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Abstract—This paper presents a novel Model Reference Control
(MRC) approach for wind turbine (WT) systems in the full load
region employing a fuzzy Parallel Distribution Compensation
Controller (PDC-C) derived using a Takagi-Sugeno (TS) fuzzy
System approach. Through first-order Taylor series expansion,
local linear submodels are generated and combined via triangular
membership functions to develop a TS descriptor model. From
here, the MRC PDC-C is synthesized by a constrained LMI
optimization procedure, including damping characteristics of the
elastic drive train, to track the desired rotor speed and generator
torque based on the reference model dynamics. The controller is
tested on the nonlinear WT model in simulation studies under
various wind conditions, such as turbulent wind, wind gusts, and
a Fault Ride Through (FRT) scenario where the generator torque
is set to 0 p.u. for 150 ms.

I. INTRODUCTION

This work is concerned with the design of a controller for
a Wind Turbine (WT) system as part of a Dynamic Virtual
Power Plant (DVPP) as proposed in [1] and later specified
through [2]. In short, the DVPP can contribute to grid
ancillary services as a classical synchronous generator would,
incorporating different Renewable Energy Sources (RES) as
well as non-RES sources and coordinating dispatched power.
In general, the studies of the DVPP approach incorporate
reduced system dynamic models for the RES power plants as
in [2]], [3], and [4]]. Therefore, the DVPP relies, to a certain
degree, on the linear behavior of the underlying RES. As
WT systems represent highly nonlinear systems due to the
aerodynamic behavior of the rotor, a linear behavior is not
ensured. To achieve the required closed-loop dynamics, a
Model Reference Control (MRC) approach for the NREL
5SMW WT is developed. For controller synthesis, a Takagi-
Sugeno (TS) Fuzzy description model of the WT is derived
and introduced in the MRC approach. A Parallel Distributed
Compensation Controller (PDC-C) is developed to match
the nonlinear WT behavior to the linear reference model.
Furthermore, elastic drive train dynamics are incorporated into
the controller design procedure, enforcing desired damping
characteristics on the drive train. To verify the capability of
the MRC PDC-C it is tested on the nonlinear WT model in
simulation studies under various wind conditions as well as a
Fault Ride Through (FRT) scenario.
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Figure 1. Basic PDC control structure of the MRC approach.  and " denote
the plant and reference model states respectively whereas y and y" describe
the output. € = y" — y denotes the tracking error incorporated in the MRC
state vector through integration then denoted as @y. w is the plant input and
z the premise variables. w is the reference signal to the reference model. K;
is the MRC PDC-C.

II. METHODS

Notation Remark: In this paper matrices are denoted in bold
A, vectors bold italic  and scalars italic s. Furthermore, <
and > indicate negative and positive definiteness, respectively.

A. Model Reference Control in TS Form
The PDC controller structure of the Model Reference Control
approach is depicted in Figure [Il The goal of the MRC is that
a given nonlinear system

&= f(z,u),

y =h(z),
where f(x,u) and h(x) are vectors of nonlinear differential
equations, matches the behavior of a linear reference model

1)

' =A'z" + E'w,

yl‘ — Cl’mr + :Eﬂ‘/u)7
where 2" € RP>¥1 w € RPX1, A" ¢ RIXI E" € RIXP, yf €
R9*1 C' € R9%! and F* € R2*P. The desired reference
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model dynamics can be chosen arbitrarily but should consider
the limitations of the dynamics of the nonlinear system. For
controller synthesis (1) gets converted into a TS system by
linearizing around selected equilibrium points cg ;.
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where & € R™*!, u € R™*! ¢y € R™¥1 A; € R"*" B; €
RrX™m C,; € R7*", E; € R"*P F; € R?*P with
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After a simple calculation, we obtain the equivalent affine TS
model with a common state and input vector
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where a; € R™! and ¢; € R9%! denote the affine terms
determined by

a; = _AiwC()’i - BiuC()yi - EiwCUJ 9

(N

C; = _Cimcmi — Fi’ch,i .

In further consideration, the affine components are neglected
for the controller design. A formal proof utilizing the input-
to-state stability (ISS) theorem [3], [6] that the stability of
the proposed controller is also guaranteed for affine systems
is given in [7].

