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Abstract: With the continuous utilization of renewable energy, the number of onshore wind turbines is
increasing. Small design improvements can save costs and facilitate the maintenance and repair of the
wind turbine foundation. In this paper, an existing gravity expansion foundation with an anchor cage is
improved. Our improvements further expand the space inside the foundation and reduce the length of
the anchor bolt, which could reduce the costs and facilitate construction. To study the performance of
the new foundation, a three-dimensional finite element model of the foundation–soil–anchor bolt was
established via a finite element simulation. The damage evolution of the foundation was simulated with
the concrete damage plasticity model (CDP). The separation ratio, foundation settlement, inclination
ratio, reinforcement stress, foundation stress, and foundation damage of the new foundation under
ultimate load conditions were analyzed. The influence of parameters h1 and b3 on the performance of
the foundation was further studied. The finite element analysis results show that the tensile stress of
concrete can be effectively reduced by appropriately increasing the corbel height and ring beam width
of the foundation. The results also show that the improved wind turbine foundation force is reasonable
and can meet the use of the actual project requirements on the level of finite element analysis.

Keywords: onshore wind turbine foundation; damage evolution; concrete damage plasticity model
(CDP); finite element method

1. Introduction

With the continuous development of wind resources, the number of wind farms is
increasing. Onshore wind power is a mature technology, and its development costs are
much lower than that of offshore wind power. Figure 1 shows the installed capacity of
global onshore and offshore wind farms from 2018 to 2022, according to statistics released
by the Global Wind Energy Council (GWEC). Although the proportion of onshore wind
farms has declined in the past two years, onshore wind farms still account for a large
proportion of the entire wind power market [1]. Figure 2 shows the net new capacity of
onshore wind power by country and region (2022–2024) [2]. Onshore wind power has
continued to develop in the past five years, maximizing the power generation per megawatt
installed capacity. In this process, as the fan becomes larger, the hub height becomes higher,
the rotor diameter becomes larger, and the probability of the tower bending, the foundation
overturning, the untimely replacement of anchor bolts, the deterioration of foundation
cracks, and many other problems that will cause great harm to the fan increases. The
market has put forward higher requirements for the safety performance of wind turbines.
Therefore, the stress analysis and design of an onshore wind turbine’s foundation structure
are very important [3,4].
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The working environment of wind turbines is very wet and harsh, which is because 
they are usually built in mountainous and open areas. The foundation is subjected to a 
combination of torque–vertical load–horizontal load–bending moment load (T-V-H-M) 
under operating conditions. The crack monitoring, fatigue damage, and vibration re-
sponse of the wind turbine foundation have become the focus of research. Jack McAlorum 
et al. [5] proposed a method to determine and characterize the crack deterioration in the 
foundation of onshore wind turbines. Evans Amponsah, Zhiquan Wu et al. [6] used the 
double K crack propagation criterion to evaluate the stability of horizontal crack propa-
gation in the foundation of an onshore wind turbine. Xue Bai, Minjuan He et al. [7] studied 
the fatigue behavior of an onshore wind turbine foundation and the influence of cyclic 
load on stress distribution. Bryan Puruncajas et al. [8] carried out structural health moni-
toring of an offshore wind turbine jacket foundation with only vibration response through 
a convolutional neural network. In addition, the study of structural vibration theory plays 
an important role in many fields of structure and foundation engineering [9–15]. The soil–
structure interaction will cause a vibration response in the wind turbine foundation, 
which may cause damage to the foundation [16–18]. With the advent of the big data era, 
artificial intelligence [19–23] is gradually becoming an important tool in structural 
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The working environment of wind turbines is very wet and harsh, which is because
they are usually built in mountainous and open areas. The foundation is subjected to a
combination of torque–vertical load–horizontal load–bending moment load (T-V-H-M)
under operating conditions. The crack monitoring, fatigue damage, and vibration response
of the wind turbine foundation have become the focus of research. Jack McAlorum et al. [5]
proposed a method to determine and characterize the crack deterioration in the foundation
of onshore wind turbines. Evans Amponsah, Zhiquan Wu et al. [6] used the double K
crack propagation criterion to evaluate the stability of horizontal crack propagation in
the foundation of an onshore wind turbine. Xue Bai, Minjuan He et al. [7] studied the
fatigue behavior of an onshore wind turbine foundation and the influence of cyclic load
on stress distribution. Bryan Puruncajas et al. [8] carried out structural health monitoring
of an offshore wind turbine jacket foundation with only vibration response through a
convolutional neural network. In addition, the study of structural vibration theory plays
an important role in many fields of structure and foundation engineering [9–15]. The soil–
structure interaction will cause a vibration response in the wind turbine foundation, which
may cause damage to the foundation [16–18]. With the advent of the big data era, artificial
intelligence [19–23] is gradually becoming an important tool in structural engineering and
other fields. Jonathan De Anda et al. [24] proposed an optimization method for wind
turbine towers and provided important design parameters for them.
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The common tower types of wind turbines are steel towers, concrete towers, steel
lattice towers, hybrid towers, and guyed rods [25]. Most onshore wind turbines are built
on extended foundations, which are divided into gravity foundations and anchor pile
foundations. As shown in Figure 3, there are two ways to connect the tower and the
foundation in the extended foundation: one is to embed the tower directly into the concrete
foundation slab (‘foundation ring’); the other is to fix the bottom flange of the tower on the
concrete by using prestressed bolts (‘anchor cage ring’) [26].
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The foundation ring is widely used because of its simple structure, large production,
convenient quality control, and convenient installation [28,29]. However, with the popu-
larization and application of high hub and large capacity wind turbines, the anchor cage
ring has gradually become the configuration used for the connection of large capacity
wind turbines, with it replacing the foundation ring. As shown in Figure 4, the circular
foundation [30–32] and annular foundation are both extended foundations, which are
often used in wind turbines. However, both types of foundations are inconvenient for the
maintenance and replacement of anchors.
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Figure 4. Schematic diagram of (a) a circular foundation, (b) a ring foundation under a towering
structure, and (c) a ring wind turbine foundation under a concrete tower.

