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WIND TURBINE SYSTEM USING A SAYONIUS
TYPE ROTOR )

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates to the combination of a
Savonius type rotor and a deflector plate device which
serves as an augmentation apparatus that considerably
increases the power output of the Savonius type rotor
and also improves its self-starting ability and smooth-
ness of operation. The invention also describes a novel
Savonius type rotor of greater efficiency than existing
Savonius type rotors. In connection with the rotor-
deflector combination, the invention also:features a
simple, automatic speed control mechanism which can
be efficiently used to facilitate stopping the rotor if
desired.

As used in this application, the term “Savonius rotor”
includes rotors having a shape as generally illustrated in
this application and in U.S. Pat. No. 4,359,311, as well as
rotors with two or more blades of the classic Savonius
type, wherein the rotor blades are generally semi-cylin-
drical in shape. This is in contrast to turbines which
have the inner edges of the blades fixed to adjoining
blades or to a central core, drum or shaft in such a
manner that there can be practically no crossing of the
fluid past the inner edges of the blades.

High speed propellor type turbines have dominated
the wind energy field largely because of their relatively
high efficiency. Slow speed turbines such as the
Savonius vertical axis turbine or the multi-blade hori-
zontal axis windmill used for pumping water have typi-
cally been of low efficiency and cannot complete with
the high speed propellor type for electrical power pro-
duction. However, in addition to other disadvantages,
there are some places where the high speed propellor
type turbine cannot be installed. For example, they
cannot be placed on floating platforms offshore because
of possible damage to the propellor by the rocking
motion of the platforms. They cannot be placed on top
of large area flat buildings because the wind would be
too unstable, and also the turbines would be too danger-
ous. With the high speed turbine, safety is an important
consideration, and since metal fatigue is related to the
number of stress reverses of high magnitude, it is diffi-
cult to predict when a blade may come loose from the
turbine.

The applicant’s U.S. Pat. No. 4,359,311 discloses a
three blade vertical axis turbine offering substantial
advantages over existing turbine devices.

As indicated in applicant’s patent, existing Savonius
type rotors have well known problems associated there-
with. For example, they have low starting torque when
. oriented at certain directions and their action is jerky
and pulsating under a load.

The present invention provides a novel, two blade
Savonius type rotor of considerably improved effi-
ciency, and somewhat better self-starting characteris-
tics. In addition, the present invention provides a
Savonius type rotor and deflector plate combination in
accordance with the principles of the present invention
which overcome the starting torque problem and gives
a much smoother operation than existing Savonius ro-
tors. The deflector plate augmentation device gives
operating improvement to Savonius rotors in addition
to considerably increased power output.
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SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

A particularly advantageous feature of the present
invention is the provision for a Savonius-type turbine of
increased efficiency. In combination with a simple,
inexpensive augmentation device, the Savonius-type
turbine can develop a power coefficient equivalent and
even somewhat better than the best unaugmented pro-
pellor type turbines. (In this case, the power coefficient
is based on a projected rotor area equal to the diameter
of the rotor times its length.)

While the augmented Savonius type rotor still has
some economic disadvantage of requiring a large
amount of material, the construction thereof is of rela-
tively low technology, and the augmented rotor’s high
efficiency goes far toward overcoming this deficiency.

The present invention is also advantageous in that it
exhibits greater reliability than propellor type devices
and in consequence, will have a much longer service
life. Maintainence will be low because of relatively few
moving parts. Accordingly, the cost of the present in-
vention over its lifetime will be substantially reduced.

Yet another advantage of the present invention is that
it can be operated safely in such places as on floating
offshore platforms. The present invention is particularly
suited to offshore locations as the Savonius type rotor is
rigidly controlled and cannot be easily damaged by
wave motion. Also, the overall support structure can be
made more simple because there will be no need to
provide for orientation in yaw as the platform can be
made to move under the influence of the wind and align
Savonius type rotor with the wind.

Another particular advantageous feature of the pres-
ent invention is that it might be used to harness energy
from ocean currents, such as the Gulf Stream. When so
used, there would be no need to change orientation in
yaw since the two blade Savonius type rotor could be
positioned on the ocean floor so as to be aligned with
the ocean current.

The present invention provides for improved design
for a Savonius-type rotor that is significantly more effi-
cient than the usual type of existing two blade Savonius-
type rotor. The rotor blade surfaces of the Savonius-
type rotor average a much closer distance to an imagi-
nary plane passing through the rotor axis and the edges
of the rotor blades at the rotor tips than previous de-
signs.

In a preferred embodiment, a deflector is placed in
front of a two blade Savonius-type rotor so as to act as
an augumentation device wherein the action of the
Savonius-type rotor becomes quite smooth, starting is
made possible at nearly a full load, with the wind from
any direction relative to the orientation of the rotor
blades, and considerably more efficiency is realized
than with the best unaugmented propellor type wind
turbines. The two blade Savonius type rotor of the
present invention is particularly adapted to augemnta-
tion by the deflector plate of the preferred embodiment
50 as to enable improvement in its performance charac-
teristics.

In the preferred embodiment of the present invention,
the augmented Savonius type rotor is configured for
rotation about a horizontal axis.