The equations @) and (@) are incorporated into an augmented
TS state-space model further denoted with an over-line bar.
The augmented model incorporates the tracking error € =
x; = y' — y between the linear reference model and the
nonlinear system as well, yielding the state vector of the
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Figure 2. Linearisation points for controller synthesis on WT power curve
(left) and torque coefficient surface (right).

augmented model = [z7, ', x| ". The full open-loop

augmented TS model is then defined as

A; 0 0 B;
0 A" 0|lz+ [0 |u
-C, C o 0
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= -C, C" o|lz+ |FF-F;|w
e=Y hi(=) {[—,—l L,—l } (8b)
i=1 C; F;
with the associated full state control law in PDC form
N, x
u=—Y hi(z) [Kei Kei —Kail |27 )
i=1 ~ x
K; —
€T

Here K,; € R™", Kgu,; € R™*! and Ky, € Rm™x4
For controller synthesis, the augmented model is utilized,
incorporating the dynamics of the nonlinear plant represented
through the local TS models, the linear reference model,
and the tracking error into one single controller synthesis
procedure. For the applicability of the state control law in (@),
the full state vector, as well as the premise variables z need to
be known, either measured or observed, whereas observing the
premise variable increases complexity in controller synthesis
[8]. The augmented closed-loop MRC TS system is denoted
as

T = XT: zr: hl(z)hj (Z) (Az - BlKJ)i

i=1 j=1

(10)

The MRC approach then follows the goal to minimize the gain
~ from the change in reference signal w to the tracking error
€ defined as

T

€
lell <y = ee—Aww<o.

[wlly ~

Y

This goal is incorporated into the synthesizing of controller
parameters through quadratic Lyapunov theory. To handle the
possibly high amount of local models from the TS approach,
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Figure 3. Linearisation points for controller synthesis on WT §; — v curve.

an optimization procedure through LMIs, as described in [§]
is favorable.

B. Wind Turbine Specifications

The WT model investigated in this paper is the well-known
NREL 5MW WT system given in [9]. First, the simplest
representation of a WT drive train as a one-mass rotational
body is derived. The nonlinear rotor torque

T, = Ex R co (Awr, v), ) (12)

acts as the driving torque, and the generator torque 7; acts as
the counteracting torque, resulting in the motion equation
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with Jipor = J; + n%Jg, where w; is the rotor speed of the
drive train, p is the air density, v is the wind speed far infront
of the rotor, R is the rotor radius, ng is the gear box ratio,
cq is the torque coefficient, A = “’fTR’ is the Tip Speed Ratio
(TSR) and S; is the collective pitch angle of the rotor blades.
The WT model utilizes a gearbox with ng as the gearbox
ratio. Friction forces are neglected. Here, the system input of
the general model (6) is split into the controllable inputs of
the system as u = [ﬁr,Tg]T, and the disturbance defined as
d := v. The state of the system is x = w;. The equation (3
yields the TS system based on local linearization of the form

A; (wr — wryo_’i) +B; |:16_‘r - gﬁr,O,i]
Ny — g ~g0,
T = hi(z) rrred w—no.s . (14)
=1 +de (U — ’U()yi)
———
d—do,;
Operating points ¢o; = [xo,i,%g ;,do,i]" along the nominal

operation regions of the WT are defined as shown in Figure
and 3l This results in the submodel matrices of the TS system

corresponding to the partial derivatives (3) of the one-degree-
of-freedom (1-DOF) model:

[ 0 (vwr,8iTy)
Ai = Owy : co :|
B. — [ 0f (0,080, T) O (v, B, Te)
! L 0B co,i ’ T, co,i (15)
[ 0 (v,wr,Ty)
Bdi: vgv £ 00':|, El:O)
C,=1, TF,=0.

From here, the matrices in (I3) can be utilized for synthesizing
controller gain sets in the MRC TS framework for rotor speed
control.

