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Fig. 1 The wearable charging PV system used in this research
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Table. 1 The 9 different cases
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Table. 2 The system efficiencies of the case 3, 5 and 9
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Case 3 | 95.33% | 99.95% | 8.00% | 98.8% | 99.82%

Case 5 | 14.23% | 86.56% | 8.00% | 94.84% | 99.37%

Case 9 | 46.94% | 8461% | 8.00% | 93.04% | 97.73%
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Fig. 3 The system efficiencies of Case 5 and Case 9 depending
on the various converter efficiencies
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