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o Observed direct radiation vs Optical air mass (TUTIURA)
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Fig.1 Relation between optical air mass and direct solar radiation
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Radiation ratio vs Sunshine (TUTIURA)

Fig.2 Relation between sunshine duration and direct radiation ratio
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Cbserved difiused radiation vs Opticat air mass (TUTIURA)

=Y

3

Observed diffused radiation

Observed diffused radiation MJ/m2hour)

2
k4

gttt
1 19 100
Optical air mass.

Fig.3 Relation between optical air mass and direct solar radiation
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Fig.4 Relation between sunshine duration and diffused radiation ratio
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Global solar radiation vs Time < Jan.1991, TUTIURA >
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Fig.5 Time series (1991,JAN.,at TUTIURA)
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RMSE of global solar radlatlon <1991 TUTIURA>
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