Therefore, this paper proposes an improved foundation form suitable for steel towers
that expands the space in the lower area of the foundation, which is not only conducive to
the maintenance and replacement of bolts but also reduces the cost of materials.

To facilitate the study, we selected a foundation in practical engineering and took its
specific size, materials, and load parameters. Figure 5 shows the size parameters of the
foundation and the details of the anchor bolts. A total of 192 anchor bolts were used on
the foundation, which were evenly distributed in the overhanging part of the foundation.
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Table 1 explains the meaning of the size parameters and the corresponding values. The size
of the lower maintenance space can be changed by changing the parameters h1 and b3.
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Table 1. The size of each part of the foundation.

Name Sign Value Unit

Radius of the foundation plate R1 10.00 m
Radius of the foundation column R2 4.0 m

Foundation edge height H1 0.85 m
Variable cross-section height of the foundation H2 1.65 m

Column height H3 1.90 m
Upper cavity radius r1 1.7 m

Radius of the lower cavity r2 2.975 m
Upper cavity height h1 3.0 m
Lower cavity height h2 1.4 m

Distance between the ground bolt and the inner cavity b1 0.775 m
Distance from the ground bolt to the side wall b2 0.5 m
The thickness of the side wall of the column b3 1.025 m

Tower bucket force width b f 0.64 m
Load acting force elevation H f 0.465 m

Original buried depth of the foundation hd 3.9 m
Foundation backfill thickness hb 0.4 m

Excavation slope P 1:0.5 /
Width of the foundation working face b 1 m

The purpose of this paper is to study the influence of parameters h1 and b3 on the
stress of the foundation via numerical simulation. According to the simple mechanical
principle, the author puts forward a preliminary conjecture: when the load is constant,
the maximum tensile stress value of the most dangerous place in the upper part of the
foundation increases with the increase in h1 and decreases with the increase in b3.

2. Load Transfer Mechanism and Failure Mode

The load transfer mode of spread footing mainly relies on the bond between the
foundation ring and the concrete, and the friction between the concrete and the side wall
of the foundation ring to transfer the upper load to the lower foundation concrete. The
foundation force characteristics, as well as the transfer characteristics, have been studied by
scholars [33,34]. The damage around the steel ring of the spread footing is more obvious,
which is prone to the problems of sliding of the steel ring and cracking of the surrounding
concrete. The anchor foundation solves the above problems well. There is no contact
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between the anchor rods and the concrete. There is usually a layer of pipe on the outside of
the anchor. Both ends of the anchor are fixed to the surface of the upper and lower anchor
plates. There is face-to-face hard contact between the anchor plate and the foundation. The
bottom flange transfers the upper load to the foundation through the anchor. As shown in
Figure 6, the moment can be converted into the pressure of the anchor ends on the concrete.
The relationship between them is as follows:

