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* Thermal output of the solar field as

indicator for good or poor performance First results

 Measured thermal output shows
characteristic shape due to cosine

losses
* Negative values of Q due to large fluid ~ Outlook
runtime from inlet to outlet * Operational data of previous days for
* NN only model resembles DNI input model improvement
* Physical model shows characteristic e Use the time series character of the
Hybrid model: Physical + Al shape of Q_use data to improve model

* Physical model shows large deviations
to measured values

* Both models: physical and NN can
currently not deal with fluid “dead

model

* Reference model: Simple physical
model for steady-state calculations
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