For torque control of the generator, a stiff drive train rep-
resentation is insufficient. Therefore, the physical model of
the wind turbine is enhanced by an elastic two-mass model
representation. The derivation of the WT model follows the
FLEX documentation [[1Q]. For this purpose, the state vector
of the 1-DOF model (13) is extended by the angular velocity
of the generator and the torsion angle of the fast shaft on
the generator side & = [wy, wg , A]T. Thus, the equation of
motion of the wind turbine with the drive train dynamics is
given as follows

1
Wr = = (Tr(v, wr, Br) — ds ng wp + ds g we — ks A9)

7,
1
wg = j(dsnGwr*dSwg+kSnGA9*nGTg)
. 1
Al = wr — —w,
ng

(16)

By calculating the Jacobian matrices from (@) for (I€), we
obtain

1 oT (anraBr) _ dsn(Z} dsng _ ksné
Jr Owy co; Jr Jr Jr
i = dsng _ds ksng a7
Jy Jg Jy
1 -L 0
ng

for the TS submodel matrix A;, which only has a nonlinearity
in the top left entry. ds and ks represent the torsional damping
and spring constants respectively, whereas J; and J, represent
the rotor and generator inertia respectively. WT model speci-
fications are in Table [l The input matrix is augmented to

LaTr(v,wr,ﬁ,) 0
JIr 0B co;
B, = 0 _ng (18)
JE
0 0
and the disturbance matrix becomes
LBT,(U,wr,ﬂr)
» v co;
By = 0 . (19)
0
The remaining matrices from (3)) are
0 0
1 0 0 0 0
E; = 8 8 ) Ci[o 0 0}, F; = {0 0} . (20)



The extended model allows the incorporation of the elastic
properties of the drive train into the controller synthesis
procedure. Desired characteristics such as damping on the
drive train states can, therefore, be enforced by simultaneously
respecting the limiting nonlinear dynamics of the WT system
through constraints on the controller synthesis procedure.

To apply the MRC approach to the torque control of the WT
System, a further augmentation to (I'Z) must be conducted.
By incorporating an actuator dynamic for the generator torque
with a time constant 77, and a demanded torque T4 as

. 1 1
Ty=——T+ —Tya. 1)
TTngcl TTngcl
The state transition matrix (IZ) becomes
( 1 9Ty (v,wr,Br) _ dsné) dsng ksné 0
Jr Owy co.i Jr T - T
dsng _ds ksng _ng
A; = Jg Jg Jg Je
1 - 0 0
nG
0 0 0 e
TTg,mcl
(22)
with the input matrix
1 9T (v,wr,fBr) 0
Jr 9P )
co,i
B, = 0 0 (23)
0 0
1
0 TTngcl

The state vector of the system now includes the current
generator torque = [wy,w,, A, Ty]" and can be defined
as an output of the system y = [w;, T,] " through the output
matrix

Ci:[l 0 0 o] 4

0 0 01

and later be compared to a reference value y* = [wr ref, Ty rer] -
The input vector changes to u = [B:,Tyq]". This approach
allows T, and w; to be simultaneously referenced to a desired
behavior through the reference model. Note, as before with
the third-order system, the matrices E;, F; according to (3)
are zero matrices.

C. Constraint LMI Optimization for TS MRC Approach

The optimization procedure is based on the quadratic Lya-
punov approach, with the function candidate V'(x) and its
derivative V ()

V(z) =z Pz (25a)
Viz)=& Px+x' Pz (25b)
which must fulfill the properties
V(x) >0, Yz #0 (262)
V(z)=0, =0 (26b)
V(x) <0, Yo #0 (26¢)
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Figure 4. D-Region representation in the complex plane for a minimum and
maximum decay constraint oy, and amax and a desired damping through a
cone with angle 6.

Table T
CONTROLLER SYNTHESIS LMI CONSTRAINTS AND REFERENCE MODEL
PARAMETERS
Constraints
Kj »Wr Kj T
Qmin 0.10 0.20
QUmax 1.00 2.00
6 in rad 1.51 1.51
o7 3.00 1.50
T, / 0.30
Tw, 10.00 4.00

i

With (I0), (I),23) and 26) an LMI optimization formulation
can be derived including constraints on the system dynamics
through a so-called D-Region, depicted in Figure @l The goal
of the optimization problem is formulated to minimize the
gain «y from reference signal w to tracking error € under the
constraints:
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Figure 5. WT behavior under MRC PDC-C in different turbulent wind conditions with change in reference torque under constant rotational speed reference.