M = P·D1 (1)
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The vertical force is converted into a homogeneous pressure on the foundation of the
flange. The torque and the horizontal force are mainly converted into shear forces on the
anchor rod. The shear force is converted through the anchor into pressure on the concrete
by the anchor. The foundation is always under pressure throughout the entire stressing
process. This takes full advantage of the excellent compressive capacity of the concrete,
thus avoiding tensile cracking of the concrete foundation around the foundation ring. In
the event of corrosion or fracture of the anchor rods, the lower space can be accessed for
timely replacement.

As shown in Figure 6, the annular foundation is divided into three parts: the corbel,
side wall, and bottom plate. According to the specification, the reinforcement calculation of
each part is completed. The upper load is transmitted to the side wall through the corbel of
the foundation. Finally, it is transmitted to the foundation plate, causing the pressure to
change between the foundation and the ground. The foundation may undergo structural
damage under external loads. For example, the concrete cracking area being too large, the
bolt being broken in a large area, punching failure, shear failure, local compression failure
of the concrete, and so on. In addition, the separation area between the foundation and
the soil, the Inclination of the foundation itself, the settlement of the foundation, and the
inclination of the foundation should be strictly controlled.

As shown in Figure 4, (a) is the traditional ring foundation size and (b) is the new ring
foundation. These foundations are considered gravity foundations that use the weight of
the foundation and the weight of the backfill to resist overturning loads. The idea of using
convex cavities is to reduce material costs and increase construction space. Compared
with the traditional ring foundation, the new type of foundation has different stress and
damage modes.

The wind turbine foundation test needs to consider the influence of loading boundary
conditions, the scale model, and other factors. The test method has high time and economic
costs, and the operation is complicated. Some scholars have studied the mechanical
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characteristics and damage of wind turbine foundations by using numerical simulation.
The accuracy of numerical simulation results is improved by considering the influence of
the concrete plastic damage model, soil nonlinearity, mesh accuracy, and contact between
different components [35–38]. Therefore, this paper mainly establishes a three-dimensional
coupling model of anchor–foundation–soil through ABAQUS 2020. We mainly analyze the
foundation detachment, foundation tilt, concrete and steel stress state, and tensile damage
under extreme load conditions. The focus is to study the stress and structural damage of
the new foundation, and to verify the feasibility of the reinforcement scheme. Furthermore,
the influence of foundation size parameters h1 and b3 on the foundation’s performance is
studied by numerical simulation.

3. Finite Element Model
3.1. Modeling Materials

The model takes into account the foundation concrete, steel bars, high-strength grout-
ing layer (HSGL), prestressed anchor cage, and soil. To improve the computational effi-
ciency and reduce the tolerable accuracy, the details of the bolt hole and the anchoring end
are not considered in the model. Table 2 shows the density ρ, elastic modulus E, Poisson ′s
ratio ν, linear expansion coefficient α, and element type of various materials. The anchor
rod in the foundation uses the cooling method to apply prestress. The other anchor plates
and steel bars do not need to apply the corresponding prestress. The selection of parameters
refers to the relevant specifications [39]. Only the soil and the concrete of the foundation
part consider the nonlinearity of the material. We adopt the concrete damage plasticity
(CDP) model for the concrete and the Mohr–Coulomb model for the soil. Table 3 shows the
parameters of the Mohr–Coulomb model of soil. It is used because it is generally accepted
and the parameters are easy to obtain [40,41]. All grids are structured. The unit types
are mainly C3D8R (i.e., eight-node brick, reduced integration) and T3D2 (i.e., two-node
3D truss).

Table 2. Material parameters.

Material ρ (kg/m3) E (MPa) ν α Unit Type Material Model

Concrete 2450 32,500 0.2 / C3D8R CDP
HSGL 2450 38,000 0.2 / C3D8R elasticity

Reinforcement 7850 200,000 0.3 / T3D2 elasticity
Anchor plate 7850 206,000 0.3 / C3D8R elasticity
Anchor bar 7850 206,000 0.3 1.2× 10−5 T3D2 elasticity

Flange 7850 206,000 0.3 / C3D8R elasticity

Table 3. Parameters of the Mohr–Coulomb model in ABAQUS 2020.

