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1 Motivation

- only 1/10th of construction material of conventional plant, Fig. 1
- higher altitudes with stronger and more persistent winds

- therefore lowest cost of energy than any other technology
 Question: what does a good kite power plant design look like and

4 Structured Sensitivity Analyses

One parameter and/or its bounds are changed in a range of values,
while all other design parameters are re-optimized, Fig. 4-5.
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Fig. 3: Flight path of utility-scale biplane at 10 m/s wind speed.
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Further Reading: Power curve “shaping” parameters.
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