Appendix 1: PGFHRD test results (Gas Saver = PGFHRD)
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5 In the Study there is some confusion in the performance and the costs given for the
< SE system with solar PV and a wind turbine and so in this report the systems have
a been listed separately.
& The spread of annual energy consumptions, costs and CO, emissions listed in
3 Table4 for the different systems is surprising. However, before the most
advantageous system can be selected the capital costs of each system must also be
& considered.
x
| & TABLE 4 COMPARATIVE COSTS AND EMISSIONS OF DHW SYSTEMS
K
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Non-storage combi-
boiler plus GasSaver|
unit

SE 25 Renewables
with Solar PV and
Wind Turbine

SE 25 Renewables
with Solar PV

SE 25

Theoretically ideal
gas system
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SolarSmart system
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Condensing regular
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evacuated tube solar
collectors
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Non-storage combi-
boiler

Non-condensing
regular boiler with
twin coil solar store
and evacuated tube
solar collectors
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boiler plus cylinder
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Table 9: Comparative costs and emissions of DHW systems. TUV NEL (2009), Table 4 p12