Material ρ (kg/m3)
E

(MPa) ν
Angle of Dilation

ψ (◦)
Angle of Friction

ϕ (◦)
Cohesive Yielding

Stress (kPa)
Absolute Plastic

Strain

Soil 1800 50 0.3 0.1 30 50 0

3.2. Concrete CDP Model

The CDP model is a continuous, plastic-based damage model. It is often used for the
damage analysis and crack distribution prediction of reinforced concrete structures. The
model was proposed by Lubliner et al. [42] and then improved by Lee and Fenves [43].
The CDP model in ABAQUS can simulate the damage evolution of concrete conveniently
and accurately. It is suitable for nonlinear compressive and tensile behavior. Therefore, we
adopt this model for the foundation concrete in this study. It is assumed that the CDP model
can determine the tensile and compressive behavior of concrete. Figure 7 shows the specific
behavior of the model. The CDP model can be used to study the tensile cracking and
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compression failure of wind turbine foundation concrete. Equations (2) through (10) give
the stress—strain relationship of concrete under uniaxial tensile load and compressive load:

σt = (1−dt)Ecε (2)

dt =

 1− ρt
[
1.2− 0.2x5], x ≤ 1

1− ρt
αt(x−1)1.7+x

, x > 1
(3)

ρt =
ft,r

Ecεt,r
(4)

x =
ε

εt,r
(5)

σc= (1− dc)Ecε (6)

dc =

 1− ρcn
n−1+xn , x ≤ 1

1− ρc
αc(x−1)2+x

, x > 1
(7)

ρc =
fc,r

Ecεc,r
(8)

n =
Ecεc,r

Ecεc,r − fc,r
(9)

x =
ε

εc,r
(10)
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αt/c—parameter of the descending section of concrete uniaxial tensile/compressive
stress–strain curve, given in the Code for Design of Concrete Structures in the United States,
China, and other countries [39];

ft/c,r—concrete uniaxial tensile/compressive strength;
εt/c,r—peak tensile/compressive strain of concrete corresponding to;
dt/c—evolution parameter of concrete uniaxial tensile/compressive damage.
According to the energy equivalence hypothesis [44], the stress–strain relationship of

materials can be expressed in terms of Equations (11) and (12). By substituting Equation (11)
into Equation (2), Equation (13) can be obtained. By substituting (12) into (6), Equation (14)
can be obtained. Figure 8 shows the stress–strain relationship and damage–strain relation-
ship of the C40 concrete under uniaxial compression and tension. The specific damage
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evolution parameters Dt and Dc with the CDP model are input into ABAQUS for further
calculation. The calculation is easier to converge when Dt and Dc are used [45]. Table 4
shows some of the properties defined in ABAQUS for establishing the CDP model. The
tensile damage parameters and compressive damage parameters obtained from the simula-
tion results represent the severity of tensile damage and compressive damage of concrete
elements. Before loading, the concrete has no tensile damage, and the parameter is 0. In the
extreme stage close to the ultimate strength of the structure, the parameters are very close
to 1. This represents complete damage to the foundation concrete.

σt = Ec (1 −Dt)
2ε (11)

σc = Ec (1 −Dc)
2ε (12)

Dt= 1−
√

1−dt (13)

Dc= 1−
√

1− dc (14)
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Table 4. CDP model parameters.

Dilation Angle Eccentricity fb0/fc0
(Biaxial/Uniaxial Ratio) K Viscosity Parameter

30◦ 0.1 1.16 0.667 0.004

The dilation angle and eccentricity are the parameters related to the yield surface
flow rule. K is the influence parameter of concrete yield form; fb0 and fc0 are the biaxial
compressive strength and uniaxial compressive strength of concrete, respectively, and
the ratio of the two is the recommended value of the specification [39]; µ is the viscosity
parameter defined in the CDP model. The larger it is, the easier the calculation is to
converge, and the smaller it is, the higher the calculation accuracy is. When 0.0005 is taken,
it can meet the requirements of accuracy and convergence at the same time.

