HOW TO CHECK IF YOUR PV SYSTEM IS MEASURING UP TO EXPECTATIONS
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1 STEP 1: SIMULATE MODELED ENERGY “CONE OF UNCERTAINTY”.
] STEP 2: MEASURE ENERGY PRODUCTION VIA REVENUE-GRADE METER.
] STEP 3: IF MEASURED ENERGY FALLS OUTSIDE OF CONE, TROUBLESHOOT.

Annual and Cumulative Generation for p50 and p99 la. Set up PV system’s pro forma project model
Downside Risk Paths (Example PV System) in PV energy simulation software.
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