Yet another advantageous feature of a preferred em-
bodiment is the provision for a speed control apparatus.
In addition to other advantages, this enables the speed
of an alternator interconnected to the rotor to be syn-
chronized with a power line or the like or to reduce the
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speed of the Savonius type rotor relative to the wind,
particularly in high wind situations. In the preferred
embodiment, the speed control apparatus includes an
airfoil/air guide mounted in front of the rotor just above
the top of the deflector. The airfoil/air guide might be
interconnected to an electrical control device so as to
change its angle with the wind as the wind speed
changes, thereby regulating the rotor speed and power
output. Also, by orienting the airfoil/air guide at right
angles to the wind, enough wind can be cut off to re-
duce the rotor torque to only a minor amount, making
it easy to stop by mechanical means, either with no load
on the generator, or by also loading the generator. The
speed control apparatus enables the Savonius type rotor
to be operated normally in any except the most extreme
winds, simply by adjusting the tilt of the airfoil/air
guide. It will be appreciated that there are various op-
tions avialable in designing the speed control apparatus;
for example, the airfoil/air guide angle might be con-
trolled mechanically by a govenor. Furthermore, with
some modifications of design, it is believed possible to
allow the wind to tilt the airfoil/air guide by acting on
it directly. One such approach might include a plate
fastened in such a manner that when the wind force
becomes stronger than a predetermined amount, its
action would cause the plate to tilt the airfoil/air guide,
increasing the angle of the airfoil/air guide relative to
the wind or horizontal plane through the airfoil/air
guide axis. For light winds, a biasing mechanism such as
a spring might be utilized to hold the airfoil/air guide in
a neutral position at an oblique angle such as 25° relative
to a horizontal plane through the axis. When the wind
force increases sufficiently it overcomes the biasing
mechanism, moving the plate and increasing the angle
formed between the airfoil/air guide and the wind, or
the horizontal plane through the axis. Accordingly,
speed of the rotor is reduced. In the case of wind gusts,
the action of the deflector plate might be steadied by
known methods, such as by the use of shock absorbers.

If greater control is desired, a larger airfoil/air guide
placed in a slightly higher location can be utilized. In
areas where extremely high speed winds are improba-
ble, the Savonius type rotor of the present invention can
be designed to be strong enough to operate safely with-
out the speed control apparatus. A particularly advanta-
geous feature of the speed control apparatus is the abil-
ity to control the angle from which the wind enters the
rotor, thereby controlling the rotor speed or acting as a
substantial influence in stopping the rotor.

As previously discussed, a particularly advantageous
feature of one embodiment of the present invention is
the large increase in power made possible by use of the
augmentation device in conjunction with the Savonius
type rotor. In the preferred embodiment, the augmenta-
tion device includes a vertically orientated flat plate
positioned in front of the rotor on the side of the rotor
from which the wind is blowing. Accordingly, the aug-
mentation device exhibits extreme simplicity, ease of
construction, conservation of materials and low cost,
relatively slight space requirements for operation, and
ease of adjustment. Efficiency of the vertically extend-
ing flat plate is roughly that of a curved type of deflec-
tor. A critical dimension of the deflector is the height of
the upper edge of the deflector with respect to the rotor
axis of rotation. With any variation from the optimum
height, the efficiency falls off rapidly.

Additionally, in the preferred embodiment, the aug-
mentation device or deflector is placed on or relatively
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close to the ground to prevent wind from escaping
under the deflector, whereby such energy is essentially
lost to the rotor. The applicant has discovered that
along with the height of the upper edge discovered that
along with respect to the rotor, if there is a large gap
between the bottom of the deflector plate and the
ground there is a large power loss. The applicant has
also discovered that the horizontal length of the deflec-
tor with respect to the rotor makes a considerable dif-
ference. If the deflector length is no greater than the
rotor length a significant portion of the wind spills past
the sides and does not go through the rotor. This situa-
tion is somewhat analagous to that of an airplane wing.
Wings that have a higher aspect ratio have better lift
curve slopes. Pragmatically, in the preferred embodi-
ment, the deflector plate is extended a distance of one-
half the rotor diameter on each end of the rotor.

The applicant has further discovered that the distance
of the Savonius type rotor above the ground is an im-
portant factor. If the rotor blades come too close to the
ground, the air between each blade and the ground
cannot flow freely and there is some energy loss in that
area. It was found that a distance between the edge of
the blade and the ground of roughly 0.4 times the diam-
eter of a circle defined by the blades’ outer edges is
adequate to prevent constriction between the blades
and the ground in the case of the preferred embodiment.

The preferred embodiment of the present invention is
supported on wheels which travel along a circular track
so as to enable the rotor to be rotated about its center.
Control of the rotation or orientation in yaw might be
accomplished by electrical controls activated by a
nearby weathervane or the like. Although the center
support around which the rotor preferably turns in yaw
is stated as being at the rotor center, it will be appreci-
ated that it can be in other locations along a line through
the rotor center perpendicular to the rotor axis as
viewed from the top, although rotation about the rotor
center is preferred.

In yet other embodiments, the support about which
the rotor rotates or pivots in yaw might be located in
front of the rotor, and configured such that the orienta-
tion in yaw is controlled solely by the wind force. This
might be accomplished by substantially enlarging the
track around which the rotor wheel travels, redesigning
the support system to enable it to travel on a much
shortened track, or designing a stronger central pivot to
support the entire weight of the rotor to keep it com-
pletely off the ground.

In the preferred embodiment, the skeleton framework
of the rotor support is designed so that all principal
stresses are carried by beams either in tension or com-
pression instead of by bending moments in cantilevered
supports. Accordingly, very large loads can be carried
with a minimum of structural steel. Additionally, there
will be a saving by being able to support the rotor at
both ends instead of having a vertical axis rotor turning
about an axis supported only at one end.