3.3. Finite Element Model in ABAQUS
3.3.1. Finite Element Contact and Boundary Conditions

Figure 8 shows the details of the finite element 3D model. All the steel bars in ABAQUS
are built into the foundation. The bottom surface of the high-strength grouting layer is
bound to the top surface of the foundation. The bottom of the soil is completely fixed. The
horizontal displacement of the soil side surface and the rotation of the z-axis are limited.
The upper surface of the soil is completely free. To avoid the influence of the soil boundary
effect [46], the soil model needs a large geometric size. In this paper, a geometric model of
soil with a diameter of 120 m and a height of 17.6 m is established.
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The model is a multi-interface contact finite element model. The setting of contact
parameters determines the accuracy and convergence speed of the calculation. The surface
contact settings in the model take into account the normal behavior and tangential behavior.
In the tangential behavior, the friction formula uses a penalty method. The interface
element method can better simulate complex geometric shapes and material properties,
but it requires more computing time and memory space. The face-to-face contact method is
more simple and easier to use. The reason why hard contact is used as normal behavior
and friction is used as tangential behavior is that we pay more attention to the detachment
and slip behavior between surfaces, which is of great significance to the safety of the
foundation. Different friction coefficients are used between different materials, and the
friction coefficient between the concrete and steel plate is set to 0.70 [47]. The friction
coefficient between the steel plates is set to 0.80 [48]. The friction coefficient between
the concrete and soil is assumed to be 0.40 [49]. Table 5 shows the contact parameters
in ABAQUS.

Table 5. Contact parameters.

Contact Pair Type Tangential Behavior
(Coefficient of Friction) Normal Behavior

Flange–Anchor plate 1

Surface-to-surface contact

0.80

Hard contact
Anchor plate 1–HSGL 0.70

Foundation–Anchor plate 2 0.70
Foundation–Soil 0.40

3.3.2. Loading Method and Analysis Steps

The model is subjected to a variety of forces including gravity, prestress, overburden
pressure, vertical force V, horizontal force H, torque T, and bending moment M. The
load used in the simulation is the extreme condition data in the existing project. The
model is simplified, and the upper soil of the foundation is not modeled. The calculated
uniform earth pressure is applied to the top of the foundation. The bending moment and
concentrated force are applied to the center point of the top of the flange. The center point is
coupled with the top surface of the flange. Figure 9 shows the details of the load application.
Table 6 shows the specific value of the above load. The negative sign indicates the negative
direction of the coordinate axis.
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Table 6. Load data under extreme conditions.

Gravity (m/s2)
Uniform Distributed Soil

Pressure (USP) (Pa) V (kN) H (kN) T (kN·m) M (kN·m)

−9.8 −49,371.4 −4779.86 −917.19 −7254.68 100,560.8
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To obtain the initial stress of the prestressed anchor bolt, the model is simplified. The
prestressed anchor bolt adopts the T3D2 element, which does not consider the modeling
details of bolt holes and bolts so as to improve the calculation efficiency and reduce the
tolerable accuracy. As shown in Figure 10, the unit is divided into three sections, and the
upper and lower sections are built into the flange and anchor plate. Because there is no
bond between the anchor bolt and the surrounding concrete, there is no constraint between
the element of the middle section and the surroundings. The model uses the cooling
method [50] to apply tensile stress to the prestressed anchor bolts, without considering the
influence of the tensioning sequence, and applies tensile stress to all anchor bolts at the same
time. The tension control stress ∆ σ is calculated according to the following expression:

∆σ = Eα∆T (15)

where E is the elastic modulus of the prestressed anchor bolt; α is the linear expansion
coefficient of prestressed anchor bolt; and ∆T is the difference in the cooling temperature.
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The process of nonlinear analysis of the model includes six steps:
Step 0: Set up the in situ stress balance analysis step, only retain the soil components,

calculate the displacement of the soil, and ensure that the displacement of the soil under
the action of self-weight is small enough. The maximum vertical displacement of the model
is 4.709 ×10−12

Step 1: Activate the foundation and other components and apply gravity and earth
pressure.

Step 2: The prestressed anchor bolt tension simulation.
Step 3: Apply vertical force V.
Step 4: Apply horizontal force H.
Step 5: Apply horizontal torque T.
Step 6: Apply bending moment M and the calculation is terminated when the specified

load is applied.

