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Abstract

Solar photovoltaic power generation system is judging that by the most suitable new refreshing energy in
real condition of our country forward continuously interest for solar photovoltaic power generation system
and diffusion are enlarged Qutput decline problem is item to consider necessarily and should be verified in
continuous interest for solar photovoltaic power generation system and diffusion. Present plan that minimize
output decline calculating module liver optimum interval that consider recitation of a poem to reduce output
decline by module liver shade by incidence angle consideration and this that occupy most parts among factor
because do cutput of solar photovoltaic power generation system well.
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Fig. 1. Separation Of Solar cell array
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Table 1. Solar photoveltaics power plant dimension

ELEi et SHEE 2804
Oo¥AL(A) 550k W BA7 A Y
O0¢d2(B) 1800kW Y& 3y

Argdae B)EHLe 4y dyzke ofysl
=3
E: 3 2. (A)YUH L9 BYUH L0 H¥YH WA DATA
Table 2. Monthly development amount DATA of
power plant (A) and power plant (B)

79 84 o9 109159)
wasy
= 14 14 1 14
23 kil
AR %? g ‘ff @A i%? 28
kW] 7 kW 2 kW1 2 7
(A) 64,607 387 |71913] 431 |56422| 350 |36664| 4.26
(B) 2331 491 506,40 550 231,36 441 131,22 457
4 8 4 1
H 42 1.27 43 1.18 4.2 1.26 359 1.07
o a2 |1 18 | a2 | 126 | 35 | 1

...54_



A9 ®E(Q2)E By 79 8Y, 99 BydA7t (A 99 104
el vis] 9 el Ho 424, 19 HT dA Agdas | BEdALs | AEEs | B)Eds
AIZHE 1.24¥) 2 Aoz vepgth gy 1099 3 74 6.19 132 1.04 0.03
HFE Auy dbd ko] 3500), 1Y HT A ATto] 84] 130.46 204.56 120.75 23456
1079 B& Roe veh} A 349 oy eH2% AR ox | 40252 653.37 459.50 640.01
o] 230] "ol Ao Vet 104 | 68474 886.66 77786 922.10
B =8 ole ) ebd AT} go] YA ste] 49 114] 802.86 922.90 1015.79 1014.42
= )‘L}:-@ a@’i}‘ %73&‘ —9-?.1% E"’-‘—“%ﬂ 5‘.%}9_4 ‘E“ol 124] 880.63 961.73 1175.24 1052.95
AE AT Ak AN SR doleE v oo SR S
$om 2Ae B4Y, TN, $FE HEAR o o
&3 2o 164] 519.26 795.85 652.53 859.79
174 | 33305 590.85 34156 438.66
¥ 3. WA ANXY 254, ATANZH 28 DATA 184 | - 11607 214.73 52.54 39.54
Table 3. Precipitation by power plant location, duration
of sunshine, cloudiness DATA 108 | 365 109 201 089
8 |74 | sy | on (123) 1Y@, @¢ (ARHLE (BEHLY §302 B
Astel wlag AlRE @dEEE wmafZo|d)
gl D [ 1122 | B | 04 | 05 | agdAst ol se (WeHae Fuel Bud
@) | 1302 | 1575 | 589 | 17 aof Hlgte] AGHER HAPHOR RE Aoz
U3 91 2 &elE oF 10%E AAEk e As ¢
gz | W | 1499 | 2224 | 1719 | 1161 2 qlth,
MY @y | og381 | 1761 | 1570 | 1120 s
(A) 1.2 6.0 58 35 6§00.00 # z ; g § A
‘-% %1: 400.00 -9 g e
® | 73 59 56 36 f

(AgdAXst (B)EALE HIEFPE § &% A9
Aol7} few, eI dxAlgte] e Aol
BRog olx 39 FAF 242 A 10%0
2E 29A%Y 29de HA fdevin ud, Bed
A Azg A P & 8909 A A%
FEAZ 9AE FAA AU olE vl &
3] 93 HAXBIE TIeeE FHLA)Y EYF

Wate] 2AE da ARG
ARz e ByEdxe] 9934 108 AR A
AR BN Fe B9} Aot

to 1% do

I’ 4, 9H I 1089 AlZHHY BHAF Wy WHG
Table 4. Conversion average development amount by
time zone of September and October
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Fig. 2. Output comparison graph by September time
zone that convert to same daily dose and
compares
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Fig. 4. (A) Generated energy of power plant of
September and October comparison graph
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Fig. 5. (B) Generated energy of power plant of
September and October comparison graph
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Table 5. Ancient city of sun by month
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Fig. 6. Ancient city change of the sun
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Table 7. Necessity separation by tilt angle of
module
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Fig. 8. Effect extent of shade by tilt angle of module
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Fig. 9. Average development time per 1 day, change

change
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