Use of an augmentation device such as a deflector
plate is particularly suited to a horizontal axis rotor.
Augmentation of a vertical axis rotor would result in a
rotor which was no longer omnidirectional, since the
deflector plate would have to be rotated in yaw to
always be in the most favorable direction relative to the
wind. In addition, to avoid an excessive amount of air
escaping along the edge of the deflector plate that is
farthest from the rotor, the deflector plate would have
to be made quite large to minimize the loss at the rotor.
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It would take a strong support structure to contain the
powerful twisting effect of the wind on the deflector
plate. Considerable power would also be needed to
rotate the deflector plate in yaw against the wind.

These and various other advantages and features of
novelty which characterize the present invention are
pointed out with particularity in the claims annexed
hereto and forming a part hereof. However, for a better
understanding of the invention, its advantages and ob-
jects attained by its use, reference should be had to the
drawings which form a further part hereof, and to the
accompanying descriptive matter, in which there is
illustrated and described a preferred embodiment of the
present invention.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

In the drawings, in which like reference numerals and
letters indicate corresponding parts throughout the
several views,

FIG. 1is a diagrammatic view of a preferred embodi-
ment of a two blade Savonius type rotor in accordance
with the principles of the present invention;

FIG. 2 is a diagrammatic view of a rotor blade of the
embodiment shown in FIG. 1;

FIG. 3 is a cross-sectional view of the embodiment
shown in FIG. 1 illustrating construction details;

FIG. 4 is a partial elevational view of the rotor em-
bodiment shown in FIG. 1, illustrating two sets of struc-
tural ribs and braces;

FIG. 5 is an end elevational view of an embodiment
of a two blade horizontal Savonius type rotor similar to
that of FIG. 1 with an augmentation device including a
vertically flat plate;

FIG. 6 is a front side elevational view of the embodi-
ment shown in FIG. 5;

FIG. 7 is a top plan view of the embodiment shown in
FIG. §;

FIG. 8 is an end diagrammatic view of the embodi-
ment shown in FIG. 5;

FIG. 9 illustrates a method for tracing the outer
curved portion of the blades of the embodiment shown
in FIG. 1;

FIG. 10 is an end elevational view of an alternate
embodiment in accordance with the principles of the
present invention wherein the rotor is supported for
rotation about a vertical axis at a central support;

FIG. 11 is a front side elevational view of the embodi-
ment shown in FIG. 10;

FIG. 12 is a top plan view of the embodiment shown
in FIG. 16;

FIGS. 13A-C are diagrammatic views illustrating air
flow in the absence or presence of a deflector plate.
FIG. 13B shows redirection of air flow for greater
power than provided in FIG. 13A, and FIG. 13C shows
still further improvement by preventing air from escap-
ing under the rotor; and

FIGS. 14 through 17 are diagrammatic sketches illus-
trating shapes of various possible alternate embodi-
ments of deflector plates that might be used for augmen-
tation; FIG. 14 illustrating a convex surface facing the
wind for the entire length of the deflector, FIG. 15
illustrating a concave surface facing the wind, FIG. 16
illustrating a partially convex and partially flat wind-
facing surface, and FIG. 17 illustrating substantially flat
wind-facing surface angles so as to form an oblique
angle with the substantially horizontal ground surface
on a side facing the rotor.
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DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT

Referring now to the drawings, there is illustrated in
FIGS. 1-4 a preferred embodiment of a two blade
Savonius type rotor in accordance with the principles
of the present invention having a horizontal axis of
rotation and generally designated by the reference nu-
meral 20. Illustrated in FIGS. 5-8 is an embodiment of
a rotor assembly including the two blade Savonius type
rotor 20 utilized with an embodiment of a deflector
device 101 and an airfoil/air guide device 107 in accor-
dance with the principles of the present invention, the
rotor assembly being generally designated by the refer-
ence numeral 18. The rotor assembly 18 includes the
horizontal axis, two blade Savonius type rotor 20
mounted on a support structure 19 pivotal about a verti-
cal axis.

The rotor 20 includes two substantially identical
blades 21, 22 as generally diagrammatically illustrated
in FIG. 1. The blades 21, 22 are positioned for rotation
about a central axis 24, which is substantially horizontal
in the embodiment shown. An imaginary plane 23 is
shown passing through the horizontal central axis 24
and outer blade tips 25. It will be appreciated that as
illustrated in FIG. 1, the blades 21, 22 are positioned
much closer to the imaginary plane 23 than other
Savonius type rotor designs.

As illustrated in FIGS. 6 and 7, the preferred embodi-
ment of the rotor assembly 18 of the present invention
includes a circular end cap 26 at one end of the rotor 20
and a similar circular end cap 27 at the other end of the
rotor 20. The ends caps 26, 27 are interconnected by the
blades 21, 22 which are disposed syinetrically about the
horizontal central axis 24 and by a central shaft member
28 to which the blades 21, 22 are interconnected, which
may be either hollow or solid. It will be appreciated that
the rotor 20 may be arranged for rotation with respect
to support members 29, 30 at the ends thereof in any
suitable fashion. In the preferred embodiment, the
blades 21, 22 and the central shaft 28 are fastened to-
gether and the central shaft 28 is rotatably supported by
bearings in the support members 29, 30. As illustrated in
FIGS. 1 and 3, each of the blades 21, 22 has a curved
portion 31 from the outer edge 25 to a point 32 gener-
ally in the direction of the inner edge 41 and a second
curved portion 33 which is tangent to the first curved
portion 31 at the location 32. The second curved por-
tion 33 is an arc of a circle of relatively large radius in
the preferred embodiment, although alternatively the
section can have a curve of varying radii from one end
to the other and hence need not be the arc of a circle.
The curves of the blades 21, 22 define surfaces that are
generally concave with respect to the central axis 24.