4. Response of the Foundation
4.1. Stability of the Foundation

The wind turbine is different from general buildings, which belongs to the category
of high-rise structures. It is mainly subjected to horizontal load. Slight surface inclination
or uneven settlement of the foundation will cause a large horizontal deviation of the
wind turbine, resulting in a large eccentric bending moment. When it is serious, it will
bring greater security risks to the operation of the wind turbine. For this reason, we used
ABAQUS to analyze the inclination and settlement of the improved foundation.
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The bending moment from the upper support structure causes a large load eccentricity,
which causes the bottom of the foundation to disengage from the soil. Figure 11 illustrates
the finite element calculation results for the flange and foundation. The results show that
the displacement field of the flange and foundation varies continuously and the contact
pressure between the bottom of the flange and the bottom of the foundation increases
gradually in the direction of the bending moment. No disconnection region was found.
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Figure 11. (a) Vertical displacement of the flange; (b) contact pressure on the bottom of the flange;
(c) contact pressure on the bottom of the foundation; and (d) displacement clouds of the foundation
and soil.

As shown in Figure 11d, three settlement observation points were selected for this
simulation, including the left side, center point, and right side. The settlement–step curve
of the foundation is shown in Figure 12a. The results show that the settlement of the center
point of the foundation reaches 56.7 mm under analysis step 1 (self-weight effect), and the
inclination of both the subsoil and the flange occurs in analysis step 6 (bending moment
effect). The inclination is defined as the ratio of the maximum vertical displacement
difference to the diameter distance. Figure 12b demonstrates the variation in the inclination
of the subsoil and the flange. The results show that the inclination of the flange is always
greater than the tilt of the lower soil and grows faster. The maximum inclination of the
flange is 0.00166, and the maximum inclination of the lower soil is 0.00061, which is the
inclination allowed by the Design Code for Wind Turbine Foundations for Onshore Wind
Power Projects (NB/T 10311-2019).
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Figure 12. (a) Settlement change curves at the bottom of the foundation and (b) inclination curves of
the flange and subsoil.

4.2. Foundation Stress Analysis
4.2.1. Stress Analysis of the Rebar

There are many kinds of steel bars in the foundation which mainly bear the tensile
stress, and the collaborative concrete bears part of the pressure. Through the finite element
calculation and analysis, the main force transmission characteristics of the foundation
can be obtained. Through calculation and analysis, the stress distribution of the steel
bar can be obtained in Figure 13. It can be seen that most of the steel bars are far from
reaching the yield stress under extreme load conditions. Only the inner side of the radial
reinforcement at the bottom plate cantilever has a large stress. The maximum value reaches
51.22 MPa. This part of the steel bar is mainly subjected to bending moment. The vertical
reinforcement not only bears the compressive stress together with the concrete but also
bears the tangential shear force and the bending moment generated by the horizontal load.
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Figure 14 shows the relationship between the stress of the radial steel bar at the
cantilever of the bottom plate and the loading grade. It can be seen that the steel bar stress
increases with the increase in the loading level. It is mainly divided into three stages. In
the first stage, when the external load is small, the stress of the steel bar increases slowly.
With the increase in the external load in the second stage, especially when the increase in
bending moment is close to the extreme load, the stress growth rate is significantly enlarged.
In the third stage, because the bending moment is no longer increased, the growth rate of
steel bar stress is slowed down again. The stress gradually increases to the maximum value
of 51.22 MPa. This shows that the steel bar here is mainly subjected to bending moment
and is related to the stress state of the concrete. The steel bars are far from reaching the
yield stress. There is still a lot of room for optimization of the engineering quantity of steel
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bars. Therefore, we can reduce the use of steel bars on the foundation slab and the outside
of the column according to the needs of the actual project.
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4.2.2. Damage Analysis of Concrete

It is necessary to understand the development process of foundation damage in order
to analyze the safety performance of structures. This can highlight the relatively weak
parts of the structure. To study the failure response of the new wind turbine foundation
under load, this paper studies the distribution of the tensile damage factor (DAMAGET) of
the foundation under different loads based on the plastic damage constitutive model of
concrete. The evolution and development process of damage at different positions of the
foundation with the increase in load was revealed.

