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Abstract

Solar radiation data is important parameter to estimate solar energy which is a major renewable energy in terms of
sustainable resources. Accurate spatial and temporal distribution of solar radiation is required not only to estimate
solar energy but also hydrological, meteorological and climatological studies. General objective of the study is to
examine accuracy of freely available Climate Forecast System Reanalysis (CFSR) solar radiation data against
ground observation data based on monthly and yearly averages over the Hatay province in Turkey. The CFSR
dataset including 25 daily solar radiation measurement points was evaluated against 12 ground stations for 21-year
period (1985 - 2006). Statistical results showed that most correlations in monthly basis data were weakly correlated
except October (R?=0.73). According to results of Bias, CFSR monthly averaged solar energy was over estimated
for all months. Also, CFSR annual solar energy 28% higher than ground-based observed solar energy with
R?=0.76. Annual CFSR solar energy found between 5.2 and 5.6 kWh m-2day*. Annual ground-based solar energy
ranged from 3.9 to 4.2 kWh m-2day. The results show that the use of the CFSR dataset is not advisable in the
absence of annual and monthly average ground-based solar radiation measurement values. Estimated CFSR data
has need to be improved and accuracy of CFSR data must be tested for other regions in Turkey. We recommend
that another source of satellite-based data have to be tested by comparing with ground-based data.
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Hatay li icin Giines Enerjisi Potansiyelini Tahmin Etmede Uydu Tabanh
Solar Verilerinin Dogrulugu

Oz

Giines radyasyon verileri, stirdiiriilebilir kaynaklar agisindan énemli bir yenilenebilir enerji olan giines enerjisini
tahmin etmek i¢in 6nemli bir parametredir. Giines radyasyonunun alansal ve zamansal dagiliminin, dogrulugu
sadece giines enerjisi tahmini i¢in degil, ayrica hidrolojik, meteorolojik ve iklimsel ¢aligmalar i¢in de gereklidir.
Calismanin genel amaci, Tiirkiye'nin Hatay ilindeki aylik ve yillik ortalamalara dayanan yer gozlem verilerine
kars1 licretsiz olarak elde edilebilen CFSR solar radyasyon verilerinin dogrulugunu incelemektir. 21 yillik donem
icin 25 adet giinliik giines radyasyonu olgiim noktalarini igeren CFSR wveri seti, 12 yer istasyonuna karsi
degerlendirilmistir (1985- 2006). Istatistiksel sonuclar, aylik bazda ki verilerin ¢ogunun Ekim ay1 disinda
aralarinda zayif iliski oldugunu géstermistir (R2 = 0.73). Bias sonuglarina gére, CFSR aylik ortalama giines enerjisi
tiim aylar i¢in tahmin edilmistir. Ayrica, CFSR yillik giines enerjisi R? = 0.76 ile yer esash gozlemlenen giines
enerjisinden %28 daha yiiksek oldugu belirlenmistir. Y1llik CFSR giines enerjisi, 5.2 ile 5.6 kWh mgiin™ arasinda
bulunmustur. Yillik yer esasli giines enerjisi ise 3.9 ile 4.2 kWh mgiin™ arasinda degismektedir. Sonuglar, aylik
ve yillik ortalama olarak olgiilen yer esash giines radyasyon degerlerinin bulunmamasi durumunda, CFSR veri
setinin kullanilmasinin kabul edilemez oldugunu gostermistir. CFSR verilerinin iyilestirilmesine ihtiyag oldugu ve
Tirkiye'de diger bolgeler i¢cin CFSR verilerinin dogrulugunun test edilmesinin gerekli oldugu sonucuna
varilmigtir. Yer istasyon esasli giines radyasyon verilerinin, CFSR’den farkli uydu esasli veri kaynaklari
kullanilarak dogrulugunun arastirilmasi onerilmektedir.
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1. Introduction

Solar radiation data is important parameter to estimate solar energy which is major renewable energy in
terms of environmentally sustainable resources. Accurate spatial and temporal distribution of solar
radiation is required not only to estimate solar energy but also hydrological, meteorological and
climatological studies. In developing countries, number of observation stations for solar radiation is
sparse and unevenly distributed. Satellite-based data have the great potential for solution of this problem.
However, comparative evaluation of gauge based, and satellite-based data is necessary to test accuracy
of data. There are mainly three sources of solar radiation observations, including traditional ground-
based measurement from surface network, ground-based radar and satellite-based estimations. Recently,
satellite-based data have become readily available from different sources. A few studies in the literatures
have been done to validate satellite-based data comparing rainfall [1-2], wind speed [3]. Also, some
aspects of climate variability in the CFSR have been documented in a few previous studies, including
oceanic variability [4], surface climate and variability [5], tropospheric variability [6] precipitation
frequency and intensity characteristics [7], and local drought features [8].