The colors of the plot lines relate to the turbulent wind speed.

min vy
X, M,
subject to
X =0, (27a)
XA, +A;X-M, B, - B,M; + 20mnX <0, (27b)
T, = SToT 5o

XA, + A X - M, B, - BM; + 20mp X = 0, (27¢)
smH(XA +A;X-M; B, -B;M;))
COS G(XA M;Bj — AlX + Bi V j)

LT <0 Q7
cosf(A; X —B;M; — XA, + JFBZ)
sin(A;X — B;M; + XA — M, B/)

XA, +A;X _ T
( - T r) E, XC/
-BM; - M; B, | <0 @7
E; -1 F;
C,X F,; -1 |
foralli,j=1,...,Np.st.hy-h; # 0
The notation "for all 7,5 = 1,..., N, sit. h; - h; # 0"

states that only TS submodels are taken into account in the
LMI formulation, which can be active at the same time [11].
It is also possible to not follow a minimization procedure and
enforce a chosen « on the system. If «y is chosen appropriately,
a high decay on the tracking error is achieved. Due to the
dynamics of the reference model not being influenced by the
controllable inputs of the system, a violation of the D-Region
by the reference model dynamics may arise. The procedure
where a fixed « is enforced on the system is conducted in this
work. To solve LMIs, the open-source solver SeDuMi [12] is
used. If the solver is capable of satisfying the constraints and

finding a matrix X and N, matrices Mj, the gain parameters
for each linearization point can be obtained through K; =
M,; X'

D. Controller Design Specifications

To decouple the constraints through the D-Region on the
rotor speed w, and generator torque T, two controller
synthesis procedures are followed and later combined for the
full MRC PDC-C. The constraint parameters are listed in
Table [l It is noted here that the matrices E;, F;, and F’
are zero for controller synthesis. Further, it is assumed that
the N, pairs of TS submodels are controllable as stated in [13].

1) Controller for Rotational Dynamics: For control of the
rotational dynamics of the WT system, the 1 DOF drive train
model derived in (13), (I4) and (I3) is sufficient and is
simplified by only actuating the collective pitch angle /3, of
the blades giving

CU,i:|

as input matrix. As a reference model, a first-order system of
the form

B, — [w(v,wr,ﬁ,,n)

T

(28)

A= ——,

Tw,

C' =1 (29)

where 7, denotes the selectable time constant, is used.
From here, the controller gain parameters can be synthesized
through the procedure in Section [IE=C] The gain parameters
for the rotational dynamics are further denoted as
Kjw = [|kew, Fkenwj Kkiw.j|. The eigenvalues of
the closed-loop TS submodels for w, tracking are further
denoted as A; ., -



2) Controller for Torque Control: The controller for torque
control should incorporate elastic drive train dynamics to
actively dampen the drive train states, as well as respect the
dynamical limitations of the WT system and simultaneously
track the desired torque from the reference signal. To achieve
that, the WT system description in 22), 23) and @4) is used.
in combination with the reference model
1

1
e |77 0 e |7 10
Alo —L| E= L C[o 1]
TTy TTy
(30)
with the time constants Trf = [7,,, 77,]. For controller

synthesis, TT, = Ty should be considered as that allows for
the exact tracking of T e through T5. As for the controller for
rotational dynamics, the procedure in section is followed
to obtain the gain sets K; 1, € R**%. The eigenvalues of
the closed-loop TS submodels for torque control are further

denoted as )\i,Tg.

3) Combination of Controller Parameters: Due to potentially
different desirable constraints on the rotational dynamics and
torque dynamics of the WT system, the gain sets Kj,wr and
K; T, are combined in the final gain matrix for the multi-
tracking objective of the MRC PDC-C. Here the first row of
the controller gains K; r, is replaced with K; ., whereas the
decoupling of the reference channels is achieved by adding
zeros at the according positions yielding the final gain matrices

_ |:|:kw,wr,j OIXS kw’,wr,j 0 k:LUJr,j 0
Ii] MT =
(10?(’;:’.7 0 kw‘,Tg,j 0 kI’Tg(v-g])

The eigenvalues of the according closed-loop TS submodels
are denoted as A;mr. As the controller gain matrices are
altered through the procedure described above, proof of sta-
bility can be obtained by proving that A; vt still fulfill LMI
constraints as presented in [11].

III. RESULTS

The controller in (3I) obtained through the mixed controller
synthesis approach is tested on the nonlinear model of the
NREL 5MW WT system under various wind conditions.
Furthermore, a short depiction of the closed-loop eigenvalues
for all TS submodels, which can be active simultaneously, is
shown in Figure [6l Interestingly, the eigenvalues of the track-
ing channels do not vary over the TS submodel combinations
in A; mt. It is noted here that to emulate an observer behavior,
a first-order system from v to z with a time constant of 2s as
well as a pitch rate limit as given in the turbine specifications
in Table [ is incorporated in the simulation.

