 47 T
BeIFH R 22 48 An I B op IR AR BT T XU
PR BEARRAE , AN 2 )8 S Pl . A5 P b 5080 1 X
e #r A, RMSE £ 1.25 m/s & 1.47 m/s Z [a] %
1 ,MAE 4T 0.85 m/s 5 1.00 m/s Z[a] , }H 6 R %L
Lo BIAS WA H B E . X 2L 25 R L W], CYGNSS KUk
P TE REB S35 A i 1) DB AT H 47 % 3 o A R
JE , RE A% 55 4 B W T D XL 7 2 Al i . e S
BRI X o B, AR S R B A R RS B K
SF,RMSE £k 1. 16 m/s,MAE 5 0. 88 m/s, BIAS
=017 m/s, HAIR R BOLE] T 0. 94, XELH{E R
WY, CYGNSS JXUs ™ sif 15 A i 3 X i U K504 # DG i
Hh LA A T P N — B, BB A8 5 T A M
e 52 B JXHAR B -

% 2 CYGNSS 5X Ll E IR E4HMES

Table 2 Characterisation of errors in CYGNSS and measured wind speed data

BRI  wiE/ RMSE/(m/s)  MAE/(m/s) BIAS R VG i kb
41040 1.25 0. 90 -0.14 0. 83 3636
42057 1.25 0. 85 -0.03 0. 87 1954
l\g%c 51000 1. 47 1.00 0.11 0. 80 4086
51002 1.36 0.99 -0.12 0. 82 3803
51004 1.38 0.96 0.17 0.77 3930
2020. 2 1.30 0. 88 -0.26 0. 83 2338
0 K 2021.2 1.43 1.05 0.39 0.73 4339
2021.3 1.16 0.94 -0.17 0.94 1456
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Fig.4 CYGNSS vs. ERAS5 wind speed: impact of roughness correction
(a) Fixed roughness; (b) Roughness correction.
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Fig.5

Comparison of accuracy between CYGNSS wind speed and measured data

(a)Station 41040; (b) Station 42057 ; (c¢) Station 51000; (d) Station 51002; (e) Station 51004 ; (f) Wind speed measured by the ship.

N RAL ERAS 70 M1 B4l 5 CYGNSS Kk ™
af (6] 9 DS BCORS BE L 20 i) e X 2023 4E 1 A 4 A
7 HAIL0 A ERAS JRE X4k 78 o 14 A~ 2= 95 1
R BE A, MY B 52 B 1 4F B RE A SR Tl o X
CYGNSS KUk % 4% 5 ERAS % dfs 2k 17 i =5 DU JiE
I 25 B AR KA o3 A 1 D0 R RS JEE TE AL . S22
RANE 6 B, AR A By 2 18] 4 B A DT S K

R 36 A 22 5% B/, et RMSE -2 1. 96 m/s,
MAE %y 1. 14 m/s, BIAS 2 0.48, §] 3% & % ik 7
0. 80. JSL A A T 1 b A1 I A dfs ) DG S 45
CYGNSS 5 ERAS #y VL ic i3 22 I K, {H AR SR e BA
H A R A AR OGP A — Bk i — P B UE T CYGNSS
DR 7 ks 7P A 208 68 B ATF 5 AP B AT SR A 0
FIHE.
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Fig.6  Accuracy comparison between CYGNSS wind speed and ERAS

(a)April; (b)July; (c)October; (d)January.
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Fig.7 Average distribution of wind energy resources in 2020—2023

(a)Wind speed; (b)Wind power density.
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2.3 [AERIESE S MYFE

2.2 EE KW, CYGNSS K% 5 2 2% H 4l
BB MMM, 5 IE TR 2S ILe kT2 A
R LAl b, o B AT RURR S IR PR AL K
P& L B RS M B X ) 3 9% R E R vk BR T 2020
A1 H 1 HZE 2023 4 12 A 31 HK CYGNSS K%
s G4 W 5 DX AR 3 XU B IR 43 A R AE
(W#£3).