The outer edge 25 of each blade 21, 22 lies on the
circumference of a circle 49 with a diameter D) whose
magnitude is variable since it is contemplated that the
rotor 20 may be constructed in various sizes. The circle
49 is centered on central axis 24 and defines the outer
periphery of the blades 21, 22. For purposes of this
specification, measurements of the preferred embodi-
ment will be expressed in terms of diameter D1.

As illustrated in FIGS. 3 and 4, each of the blades 21,
22 is reinforced by a plurality of ribs 34 spaced along the
shaft 28 between the end caps 26, 27. Orientation of the
blades 21, 22 is maintained by a plurality of cooperating
structural members 35, 36 and 37. Each of the ribs 34
consists of a lightweight structural section usually in the
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shape of a “T” which is fastened to the structural mem-
ber 35 usually in the shape of a hollow round section
which, in turn, is fastened to the sleeve-like member 37
positioned over the shaft 28 and extends radially from
the sleeve-like member to near the outer edges 25 of the
blades 21, 22. Rigidity of the assembly is maintained by
the diagonal structural members 36 interconnecting the
ribs 34 to the structural member 35. Further strength is
obtained by cutting the flanges from the ribs 34 at the
blade edges 41 and extending each of the ribs 34 to a
location 38 where they are fastened to the correspond-
ing structural member 35. This is illustrated in FIGS. 3
and 4 by reference numeral 34a, which designates such
an extension of the ribs 34. Each of the sleeve-like mem-
bers 37 are rigidly attached to the shaft 38. While the
above description is particularly suited for a very large
turbine, it will be appreciated that various other designs
are possible and that for very small rotors a much sim-
pler design would work. To further enhance perfor-
mance, a smooth, streamlined cover portion 39 might be
placed over the ribs 34 and their corresponding struc-
tural members 35 and 36.

Each of the blades 21, 22 is attached to the end caps
26, 27. Each of the end caps 26, 27 has an outer periph-
ery 40 as illustrated in FIGS. 1 and 3, which forms a
circle having a diameter D; which in the preferred
embodiment is 1.05 Dj. The circle 40 is centered about
the ceniral axis 24.

More particularly, the geometric configuration of a
preferred embodiment of the blades 21, 22 will now be
described, referring specifically to FIGS. 1-3.

The curved portion 31 of each of the blades 21, 22 in
cross-section forms a curve 80 as generally illustrated in
FIG. 2, which extends from a point 82 at the outer edge
25 of each of the blades 21, 22 to a point 83 where the
curved portion 31 is substantially tangent to the curved
portion 33 which forms the curve 88 in FIG. 2. If the
curve portion 88 or blade portion 33 is a straight line
parallel to the plane 23, the location 32 or point 83 will
be at the same location. However, if the blade portion
33 is at an angle directed toward the plane 23, the point
of tangency will be slightly to the right of where it now
is. The curved portion 31 represented by curve 80 in
FIG. 2 is laid out in a similar manner to that described
in U.S. Pat. No. 4,359,311 wherein the point of tan-
gency 83 is closer to the circle 49 than that of a circular
arc 48 which is tangent with the curve 88 at a point 47
and which is also tangent to the circle 49 at 82, the
circular arc 48 having its center at a point 46 on the
plane 23. However, it is different in that the dimensions
are larger in relation to the diameter of the rotor, and
the connecting curve 88 is tangent to the curve 80 at a
slightly different point. The curve portion 80 has a
progressively decreasing curvature toward the outer
edge 25. At the outer edge the radius of curvature is
quite large. The radius of curvature gets progressively
shorter and is shortest at the top of the curve. This is
characteristic of an elipse.

The maximum displacement of the blades from the
plane 23 is preferably less than 0.25D1 and most prefera-
bly 0.2D; and it occurs at location 32 in FIG. 1 or point
83 in FIG. 2. If the inner edge 41 of the blade portion 33
were extended on a surface containing the inner edge 41
and the plane 23, the blade portion 33 will preferably
cross the plane 23 at a location between 0.05Dy and
0.33D from the axis 24. The inner edge 41 is preferably
at a distance no greater than 0.1D1 from either side of
the plane 23, measured perpendicular to the plane 23.
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As generally discussed in U.S. Pat. No. 4,359,311,
hereby incorporated by reference, a pragmatic way of
defining the profile of the curve 80 is illustrated in FIG.
9. The curve 80 is nearly one quadrant of a skewed
ellipse whose major axis is one and one-half times its
minor axis and whose major axis is on a 15 degree skew.
The curve 80 is drawn by defining axis X—X; which is
at right angles to an axis Y—Y; and which passes
through the central axis 24 of the rotor 20. A point 50
and a point 51 are located on the axis X—X such that
the point 50 is a distance di which in the preferred
embodiment is 0.133 D from point 51. Distance d
represents one-half the minor axis of a skewed ellipse. A
straight edge 52 is marked with graduations a, b, and ¢
such that the distance from a to b is is 0.133 D and the
distance from a to c is 0.2 D; and which represents
one-half the major axis of the skewed ellipse. A line 53
is drawn through the point 50 such that the line 53
forms an angle of 15 degrees with the Y—Y axis, which
also extends through the point 50. The straight edge 52
is positioned and repositioned several times that the
graduation b remains on the line 53 and the graduation
¢ remains on the axis X—X at all times. The resulting
positions of a are plotted to give the ellipse curve 80
which may be described as a portion of a skewed ellipse
in which, in the horizontal cross-section, comprises the
profile of the outer convex side of the curved portion 31
of the blades 21, 22. Thus location 32 in FIG. 1 or point
83 in FIG. 2 is fixed by their geometric relation to por-
tion 31 and curve 80 respectively. If a straight line were
constructed tangent to the curve at point 32 it would be
parallel to plane 23. Referring to FIG. 9, by varying the
length of the minor axis a-b in relation to the major axis
a-c, and by changing the angle of the skew from 15°,
minor shifts in the point of tangency can be made.