A. Turbulent Wind Conditions

Figure |3 shows the nonlinear WT model under MRC PDC-
C control for various turbulent wind fields with an average
of Vurpave € {12,14,16,18} m/s. At t = 10s, the generator
torque reference is changed to 0.5 p.u. and then varied around
the new reference with £0.1 p.u. steps every 10 seconds.
At t = 60s the torque reference is set back to 1.0 p.u..
It is observable that the generator torque closely follows

B 10
g
g |
.ED 3 2 1 0
= o=
g
= 1of Xwe € Nix % /\4‘.M'l'|
5|
ok & O 3
,5 ke
10}
. ‘ ‘ . ‘ | & | |
35, -3 2.5 -2 1.5 -1 0.5 0

Real

Figure 6. Eigenvalues with constraints (black lines) of closed-loop eigenvalues
of the TS submodel combinations for controller synthesis of rotational
dynamics \; ., torque control Aing and the resulting combined controller
Ai,MT

the reference. Furthermore, the change in generator power
output only varies due to the change in rotational speed of
the turbine resulting from the turbulent wind conditions. A
deterministic pitch behavior can not be observed, as changes
in the wind speed might cancel out the reduction or increase
of the generator torque.

B. Wind Gusts

To see the performance of the controller robustness against
strong disturbances on the WT rotor speed, a simulation with
wind gusts is conducted following the DIN EN IEC 61400-1
standard [14]. In total, four wind gusts with an initial wind
speed of v, € {12,14, 16,18} m/s are tested. The simulation
results are shown in Figure [7] The generator torque is kept
constant. As the lowest gust with 12 m/s initial wind speed is
at the lower bound of the full load region the pitch reaches
zero degree in the dip of the wind speed before the main peak
of the gust therefore reaching the transition point from full
to partial load region of the WT leaving the controller design
range.

C. Fault Ride Through Scenario

A FRT scenario describes a voltage drop of a certain period
in the grid the WT system is connected to as, i.e., defined by
the European Union in [15]. Usually, national guidelines set
requirements for how the WT system should behave during
FRT, as shown in [16]. Due to the coupling of the mechanical
and electrical dynamics through the WT generator, a FRT
scenario does have impacts on the torque and pitch control of
the WT. Therefore, the FRT scenario for Germany described
in [16]] is set as a benchmark for a test of the MRC PDC-C.
The scenario describes a grid side voltage drop to O p.u. for
150 ms on the transmission voltage level. The turbine cannot
feed active power into the grid if no grid voltage is present.
As a result, the torque of the generator must be set to 0 p.u.
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Figure 7. WT system under MRC PDC-C in various wind gust scenarios
vg € {12,14,16,18} m/s (top left) in the full load region showing the
pitch B; (top right) and rotor speed w; (bottom left) response under constant
generator torque (bottom right) input.

for the time of the fault. To achieve the desired characteristics
through the reference model 77, is set to 25 ms. Therefore, the
generator torque reaches the desired reference torque of 0 p.u.
within the 150 ms. The controller parameters are not altered
from the original controller synthesis due to the linear behavior
of the torque system states. A depiction of the simulation
results, including the elastic drive train response, is shown
in Figure [8

D. Simultaneous Reference Change

So far, only the change in reference value for T, was presented.
In contrast, the pitch controller was only occupied with
returning the rotor speed to its nominal value as the turbulent
wind speed or changes in generator torque disturbed w;. The
capabilities of the MRC PDC-C include changes in w, and
T, simultaneously, as shown in Figure 9l Here, a change in
reference of T, and w; of —0.1 p.u. respectively occurs at
t = 10s and is referenced back to nominal at ¢ = 50s. As
the time constants T,¢ are chosen differently, the contribution
from the change of T}, to the total power change of —0.2 p.u.
is faster than the contribution from change in w;.

IV. DISCUSSION

The MRC PDC-C developed within this work showed
promising behavior within the conducted simulation studies.
Due to the TS model formulation, the approach can decouple
constraints to meet different desired design goals of the
WT system as similarly presented in [17]. If the nonlinear
behavior of the WT is modeled sufficiently enough through
the TS subsystems, analytical stability through a quadratic
Lyapunov function can be proven.