During the loading process, the damage development distribution of the new founda-
tion is as shown in Figure 15. It can be seen from Figure 15 that, during the loading process
of the new wind turbine foundation, the damage first appears in the upper part of the inner
side of the foundation ring wall. With the increase in the load to 50%, the damage also
occurred at the neck of the foundation and the corbel. When the load is further increased
to 75%, the damage is further extended to the lower part of the foundation ring wall and
the bottom surface of the foundation. When the load is fully applied, the damage area of
the above parts is further expanded, and the maximum value of the tensile damage factor
appears at the foundation corbel, with a maximum value of 0.98.
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To obtain a more detailed change rule of new foundation damage, this paper selects
several feature points of different parts of the foundation, and we gradually increase the
load ratio (from 0 to 100%). The change in the tensile damage factor at the feature points
was observed. The feature points and damage changes are shown in Figure 16.

Appl. Sci. 2023, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 15 of 20 
 

To obtain a more detailed change rule of new foundation damage, this paper selects 
several feature points of different parts of the foundation, and we gradually increase the 
load ratio (from 0 to 100%). The change in the tensile damage factor at the feature points 
was observed. The feature points and damage changes are shown in Figure 16. 

  
(a) (b) 

Figure 16. (a) Foundation feature points and (b) damage evolution. 

From Figure 16, it can be seen that when the wind load is transmitted to the new 
foundation, the upper part of the foundation ring wall (point a) and the lower part of the 
foundation ring wall (point c) are first damaged. After the wind load exceeds 10%, the 
damage at points a and c increases slowly. When the wind load is applied to 60%, the 
damage begins to occur at the neck of the foundation (point b). The tensile damage factor 
increases sharply to the maximum at this time. When the wind load is applied to 70%, the 
cantilever root (point d) of the foundation slab is destroyed. The tensile damage factor 
increases rapidly here. 

The above analysis shows that the damage of the foundation is mainly concentrated 
in the plate of the foundation and the foundation ring wall. The tensile failure coefficient 
of the inner side of the bottom plate reaches the maximum value of 0.98 when the load is 
fully applied. When the external load gradually increases from 10% to 100%, the damage 
inside the foundation slab starts from scratch and eventually spreads throughout the 
whole foundation. Therefore, it is very necessary to increase the stress reinforcement here 
when reinforcing the reinforcement. 

4.3. Size Change Analysis 
The calculation results of the ABAQUS finite element model show that the damage 

to the foundation is mainly concentrated in the column of the foundation. The corbel 
height h1 and the ring beam width b3 were changed. Thus, five schemes of the foundation 
were obtained. The maximum tensile stress of each part of the foundation of five different 
schemes under ultimate load was further analyzed to obtain a better scheme. The corbel 
height h1, the ring beam width b3, and each part of the selected foundation are shown in 
Figure 17. 

Figure 16. (a) Foundation feature points and (b) damage evolution.

From Figure 16, it can be seen that when the wind load is transmitted to the new
foundation, the upper part of the foundation ring wall (point a) and the lower part of the
foundation ring wall (point c) are first damaged. After the wind load exceeds 10%, the
damage at points a and c increases slowly. When the wind load is applied to 60%, the
damage begins to occur at the neck of the foundation (point b). The tensile damage factor
increases sharply to the maximum at this time. When the wind load is applied to 70%, the
cantilever root (point d) of the foundation slab is destroyed. The tensile damage factor
increases rapidly here.

The above analysis shows that the damage of the foundation is mainly concentrated
in the plate of the foundation and the foundation ring wall. The tensile failure coefficient
of the inner side of the bottom plate reaches the maximum value of 0.98 when the load is
fully applied. When the external load gradually increases from 10% to 100%, the damage
inside the foundation slab starts from scratch and eventually spreads throughout the whole
foundation. Therefore, it is very necessary to increase the stress reinforcement here when
reinforcing the reinforcement.

4.3. Size Change Analysis

The calculation results of the ABAQUS finite element model show that the damage
to the foundation is mainly concentrated in the column of the foundation. The corbel
height h1 and the ring beam width b3 were changed. Thus, five schemes of the foundation
were obtained. The maximum tensile stress of each part of the foundation of five different
schemes under ultimate load was further analyzed to obtain a better scheme. The corbel
height h1, the ring beam width b3, and each part of the selected foundation are shown
in Figure 17.
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The corbel height h1 of scheme 1, scheme 2, and scheme 3 is kept as 3000 mm. The
width of the ring beam b3 increases by 250 mm in turn. The maximum tensile stress of the
foundation column, the top of the bottom plate, the bottom of the bottom plate, and the
cantilever of the bottom plate under the ultimate load is calculated using ABAQUS. The
results are shown in Table 7.