From this description it will be appreciated that the
shape of the outer curve 80 is similar to that of U.S. Pat.
No. 4,359,311, except that the radius of curvature of the
outer curve 80 is larger with respect to the rotor dis-
tance D1 and the point 83 of tangency to the curve 88 by
the curve 80 is at a slightly different point than U.S. Pat.
No. 4,359,311.

As illustrated in FIG. 2, the curve 88 which has its
center at 87 is tangent to the curve 80 at the highest
point of the curve 80 and the radius d3 through the
points 83, 87 is at right angles to the plane 23 through
the blade tip point 82 and the rotor center 24. The curve
88 extends to the point 41 where it terminates a distance
d4 along its arc of curvature of 0.025 Difrom the plane
23 which passes through the points 82 and the rotor
center 24.

The distance d; from the point 82 located on vertical
line 84 to the point 86 located on radius line 85 is
d2=0.151 D,. Although the shaft 28 preferably has a
diameter D3=0.1 Dj, there is plenty of room left for an
even larger size shaft, if so desired. Applicant’s tests
have shown that a similar rotor showed no appreciable
loss in efficiency due to constriction of the wind passage
through the rotor blades 21, 22 and the size of the shaft
28. However, applicant has noticed that if the air pas-
sage in the vicinity of the shaft 28 is completely
blocked, there is a significant drop in efficiency.

The rotor blades 21, 22 and the shaft 28 should be
smooth. All rotor blade measurements are to the convex
surfaces of the rotor blades 21, 22. The maximum depth
ds of the curve 88 is preferably 0.2 D;.

From an overall design standpoint, the rotor blades
21, 22 of the preferred embodiment have a shape which
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permits economical and easy bracing by ribs and fasten-
ing to the central shaft.

By way of illustration, measurements for a preferred
embodiment of the rotor 20 and the rotor assembly 18
are provided below, all measurements being given in
terms of D1 of the rotor 20 which is the diameter of the
circle formed by the outer edges 25 of the rotor blades
21, 22:

D1=Dy
ds=0.2Dy
dij1=1.25Dy
Dy=1.05Dy
dg==0.768D1
di2=2.25D;
D3=0.1Dq
d7=0.165D1
dq3==2.00D,
d1=0.133D,
dg=0.3D1
d14=0.5D;
dy=0.151Dy
dg=0.075D1
d)5=0.575D
d3=0.775D,
dip=0.9D
d16=0.575D

d4=0.025D;

Although the design for the blade tip in the preferred
embodiment is nearly identical to that described in U.S.
Pat. No. 4,359,311, the blade tip section of the rotor can
be either larger or smaller in relation to rotor diameter.
Further, although the connecting curve 88 toward the
rotor center is a curve of radius d3=0.775D; with its
concave side facing the rotor ceater 24, the curve can
be of any radius that will trace an arc of a circle, which
if extended, would cross the plane 23 illustrated in FIG.
1. Also, the curve 88 can have various radii, providing
each section of the curve is concave on a side facing the
rotor center 24 and the end of the curve crosses the
plane 23. The curve from the general area of the point
83 toward the rotor center can also be a substantially
straight line. The line can be parallel to the plane 23 or
can be at an angle so as to cross the plane 23. The loca-
tion of the inside edge 41 of the blades 21, 22 in the
preferred embodiment as illustrated in FIG. 2 is the
optimum location for the particular geometric design
shown. However, it will be appreciated that if any of
the other configurations are selected for the curve 88,
the inner edge 41 might be located at other positions. If
the equivalent of the curve 88 is a straight line, the
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10
curve 80 should be extended in the area 83 to a new
point of tangency with the straight line.

The operation of the present invention as the appli-
cant understands it will now be described with particu-
lar reference to FIG. 1.

Wind traveling in a direction 89 relative to the rotor
20 enters the rotor 20 and follows paths 90, 91, 92, 94
through the rotor. Wind following the path 90 over the
convex side of the curves 31, 33 creates a suction which
creates a pulling force on the blade 21, while wind
following the path 92 creates a pushing force on the
blade 21. Wind escapes along the paths 93 and 91. Wind
following the path 94 along the convex side of the blade
22 exerts a pushing force which has a slowing effect on
the rotor 20. This is minimized to some extent by the
fact that as the wind follows the curve of the blade 22
there is a small centrifigal wind force acting counter to
the direct push of the wind. The centrifigal force is
maximum at the point of sharpest curvature. The net
effect of all the forces is a strong clockwise motion of
the rotor. Referring back to the wind action on the
blade 21, as the rotor turns while the wind moves for-
ward along the blade 21, the rotor changes the direction
of the air, tending to drag it toward the center of the
rotor. The wind naturally resists a2 change in its direc-
tion, thus exerting a suction on the rotor blade in the
direction of rotation. If the blade 21 is too long, that
same suction will have an effect of slowing down the
rotor. It therefore follows that the rotor will operate
quite efficiently if the section 33 of the rotor blade were
straight, providing the section made a favorable angle
with the plane 23, and the cutoff point 41 were at the
right location. Similarly, the blade section 33 could be
on a curve of different radius than the curve 88, as
shown, although it is believed that the curvature shown
in FIG. 2 gives better efficiency than any other configu-
ration.

