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Introduction

« Capacity test is the industry standard for evaluating performance guarantees between

project stakeholders. Although the overall framework of capacity testing is well established, ASTM E2848 Temperature-Normalized Test Results

Test Results

the industry commonly employs two distinct methods.
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utilized to generate capacity curves. This approach assumes that PV cell temperature is | Normalized 77,648
directly influenced by ambient temperature and wind speed.
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 The second method is a modified version of the ASTM E2848 protocol. In this approach, a Monthly
linear regression of PV module cell temperature-normalized output power as a function of Target
plane-of-array irradiance is utilized to generate capacity curves. By directly incorporating Capacity
cell temperature rather than its influencing parameters, this method addresses the key 65000
assumption of the first method. However, accurately measuring PV module temperature
with standard monitoring systems remains a challenge.
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- Selecting an appropriate test method is therefore essential to ensure accurate and : 2 3 4 5 6 7
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