Table 7. Stress response of various parts of the foundation with different ring beam widths.

h1
/mm

b3
/mm

Maximum Tensile Stress
of the Foundation

Column/MPa

Maximum Tensile Stress
at the Bottom of the

Foundation Slab/MPa

Maximum Tensile Stress
at the Top of the

Foundation Slab/MPa

Maximum Tensile Stress
of the Foundation Slab

Overhang/MPa

Option 1 3000 1025 2.223 2.23 2.37 2.23
Option 2 3000 1275 2.21 2.333 2.231 2
Option 3 3000 1525 1.99 2.395 1.89 1.537

As shown in Figure 18, when the width of the ring beam b3 increases from 1025 mm
to 1525 mm, the maximum tensile stress of the foundation column, the top of the bottom
plate, and the cantilever of the bottom plate decrease to varying degrees. From the finite
element analysis results and the evolution process of the foundation stress, increasing the
width of the ring beam can increase the bending volume of the concrete, and the shape of
the foundation tends to be uniform, which reduces the stress concentration of the concrete
at the above position due to the sudden change in size. We think that this is the reason why
increasing the width of the ring beam can reduce the tensile stress of the concrete at many
places in the foundation.
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The ring beam width b3 of scheme 1, scheme 4, and scheme 5 is maintained at 1025 mm.
The width of the ring beam h1 is reduced by 250 mm in turn. The maximum tensile stress
of the foundation column, the top of the bottom plate, the bottom of the bottom plate and
the cantilever of the bottom plate under the ultimate load was calculated using ABAQUS.
The results are shown in Table 8.
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Table 8. Stress response of various parts of the foundation with different corbel heights.

h1
/mm

b3
/mm

Maximum Tensile Stress
of the Foundation

Column/MPa

Maximum Tensile Stress
at the Bottom of the

Foundation Slab/MPa

Maximum Tensile Stress
at the Top of the

Foundation Slab/MPa

Maximum Tensile Stress
of the Foundation Slab

Overhang/MPa

Option 1 3000 1025 2.223 2.23 2.37 2.23
Option 4 2750 1025 2.185 2.272 2.265 2.2
Option 5 2500 1025 2.174 2.335 2.201 2.181

As shown in Figure 19, when the corbel height h1 increases from 2500 mm to 3000 mm,
the maximum tensile stress of the foundation column, the top of the bottom plate, and the
cantilever of the bottom plate increases to varying degrees. This is probably because as
the corbel height increases, the concrete bending moment at these positions also increases,
resulting in an increase in the maximum tensile stress. The tensile stress at the top of the
bottom plate increases most obviously.
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5. Conclusions

In this study, an improved prestressed anchor ring foundation scheme is proposed.
The nonlinear analysis of the refined model of the foundation under the upper extreme
operating condition load is systematically carried out. The results of foundation stability
analysis and the damage development law of foundation materials are obtained. The
influence of the foundation size parameters is further studied. In general, the maximum
tensile stress on the upper part of the foundation shows a significant increase or decrease
trend with the size of the foundation, and the foundation form is reasonable.

Specific conclusions are as follows:

(1) The improved foundation has good stability. The foundation can maintain a small
disengagement and tilt under extreme operating loads.

(2) The steel bar stress of the improved foundation under extreme operating load con-
ditions is lower than the yield stress. The feasibility of the reinforcement scheme is
verified. At the same time, it is pointed out that the stress of the steel bar increases
greatly at the junction of the column and the bottom plate.
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(3) The upper bending moment load is the main reason for the damage of foundation
materials. The material damage of the foundation is mainly concentrated in the
foundation plate and the junction of the foundation plate and the column. The
material damage process is a ductile damage process.

(4) With the change in foundation size, the stress changes for the concrete in the different
upper parts of the foundation are obvious. Under the condition that other dimensions
of the foundation remain unchanged, increasing the width of the ring beam (b3) can
effectively reduce the maximum tensile stress of the foundation column, the top of
the bottom plate, and the cantilever of the bottom plate. The maximum tensile stress
at these places also increases with an increase in corbel height (h1).

Due to the limitation of working space, the research on the improved wind turbine
foundation presented in this paper remained at the level of finite element analysis. It
is hoped that, in the future, the safety of the improved wind turbine foundation can be
supported by experiments.
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