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Cast Analysis of Renewable Energy by Learning Curve
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Abstract
The cost analysis of renewable energy becomes more important for energy planning toward
i sustainable future.The photovoltaic(PV) cost analysis based on learning curve showed nearly 82%
C\ ME ’ progress rate by Japanese historical PV data in the last decades. Learning curve and logistic curve
. were combined to calculate future energy cost and deployment rate of renewable energy.This model
was introduced to macro economic and energy sectors models for long term simulation of energy
demand and supply planning in Japan.Some points related with learning curve,such as effects of

subsidies, technology used and deployment rate are discussed.
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1987 10,725 46,653 1930 963
1988 10,101 56,754 1926 956
1989 12,252 69,006 1900 99
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Fig.3 Cumulative Production of PV
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