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A Formula for Evaluation of Coefficient of Determination on Wind Climate Assessment by MCP Methods Considering Data
Availability of Onsite Measurement
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Table 1 Example of KPIs for Floating LIDARs (Minimum)
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Figure 2 Examples of data segmentation for validation
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Figure 3  The relative mean error of wind speed predicted by
combination of MCP method and onsite measurement.
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Figure4 The coefficient of determination and its estimations
by proposed formula.
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