Hlustrated in FIGS. 5-8 is a rotor assembly embody-
ing the principles of the Savonius type rotor of the
present invention. As illustrated in FIGS. 5-8, the rotor
20 is mounted with its axis horizontal. The rotor axis 24
is preferably 0.9D; above the ground. As previously
stated, at this.distance there is enough clearance be-
tween the rotor blades and the ground to allow the air
to flow freely, thus avoiding any significant loss of
power due to constriction between the rotor blades and
the ground. The rotor 20 might either be a two blade or
a three blade, but the preferred embodiment is a two
blade rotor, as previously described. The three blade
rotor of U.S. Pat. No. 4,359,311, is 20% less efficient
than the two blade rotor herein described, but exhibits
somewhat smoother power. However, the two blade
rotor is selected in the preferred embodiment because of
its greater efficiency. When the two blade rotor is used
with a vertical augmenting deflector plate 101 in front,
its action is greatly improved to the point that vibration
inherent in the two blade design is no longer an impor-
tant consideration. Moreover, the power output is in-
creased, Also, the two blade rotor will self-start at
nearly full load regardless of the static orientation of the
rotor blades. The rotor shaft 28 is held in place by the
support members 29, 30 and alternators 95, 96 are lo-
cated at each end of the shaft 28. The length d;; of the
rotor 20 in the preferred embodiment is 1.25D;.

If a large turbine is built, it will exert considerable
torque on the gear box at the generators because of the
slow speed and provision should be made for this in the
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design of the structural frame which holds the genera-
tors. In the embodiment shown, the section of a verti-
cally extending structural member 97 between locations
98, 99 might be strengthened in order to carry the load
to the intersections of the structural members, thus
avoiding excessive bending moments. If the member 97
is made sufficiently strong and securely fastened to a
horizontal member at 99, torsion will be converted to
compression and tension in the horizontal member. The
horizontal member will then transfer loads to the inter-
sections 104.

Preferably, the support structure 19 comprising a
structural steel assembly wherein nearly all of the
stresses are carried only in tension or compression on
axially loaded beams is such that there is only a minimal
amount of bending movement in the structural mem-
bers. If these principles are followed, large loads can be
carried with the beams relatively small in crosssection.
The structural design shown is provided for purposes of
illustration and it will be appreciated that alternative
structural approaches might be utilized. The support
structure preferably holds the rotor 20 so that its axis 24
is a distance dip equal to 0.9D1 above the ground repre-
sented by reference numeral 100.

The design for the vertical augmenting deflector
plate 101 as shown in FIGS. 5-8 is based on the require-
ments for a large rotor. The surface facing the wind is
preferably covered by a thin layer of aluminum for
smoothness. The deflector plate 101 is held in place by
very light vertical trusses 102 spaced generally as
shown in FIG. 7 and supported by horizontally extend-
ing beams 103 as generally shown in FIGS. 5 and 7. The
beams 103 are preferably anchored to the main struc-
ture 19 at the intersections of the structural members to
avoid intolerable bending moments in the members due
to the force of the wind. This might be accomplished by
transfering the load to intersection 104. The bottom
beam 103 is fastened to a horizontal member 105 and the
weight is carried by a member 106 to the intersection
104. It will be appreciated that the design of the deflec-
" tor and its support for a small wind turbine system
would be much simpler than the above specification.

In the preferred embodiment the deflector 101 prefer-
ably extends beyond the ends of the rotor 20 and prefer-
ably extends a distance of about one-half of the rotor
diameter beyond each end of the rotor 20 so that the
total length di; of the deflector 101 is 0.5D; plus 0.5D;
plus dy; for a total of 2.25D;. The applicant has found
that the longer the deflector 101, the better the effi-
ciency of the rotor 20, although any increase beyond
the preferred length will result in only a minor improve-
ment in power output, and might not be cost-effective.
The location of the top edge of the deflector plate 101
is critical and in the preferred embodiment it is a dis-
tance dj6 equal to 0.575D, from the rotor center, where
the rotor axis is 0.9D; above the ground and the angle
that a line between this edge and the rotor center 24
makes with the horizontal is 23 degrees. The horizontal
distance between the deflector plate 101 and a vertical
line through the rotor axis is 0.575D; Cos 23° or
0.529D1. The vertical distance between the top edge of
the deflector plate 101 and a horizontal plane through
the rotor axis is 0.575D) Sin 23° or 0.225D;. The appli-
cant has discovered that as the top edge of the deflector
plate 101 is reaised, the power drops off sharply. As it is
lowered, the power drops off more slowly. If the de-
flector plate 101 is curved or slanted so as to not form an
angle of 50° with the horizontal such that the air exits
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from the deflector plate 101 at a smaller angle, then the
top edge of the deflector plate 101 has to be higher for
maximum power production.

Some consideration should be given to safety at the
bottom edge of the deflector plate 101 when the rotor is
moved in yaw. Pragmatically, the bottom edge of the
plate could be raised a small distance above the ground,
or the bottom edge could be made of flexible material.