The simulation studies were conducted under ideal conditions,
and all states for the controller, as well as the premise variable,
were measurable without noise. Usually, an observer for the
unmeasurable states is developed, which can also be done

in the TS framework as shown in [18] and specified for
WT systems in [17]. The MRC PDC-C incorporates the
wind speed as the premise variable z = v, which needs to
be estimated. Various techniques exist, as shown in [19].
A reconstruction of the premise variable demands that
the controller synthesis is extended to include further TS
submodels into the controller synthesis, as shown in [17].
Therefore, the MRC PDC-C approach presented here should
be tested under the incorporation of a nonlinear observer
and sensor noise. Further, an extended controller synthesis
incorporating uncertainties by a reconstructed premise
variable should be conducted to assure stable behavior in
realistic WT systems.

Various simulation studies of the WT system under MRC
PDC-C found that increasing the rotor speed of the WT under
constant torque input was limited. Investigations showed that
a strong increase of w; from 0.5 p.u. to 1 p.u. with a time
constant of 7, = 10s and a constant wind speed of 16 m/s
demanded low pitch angles 5, with a simultaneously low
TSR. Therefore, by lowering ;, the torque coefficient first
increases and then decreases the rotor torque. This can be
imagined by a movement from the right-hand flank of the cq
surface in Figure [2] to the left Flank, moving over the ridge
of the surface, where the torque coefficient is its highest for
that TSR.

The FRT simulation studies do not incorporate an electrical
model in the simulation. Solely, the torque was changed
through the reference channel, incorporating a lower time
constant 77, for the reference model; therefore, no potential
interactions between the electrical and mechanical models
can be proven.

Future work should includes the implementation of sufficient
observers into the simulation and the expansion of the control
approach to the partial load region of the WT system. As rotor
speed increases through the reference signal shown unstable
behavior, the linearization points and the premise variables
could be extended to incorporate sufficient knowledge of the
cq surface. The controller, in theory, should then be capable
of controlling the WT in a larger operational region. To see
if the controller can perform sufficiently inside a WT system,
additional studies should be conducted incorporating electrical
models into the simulation. Additionally, tower and blade
models should be incorporated into the simulation to see the
effects of the control action on the structural elements of the
WT.

V. CONCLUSION

A novel nonlinear reference control structure through an MRC
PDC-C was presented. The controller is able to control a
WT system under various wind conditions in the full load
operational region, naming turbulent wind, wind gusts, and
an emulated FRT scenario. Furthermore, the rotor speed and
generator torque could be referenced simultaneously. Through
the enforced linear behavior of the nonlinear WT, the control
approach can meet the DVPP conditions, which assume the
near linear behavior of RES systems. Due to the flexible
controller design approach, it can be extended to various RES,
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of 16 m/s with a simultaneous change in torque and rotor speed reference
(middle two). Showing pitch response (top) and resulting generator power
(bottom).

allowing for compact controller synthesis for RES, which is
part of DVPPs.
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Table IT
NREL 5SMW TURBINE SPECIFICATIONS

Description Symbol Value Unit
Electrical power rating P rated 5 MW
g%cct]r;ﬁz;; Generator el 0.944

Rated generator torque T rated 43093.55 Nm
Rated generator speed We rated 1173.7 rpm
Rated mechanical power Prechrated 5297 MW
Cut in windspeed Veut in 3 mfs
Rated windspeed Vrated 114 m/s
Cut out windspeed Veut out 25 m/s
Cut in rotor speed Wr.cut in 6.9 rpm
Rated Rotor speed Wr rated 12.1  rpm
Gear ratio nG 97

Rotor radius R 63 m
Inertia Rotor Jr 38759227 kg m?
Inertia Generator Je 534.1 kg m?
Torsional stiffnes shaft ks 92214 Nm/rad
Torsional damping ds 660.54 Nms/rad
Max generator Torque T max 4740291 Nm
Max generator Torque rate 7 raemax 15000 Nm/s
Max Blade-Pitch rate Be rate.max 8 °Is
Peak Power Coefficient CP.opt 0.482
Tip-Speed-Ratio

at Peak Power Aopt 7.55

Coefficient
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