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PREFACE

Photovoltaic (PV) energy has evolved from a rapidly expanding renewable 
option into a core pillar of modern power systems. Yet the PV sector is no 
longer defined solely by incremental improvements in conventional crystalline 
silicon modules. The period between 2023 and 2025 has marked an accelera-
tion in technology diversification (TOPCon, HJT, xBC, and perovskite-based 
tandems), the adoption of advanced characterization methods, the widespread 
deployment of hybrid PV architectures, and the emergence of data-driven reli-
ability and digital-twin-enabled asset management.

This book was developed to provide an integrated, engineering-oriented per-
spective on these developments. Rather than treating PV modules, performance 
losses, measurement techniques, hybrid system design, and reliability model-
ing as separate domains, the text connects them into a coherent framework. 
The aim is to support graduate-level education, industrial R&D, and practical 
decision-making in PV project development and operation.

The book is organized into five chapters and an introductory section. Chap-
ter 1 reviews next-generation PV panel technologies and compares perfor-
mance trends across emerging architectures. Chapter 2 examines the environ-
mental and systemic parameters that govern real-world energy yield, moving 
beyond Standard Test Conditions. Chapter 3 introduces laboratory and field 
measurement techniques—from I–V characterization to optical and thermal di-
agnostics—along with advanced methods and certification concepts. Chapter 
4 extends the discussion to hybrid PV systems, focusing on storage-coupled 
architectures and emerging PV-integrated energy systems. Finally, Chapter 5 
addresses the modern reliability paradigm, including machine learning, dig-
ital twins, physics-informed degradation modeling, and bankability-oriented 
assessment.

By combining recent research findings with practical engineering interpre-
tation, this book is intended to serve as both a reference work and a structured 
learning resource for the next generation of PV professionals.
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How to Use This Book

•	 For coursework: Chapters 1–3 provide the core foundations (technolo-
gy, performance factors, and measurement). Chapters 4–5 can be used as 
advanced modules focusing on hybridization and intelligent reliability.

•	 For industry reference: Chapter 2 supports yield-loss interpretation and 
mitigation planning; Chapter 3 supports diagnostics and QA/QC; Chap-
ters 4–5 support system-level design and predictive asset management.

•	 For research: Each chapter highlights recent directions and emerging 
methods that can be extended into publishable research topics.
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List of Abbreviations

AC — Alternating Current 
BESS — Battery Energy Storage System 
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CHAPTER 1 

NEW GENERATION PV PANELS 
AND PERFORMANCE COMPARISON

Prof. Dr. Aysel ERSOY
Department of Electrical and Electronics Engineering

Faculty of Engineering
İstanbul University-Cerrahpaşa, İstanbul, Türkiye

ORCID: 0000-0003-1164-7187
Web: https://avesis.iuc.edu.tr/aersoy

1.1	. Introduction: A New Era of Solar Innovation
Photovoltaic (PV) technology, the direct conversion of sunlight into elec-

tricity, has transitioned from a nascent, high-cost energy source to a central 
pillar of the global energy economy. This transformation has been driven by 
sustained technological innovation, resulting in substantial cost reductions and 
continuous improvements in conversion efficiency. As the world accelerates its 
efforts to decarbonize and combat climate change, the role of solar energy has 
never been more critical. The International Energy Agency (IEA) has repeated-
ly highlighted solar PV as a key technology for achieving net-zero emissions, 
with projected annual capacity additions needing to grow exponentially in the 
coming decades [1].

This rapid expansion is underpinned by a dynamic and fiercely competitive 
technological landscape. While first-generation crystalline silicon (c-Si) tech-
nology remains the market incumbent, its own evolution has been profound. 
The industry is currently in the midst of a major technological shift from p-type 
to n-type silicon wafers, which offer inherently higher efficiency potential and 
better long-term performance. This transition is enabling a new generation 
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of advanced silicon architectures—such as Tunnel Oxide Passivated Contact 
(TOPCon), Heterojunction (HJT), and Interdigitated Back Contact (IBC)—to 
enter mass production and redefine the standards of commercial PV module 
efficiency and reliability [2], [3].