B 7 B R T RGH B R 5 %85 B 1 25 [ 43 A
FRAE. KRB WSV = & M X 32 A0 A A6 ) 2R AR AT
VLA RS, R R S R b -PY R 1), L vp rp [ 55 1

e DX RVRE BT I e o F L AR B XGE S 9.5 m/s,
IR Ky A 28 BE s 550 W/m® . 3 32 2 05 R F LA kot
B 5 ] G0 9 AT R 1) — B, 2 X 2o i e 5|
TR, T BOARE T B HAE T by FLAE i 2 )
T T AR A T T DX TR A LA A i ) S ) KU ARV
S XURE BT U 70 A 12 B 1 e U AR AR AR, P R
Vi T S 24 Xy S JE R A 400 W/m”, R i
B A BB T A 985 3. i v v S S G i Je XL E Y
BB B =, AR 3 R 2 5 9.5 m/s iz 3
TG 15 fili ., XURE X B2 5K T X Js i XUBE T ¢
AR

&3 2020—2023 £ 100 m 5 B REE F R4S
Table 3 Distribution of wind energy resource characteristics at 100 m height in 2020—2023

100 m X(#/(m/s)

100 m R I ZRBEE/(W/m?)

W X
o /M IR AE -2 {E /M ISP T H
T 4.01 11.77 7.89 39. 69 998. 63 304. 89
2P AL 4.71 11.47 8.26 66. 50 924. 38 348.52
A VYT 5.04 10. 95 8. 65 78. 82 805. 15 400. 14
RIGZRACE 4.50 10. 85 8.18 55. 65 782.22 337.11
MG 7.06 10.97 8.31 215.50 809. 62 352.39
o[ & TV e 6.27 12.77 9.61 151. 14 1276. 66 557.95
P E & T DL T 6.67 9.75 8.30 181. 37 567.07 353.48
£ - 367 U 4.92 12. 05 8.87 73. 04 1072. 74 436. 40
e 3.94 9.55 7. 80 37.33 534. 10 295. 87
A PG AL 4.89 12.07 8.53 71. 46 1078. 23 383.79
R AR AL EB 6. 04 11.58 9.15 135. 01 951. 04 473. 86
A 16 v PG E 3.39 17. 14 7.73 23.77 3084. 12 286.97
W AR 4.36 9.95 7.70 50. 76 604. 05 287.76
T 165 V5 T # 4.31 11.76 7.22 49.01 995.22 243.90
T 1 75 T B 3. 14 8.75 6. 86 18.96 411. 47 201.77

HI3RBS HEXHEE 628 HEXLHEZE9
211 H@E ARk ZE 12 H BB 2 H @ A ZE.
8 JE/R T 2020 4E F 2023 4EHF 5T X B 100 m 15
Qb X ) 2585 B 1) DY 2 23 A R AE . R AAOKR R, XURE BE TR
B EMNFKE LR R & R
AE e Ry el v [ BV T T 4 XGE A 12,74 m/s,
Xof I RGBT 26 9% B ik 117431 W/m’, J& B0 Y o 8 11
TERANAH 5 T 522 4% v S48 B 2 35 8 080, 1 T AR B
5514 T R KB AR AR 2 T A ZR SRR (R Y 16% ~

17%, W75 1% 0 B XUHL 7™ BE AT RE 32 BR. DX 38X [E 2
T AR AR B HL A B PR X R AT AR
SEYEREAE 300 W/m® LA b, A R8T R W 775 16 16
DN A7 R o T 200 2 A i Bl , & B X ) 3 T 22 S
AT 35 800 W/m’. {E 15 1 5 A2 , o [l 65 0 T gk 4
Wy A58 BE S e 5T X, 25 HP- e IR M IE , W] g
Oy ¥ b R AT Jey A T 5 T TR S I Y i Ak B
SN AT AR5 A 2 K5 M T A 5 A0 Y P [ 4 T 2
DIHA K.
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Fig.8 Average distribution of wind energy resources in 2020—2023

(a)Spring; (b)Summer; (c¢)Autumn; (d) Winter.