Lekula et al., (2018) studied to forecast daily precipitation from FEWS-RFE~11 km, TRMM-
3B42~27 km, CMOPRH~27 km and CMORPH~8 km were evaluated against daily precipitation
recordings in Central Kalahari Basin during a five-year period. The aim of the study was to evaluate the
daily precipitation detection capabilities of the four satellite-based precipitation estimates algorithms,
analyze the spatiotemporal variability of rainfall in the basin and perform bias-correction of the four
satellite-based precipitation estimates. The results showed that the importance of validating daily
satellite-based precipitation estimates because of having different precipitation detection capabilities in
the basin. The FEWS-RFE~11 km showed the best performance providing better results of descriptive
and categorical statistics than the other three satellite-based precipitation estimates [2].

Li etal., (2018) were used Tropical Rainfall Measuring Mission (TRMM) precipitation product
data for hydrologic simulations in the area of the Tiaoxi basin. It was found that the TRMM precipitation
data showed an outstanding performance at the monthly and yearly scales, fitting well with surface
observation-based frequency precipitation distributions. They expressed that post-real-time 3B42 can
be a precious tool of hydrologic modeling, water balance analysis, and basin water resource
management, particularly in developing countries or at remote locations in which measuring of
precipitation are insufficient [9].

El Afandi (2014) was used Climate Forecast System Reanalysis (CFSR) to assess
meteorological data such as maximum, minimum and average temperature at two meters, dew point
temperature at two meters, mean atmospheric pressure at sea level, relative humidity and total cloud
cover, which data obtained from 23 stations in Egypt. He explained that the results show good agreement
between CFSR and ground station measurements. Most correlations were highly correlated except very
few stations [10].

Malvern and Maurice (2018) were compared rainfall and temperature data obtained from an
automated weather station and Mesa satellite earth station in Zimbabwe. All of the comparisons were
based on daily rainfall totals and maximum temperatures, as the season of 2016/2017 had significant
rains and marked maximum temperatures. They found that there is a marked similarity in temperature
and rainfall trend patterns of the two, with ground-based data leading satellite data by a marked 2-4 days
difference. However, the regression analysis for both temperature and rainfall gave R? values of 0.0241
and 0.0016 respectively. They observed that satellite data was for areal data whereas ground based gave
point data. Ground data considered topographical differences which the remotely sensed data did not
hence the differences. As a result, the comparisons for the two data sets can be restricted to trend
validations and not calibrations [11].

Khaled and EI Afandi (2014) compared the CFSR solar data against ground-based observation
in The Middle East and North Africa. They used 13 ground stations over Egypt, 3 stations in North West
Africa and 9 stations in Arab Peninsula. The results showed that CFSR dataset have a good agreement
with most of Egyptian stations and North West Africa Stations, However, the correlation was found
smaller in Arabian Peninsula. They expressed that CFSR dataset can be used as a good substitute for the
lack of the solar ground observation over the whole MENA region except Arabian Peninsula which can
be used but with less quality [12].
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Not only number of observation stations to record solar radiation is sparse and unevenly
distributed but also, there is no information about the accuracy of satellite-based solar radiation data in
Turkey. General objective of the study is to examine accuracy of freely available CFSR solar radiation
data against ground observation data based on monthly averages over the Hatay province in Turkey.

2. Materials and Methods

This study carried out in Hatay province in Turkey, Hatay has a total land area about 5403 square
kilometers and located between 35° 52°to 37° 40’ north 35° 40’ to 36° 35’ East. Hatay’s climate is semi-
arid characterized by hot and dry in summer, warm and rainy in winter. While ground-based solar
radiation observations provide accurate measurements that are generally spatially unevenly distributed
in Hatay province, satellite-based estimations offer spatially and temporarily regular observations.
Twelve stations which have long time solar radiation record were chosen in Hatay. Position of study
area is shown in Figure 1 and position of ground stations are shown in Figure 2 CSFR dataset
downloaded from internet in the 30.11.2017. (http://globalweather.tamu.edu/data/cfsr/65272). Position
of CFSR gridded data set is shown in Figure 3