In the preferred embodiment as illustrated in FIGS.
5-8, an airfoil/air guide 107 is attached to the vertical
deflector framework 101, 102 by beams 109 at three
different locations as shown in FIG. 7. It is designed to
pivot about a center of rotation 110 which is a distance
do from the leading edge of the airfoil/air guide section
which has a width dg. The length of dg is 0.075D; and
the length of dg is 0.3D;. The airfoil/air guide 107 ex-
tends a distance of 3 of the diameter D beyond each
side of the rotor, making its total length dq3 the sum of
3D plus $D1 plus dq for a total of 2.0D;. The center of
rotation 110 of the airfoil/air guide is a distance d¢ equal
0.768D; in front of the rotor center and a distance dy
equal to 0.165D below the horizontal plane 23 through
the rotor center 24. The center of rotation is at the
center of pressure of the airfoil/air guide section within
the working range for various angles of approach. The
airfoil section 107 in the preferred embodiment is Na-
tional Advisory Committee for Aeronautics (NACA)
standard 0015; however, it will be appreciated that
there are a number of other sections that would give
good results.

In one embodiment, the angle the airfoil/air guide
107 makes with the wind would be set by controls gov-
erned by the speed of the rotor 20. For speeds below the
rating of the alternator in the preferred embodiment,
the airfoil/air guide 107 would be fixed in a position
which makes a 25 degree angle with the wind as shown
in FIG. 8. As the speed increased, the controls would
increase the angle which the air guide 107 makes with
the wind, thus avoiding overloading of the alternator.
An example of this is illustrated in FIG. 5 wherein the
air guide 107 is shown in phantom line at an alternate
position which reduces the power output to roughly
eight per cent of the maximum power.

The entire rotor assembly 20 rotates in yaw about a
central vertical shaft 111 shown in FIG. § (and not
shown in FIGS. 6 and 7). To avoid the possibility of
overturning, it may be desirable to anchor the shaft 111.
The entire structure is supported on wheels 112 that
travel on a circular track 113. Orientation in the wind is
controlled by a wind sensor nearby (not shown). The
wind sensor would activate a mechanism in the rotor
assembly (not shown) that would slowly turn it in the
correct direction so as to face into the wind. Possible
methods include a system of mechanical power trans-
mission connected to the central vertical shaft 111 or
electrical power can be transmitted to small motors in
some or all of the wheels 112 causing them to rotate in
the correct direction to orient the rotor. The latter
approach is the preferred one.

It will be appreciated that alternate embodiments of
the rotor assembly 20 might be constructed in accor-
dance with the principles of the present invention so as
to enable the rotor assembly 20 to rotate or pivot about
a vertical axis. For example, FIGS. 10 through 12 show
a rotor assembly 129 having the two blade Savonius
rotor 20 aerodynamicaily similar to the preferred em-
bodiment, yet the rotor assembly 129 is made to rotate
in yaw about a central shaft 134 which also serves as the
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support for the rotor assembly 129. Accordingly, it is
unnecessary for any other part of the rotor assembly 129
to touch the ground for support. The rotor assembly
129 includes the Savonius type rotor 20 which is sup-
ported at the top of a cylinder 133 which in turn is
pivotally mounted on a cylinder 134. The cylinder 134
is firmly embedded in the ground, preferably in con-
crete or the like. The deflector plate 101 is similar to
that of the preferred embodiment except that it is pref-
erably somewhat shorter. A fantail device 136 is fas-
tened to the cylinder 133 to keep the rotor assembly 129
properly oriented into the wind.

The operation of the present invention will now be
described with particular reference to FIG. 8. Wind
entering the rotor follows paths 89 and 114. The airfoil-
/air guide 107 is in the neutral position, as it is the posi-
tion of maximum power production. If it is rotated so
that angle 9 is either larger or smaller than 25 degrees,
the power production will become less. The applicant
has found that under one set of test conditions, as the
angle 0 was increased, there was a well-defined sharp
drop in power between the angles of 30 degrees and 60
degrees. This would indicate easy power control by
measured automatic changes in the angle 0 the airfoil-
/air guide 107 makes with the wind. At 90 degrees, the
power output was roughly eight per cent of the opti-
mum, representing low speed and torque. At this point,
the turbine could be shut down if desired.

Use of the airfoil/air guide 107 is optional and at the
optimum the rotor 20 will generate about the same
amount of power without it. As discussed earlier, the
top edge of the deflector plate 101 in relation to the
rotor height is critical. If it is higher or lower than the
preferred embodiment shows, the power output will be
significantly less. Illustrated in FIGS. 13A-C are dia-
grammatic views illustrating air flow in the absence and
presence of deflectors, and the improvement in air flow
when the bottom edge is at or near the ground line. If a
deflector other than the vertical flat plate is used, then
the angle that it makes with the wind is nearly as impor-
tant as its height. FIGS. 14 through 17 show various
possibilities for shape of the deflector 101. FIG. 14
shows the deflector 101 with a convex surface facing
the wind along its entire width. FIG. 15 shows the
deflector 101 with a concave surface facing the wind.
This surface might also be partially flat. FIG. 16 shows
the deflector 101 partially curved along a top portion
122 and partially flat along a bottom portion 120 with
the convex surface facing the wind. The efficiency with
this deflector is nearly as good as with the vertical flat
plate. It should be noted that the top edge of the deflec-
tor is somewhat higher relative to the rotor than is the
top edge of the vertical flat plate. In this embodiment,
the top edge of the deflector plate 101 is a distance
di5=0.575D from the rotor center, and the angle that
a line between this edge and the rotor center 24 makes
with the horizontal is 12.6 degrees. The curve has a
radius of di4=0.5D; and the central angle from the top
of the curved portion 120 to a horizontal line is 53 de-
grees. The bottom edge of the curve is tangent to the
vertical plate extending to the approximate ground line.
FIG. 17 shows the deflector 101 having a flat surface
facing the wind at an angle.