2.4 BEBEREZEFREN

T ¥ B XURE BT IR AY T K AR T XU
(3B, K KUREFE A6 o L BE. 9 B XU S I A 3 [ iz
P 220 e R B U5 B R E KRB A E 1k T T UK
TRAF Z R0 R K TR U2 32 i e b XURE 9% URT 4 X 2
AR BN R Z —. H T O0T , TR XY X
B, ACRE BT USRS 2 5 (E XU F ML A ) 2 5 A 4 3
R JE2 IS 2 B R T A2 12 11 DX, DR RE W DA A A
PEEZE , TR 25 i) KU ILAL ) 38 17 20 TRk F
AR 53U b XFR S TS 4R v AR T ST A L

A RS T ORI KON B A IR I XA A
[F 7K % DX 18] 4 XU RE BF 5T 2 9 0 o0 A, 86 2 XU RE 2
A S R T T R I O 6 b B B

Vg X XU RE W VR 43 A St BRI 3 2 ) 4 S KRR < Bl A K
TRIGN 451 DX A R 20 704 o B R T R & K &
AR K JUAE 50 m DL B IROK X R .
MEEARFF KRR RTE 21 X AR ]I & 5t 28
S RS 2 TE 76% ~ T9% X Ja], I & 7% )1 ¥ 4
PR . BRI, B0 M AR K X (0 ~50 m) AA
B E Y HRAE A B A 21, 14 x 107 kW/m® 3
ARATIF & i 16.35 x 107 kW/m?, 25 & IF K 5 %k
77. 4%, ™ 58 A S S0 i KU A T T & XY K
L. T RS AR LB AE TR K X (50 m DL b)) Rl oK
T % 15 1, RV RE 250 B B 75 38 136. 17 x 107 kW/m”,
AR A FF % 3k 106.89 x 10" kW/m”, 5 H 78. 5%, %4
12 DX R R TR KU R AL I 1) AR X
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Table 4 Distribution of wind energy resource development potential in coastal marine areas
. JAHE 208 H/ (KW /m?) AR IF KA/ (kW/m?)
b 0~30m 30 ~50 m 50 m DLk 0~30m 30 ~50 m 50 m D)k
T 13.39 7.75 17.98 10.27 6.08 14. 1
PG LR 1.78 10. 87 10.0 1.36 8.53 7.88
7 P R R 0. 62 4.23 70.7 0.49 3.32 55.5
[ T i g 2.78 4.76 15. 49 2.18 3.74 12. 16
AL HRIE 2.84 8.08 10. 11 2.16 6.31 7.93
A VA P AL 0.98 4.40 39.02 0.77 3.45 30. 62
T 8 AR AL R 2.69 7.92 136. 17 2.11 6.21 106. 89
0197.1.
3 % i Badger M, Ahsbahs T, Maule P, et al. 2019. Inter-calibration of SAR

T A0 R B 2 GNSS-RAE i v W5 D 450 35 1) i
AR SCHE T CYGNSS KU 8t w1 5 Wi 2%
KO W RS B2 A8 b, B S R CYGNSS XU 40 xof v
B AT RO A g SR AT T KRB IR AL , T4 A 2=
P2 R 5KEE R, 40 T 05 X 8N AS [ XX
RE WU Y 25 0] 23 A R AIE . S 3R 45 SR R

(1) CYGNSS JA 3 %5 i 28 2o Vg 17 R RS 545 1E 5
RGHAMERS B W e, 5SS H IR g = il ,
K B I R 45 A, B E T CYGNSS X i %5 4% 75 i
T XU 52 8 H Y AT A M 3 T e D HE AR XL
0 ey v A R S AT AT

(2) XURE IR 14 25 ] 43 A B A WY b X3 K i [
255 FEWFFE XS, o [ 6 7 A e 1 XL A 9E IR R
TR M. 2 R 25 S 6 RURE W IR 1 4 A B
S . R 2500 DX XURE 9 U 2 B T
BBy, 30 AN ) 25 95 KURE BE IR 09 VA 5 R 4R T
B R LR, IO X XU RE T R BRI T A 2 M
2%,

(3) W 5 1 DX 76 XU RE 95 U5 & v i 08 0 4% A A
[Fi) , 4 VA5 T 08 458 VA DX Y2 /K e Ja XL R 2 R 2 K, T
T T AR I A I XA TR K T R B B KT R
1,38 A T AR R v XU R

B O BT RERREGEEAENFHERY
X 5!
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