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ABSTRACT

Data evaluation methods have wide adaptations, such as
feedbacks to Photovoltaic (PV) system operation
management and design. The authors have already
developed Sophisticated Verification Method (SV method) for
PV systems, which is a simple evaluation method to identify
eight kinds of system loss rates using basic information:
latitude, longitude, rated system power etc. and simple four
monitored data. This time, an algorithm of the model has
been improved in the method, which can identify DC circuit
losses and power conditioner’s stand- by losses.
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Figure 1: Principle of analysis of the SV method
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Figure 5: An evaluation result of FT data
by the SV method
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