It is to be understood that even though numerous
characteristics and advantages of the invention have
been set forth in the foregoing description, together
with details of the structure and function of the inven-
tion, the disclosure is illustrative only, and changes may

10

20

25

35

45

60

65

14

be made in detail, especially in matters of shape, size and
arrangement of parts within the principles of the inven-
tion, to the full extent indicated by the broad general
meaning of the terms in which the appended claims are
expressed.

What is claimed is:

1. A Savonius rotor assembly for interacting with a
moving fluid, comprising:

(a) a support framework;

(b) a rotor mounted on the support framework for
rotation about a central horizontally extending
axis, the rotor having two blades disposed symetri-
cally about the central horizontally extending axis,
each of the blades having an outer edge and an
inner edge with respect to the central, horizontally
extending axis, the outer edges of the blades lying
on a circle defining a diameter of the rotor, the
blades further having a first curved portion and a
second curved portion, the first curved portion
beginning at the outer edge and terminiating at the
second curved portion with the first curved por-
tion defining a surface generally concave with
respect to the central, horizontally extending axis,
the first curved portion having a radius of curva-
ture which becomes progressively less from the
outer edge to the second curved portion, the sec-
ond curved portion coming progressively closer to
a plane containing the central, horizontally extend-
ing axis and the outer edge of the blade as the sec-
ond curved portion extends from the first curved
portion to the inner edge of the blade, the maxi-
mum displacement of the blades from the plane
being less than one-quarter of the diameter of the
rotor; and

(c) a deflector member extending along the length of
the rotor and beyond the ends of the rotor and
positioned on a side of the rotor facing the direc-
tion from which the fluid is flowing, a top edge of
the deflector member being positioned below a
substantially horizontal plane extending through
the central, horizontally extending axis of the ro-
tor.

2. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, the Savonius rotor assembly further including
an airfoil member disposed proximate the top edge of
the deflector member and extending substantially along
the length of the rotor, the airfoil member being pivot-
able about an axis on the windward side of the top edge
of the deflector and substantially parallel to the central,
horizontally extending axis, the pivot point being placed
ahead of the trailing edge of the airfoil member by at
least one-third of the chord distance measured toward
the leading edge of the airfoil member.

3. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the point of tangency of the first
curved portion with the second curved portion is closer
to the circle defining the diameter of the rotor than the
point of tangency of the second curved portion and a
circular arc which is tangent to the circle defining the
diameter of the rotor at the outer edge of the blade and
having its center at a point on the plane containing the
central, horizontally extending axis and the outer edge
of the blade.

4. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, the second curved portion of each of the blades
having a uniform radius of curvature and terminating at
the inner edge before crossing the plane containing the
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"central, horizontally extending axis and the outer edge
of the blade.

5. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the support framework is mounted for
rotation about a substantially vertical axis.

6. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, the Savonius rotor assembly further including
an airfoil member disposed proximate the top edge of
the deflector member and extending substantially along
the length of the rotor, the airfoil member being pivot-
able about an axis on the windward side of the top edge
of the deflector and substantially parallel to the central,
horizontally extending axis, the pivot point of the airfoil
member being located proximate the center of pressure
on the airfoil member created by the moving fluid.

7. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the first curved portion has a shape
characteristic of part of an ellipse whose major axis is
skewed.

8. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claiin 1, wherein the second curved portion terminates
at a location on either side of and removed from the
plane containing the central, horizontally extending axis
and the outer edge of the blade by less than one-tenth of
the diameter of the rotor.

9. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the second curved portion, if extended
along an imaginary surface, crosses the plane containing
the central, horizontally extending axis and the outer
edge of the blade at a location removed from the central
axis by less than one-third of the diameter of the rotor.

10. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein a bottom edge of the deflector member
extends down substantially to ground level. '

13. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 5, wherein the support framework is mounted for
rotation about the substantially vertical axis on wheel
means for travel along track means.

12. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 5, wherein the support framework is supported
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for rotation about a substantially vertical axis by central
vertical shaft means.

13. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 2, wherein the airfoil member extends beyond the
ends of the rotor.

14. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the deflector member includes a sub-
stantially vertical flat plate member.

15. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the deflector member includes a sub-
stantially flat plate member facing the fluid at an angle.

16. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the deflector member includes a con-
vex surface facing the fluid.

17. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the deflector member includes a par-
tially curved portion with a convex side facing the fluid
and a partially flat portion.

18. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the deflector member includes a par-
tially curved portion with a concave side facing the
fluid and a partially flat portion.

19. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the deflector member includes a con-
cave surface facing the fluid.

20. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the deflector member includes a
curved portion with a convex side facing the moving
fluid, a top edge portion of the deflector member ex-
tending substantially parallel with the direction of the
fluid flow and of substantially the same height as the
height of a plane of fluid flow through the rotor axis.

21. A Savonius rotor assembly in accordance with
claim 20, wherein the curved portion of the deflector
member makes an angle within #=10° of the direction in
which the fluid is flowing, the top edge of the deflector
member extending not more than 0.15 of the diameter of

the rotor beyond a mid-section of the rotor.
* % * ¥ Xk
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