Figure 1. Position of study area
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Figure 2. Position of ground stations
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Figure 3. Position of CFSR data

In this study, satellite-based dataset from National Center for Environmental Prediction (NCEP)
Climate Forecast System Reanalysis (CFSR) was used. Ground-based data was obtained from Global
Energy Potential Atlas of Turkey (GEPA, 2018). GEPA has 500x500 m gridded average annual and
monthly solar radiation map. Also, it has average monthly solar radiation for area within each counties
borders were given in Figure 4 and monthly averaged solar radiation values were given for Iskenderun
county in Figure 5.
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Figure 4. Ground-based observation data [13]
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Figure 5. Monthly Averaged solar radiation values for Iskenderun cdunty [14]

Both location of satellite estimation points and ground observation points have been transferred
to ILWIS GIS software using coordinate information of points. Average monthly solar radiation for each
point calculated from daily solar radiation values for the same point. Average monthly solar radiation
values assigned to each point to generate solar radiation point map. IDW point interpolation method was
used to generate spatial distribution of solar radiation over the study area.

Three statistical measures were used to compare CFSR data with GEPA data consisting of
coefficient of determination (R?), Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) and Mean Bias (MB). Correlation
coefficient (R?) between CSFR and GEPA was calculated by using Equation 1.

2

n(G;S) — X6 S)
JB(E6?) - @62 (n(5?) - E5?)

R? = 1)

where, R? is the coefficient of determination, Gi is Ground-based measurements, Si is Satellite-
based estimates, and n the number of data pairs.

Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) measures the difference between distributions of Satellite and
ground base solar radiation data. It is calculated using Equation 2.

RMSE = Z(G‘T_S‘)z )

where, RMSE is Root Mean Square Error, Gi is Ground-based measurements, Si is Satellite-
based estimates, and n the number of data pairs.

Bias (BIAS) is simply ratio of the mean of Satellite based solar radiation estimation value to the
mean of the ground-based observed value. It is calculated using Equation 3.

xS

BIAS = S, 3)

where, Gi is Ground-based measurements and Si is Satellite-based estimates.
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3. Results and Discussions

The CFSR dataset including 25 daily solar radiation measurement points was evaluated against 12
ground stations for 21-year period (1985 - 2006). The unit of CSFR data (MJ m) was converted to
observation data unit (kWh m). Each solar data value assigned to location of measurement and
estimated points. Generated point maps for CFSR and ground stations for April are shown in Figure 6

and Figure 7, respectively.
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Figure 6. Point values for April (CSFR)
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Figure 7. Point values for April (Stations)

IDW point interpolation method was used to generate spatial distribution of solar radiation over
the study area. Spatial distributions of CSFR values and station values for April are shown in Figure 8
and Figure 9, respectively. Areal weighted station values and CSFR values within the border of counties
calculated based on monthly averaged using histogram calculation operation within ILWIS. Histogram

calculation results were given for Iskenderun in Figure 10.
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Figure 8. Raster map for April (CFSR)
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Three statistical measurements were used to evaluation of CFSR data sources. The RMSE, Bias
and Correlation coefficient (R?) between the stations and the solar radiation data derived from the CFSR

dataset are presented in Table 1.

Figure 9. Raster map for April (Stations)
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Figure 10. Histogram results for Iskenderun

Tablo 1. Statistical results of study
JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
R? 063 015 019 064 029 016 0.07 0.02 065 073 055 0.66

RMSE 036 085 077 145 156 189 203 173 157 095 066 0.36
Bias 117 135 119 129 126 129 132 130 133 126 128 1.19

4. Conclusions

Statistical results showed that most correlations in monthly basis data were weakly correlated. Moderate
positive correlation was found 0.63, 0.64, 0.65, 0.55, 0.66 for January, April, September, November,
December, respectively. High positive linear association between two dataset found only for October
(R?=0.73). Negligible correlation under 0.30 was found for February, March, May, June, July and
August. According to results of Bias, CFSR monthly averaged solar radiation was over estimated for all
months. Monthly averaged satellite-based solar radiation estimation is range between %17 and %19
higher than the average ground based solar radiation for January, March and December. It is highest (%
35) in February. other months ranged between %26 and %30.

The results show that the use of the CFSR dataset is not advisable in the absence of annual and
monthly average ground-based solar radiation measurement values. Estimated CFSR data has need to
be improved and accuracy of CFSR data must be tested for other regions in Turkey. We recommend
finding another source of satellite-based data to compare with ground-based data.
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