A significant research frontier extends beyond the theoretical efficiency 
limits of single-junction silicon cells. Third-generation technologies, partic-
ularly perovskite-based tandem solar cells, have demonstrated a pace of im-
provement that is unprecedented in the history of photovoltaics. By stacking a 
perovskite cell on top of a conventional silicon cell, researchers have created 
tandem devices that can capture and convert a broader portion of the solar spec-
trum, surpassing previous efficiency records and indicating the potential for ul-
tra-high-performance solar modules [4], [5]. In April 2025, LONGi announced 
a new world record of 34.85% for a silicon-perovskite tandem cell, certified by 
the U.S. National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL), bringing the technol-
ogy closer to practical commercial deployment[6].

This chapter provides a systematic and methodologically structured exam-
ination of next-generation PV technologies. It will cover:

•	 The N-Type Revolution: A detailed analysis of the transition from 
p-type to n-type silicon and the advanced cell architectures (TOPCon, 
HJT, xBC) that are leading this charge.

•	 The Tandem Takeoff: An extensive look at the principles, progress, 
and challenges of perovskite-on-silicon and all-perovskite tandem solar 
cells, including the latest record-breaking achievements.

•	 The Stability Imperative: A critical examination of the primary chal-
lenge facing emerging PV technologies—long-term operational stabili-
ty—and the innovative strategies being developed to overcome it.

•	 Expanding Applications: A discussion of technologies like bifacial PV, 
organic photovoltaics (OPV), and quantum dot solar cells (QDSC) that 
are opening up new applications and markets.

•	 Performance and Market Analysis: A comparative analysis of these 
technologies based on the latest data (2023-2025) and a discussion of the 
market trends shaping the future of the solar industry.

By delving into the science, engineering, and market dynamics of these ad-
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vanced technologies, this chapter provides a structured and evidence-based un-
derstanding of the technological innovations expected to define the next phase 
of photovoltaic development.

Figure 1.1: Best research-cell efficiency trends for major photovoltaic 
technologies up to 2025, highlighting rapid improvements in perovskite and 

tandem architectures[4].

1.2.The N-Type Revolution: Advanced Silicon Architectures
For decades, the solar industry has been dominated by p-type monocrystal-

line silicon, particularly the Passivated Emitter and Rear Cell (PERC) architec-
ture. PERC technology was instrumental in pushing module efficiencies above 
the 20% mark and driving down costs.

However, p-type silicon suffers from inherent limitations, most notably 
Light-Induced Degradation (LID), a phenomenon caused by the interaction of 
boron (the p-type dopant) and oxygen within the silicon wafer, which reduces 
performance by 1-3% within the first hours of sun exposure [7].

To overcome this and push efficiencies further, the industry is undergoing 
an accelerated transition toward n-type silicon wafers. N-type silicon, which 
is doped with phosphorus, does not suffer from boron-oxygen related LID and 
offers a higher minority carrier lifetime, which translates directly to higher po-
tential cell efficiency. This superior base material has enabled the commercial-
ization of several advanced cell architectures that are now supplanting PERC 
as the new industry standards.
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1.2.1.TOPCon (Tunnel Oxide Passivated Contact)
TOPCon has emerged as the primary successor to PERC, largely because 

it can be manufactured on production lines that are upgraded from existing 
PERC facilities, reducing the capital investment required for the transition. Pro-
jections for 2025 indicate that TOPCon will hold an estimated 70-80% of the 
n-type market share [2], [8].

The key innovation in a TOPCon cell is the rear surface passivation scheme. 
It consists of an ultra-thin layer of tunnel oxide (silicon dioxide, SiO2) and a 
layer of heavily doped polycrystalline silicon. This structure acts as a highly 
effective passivating contact, allowing the majority charge carriers (electrons in 
n-type silicon) to pass through to the metal contact while blocking the minori-
ty carriers (holes). This dramatically reduces recombination losses at the rear 
surface, leading to a significant boost in cell voltage and overall efficiency [9].

Figure 1.2: Structural comparison of p-type PERC and n-type TOPCon solar 
cells illustrating the rear passivated contact architecture[10].

Advantages of TOPCon:
•	 High Efficiency: Mass production efficiencies for TOPCon cells are con-

sistently reaching 25-26%, with commercial modules exceeding 23% ef-
ficiency [11].

•	 Low Degradation: TOPCon modules exhibit very low LID (typically 
<1% in the first year) and a lower power temperature coefficient than 
PERC, leading to higher energy yield over the module’s lifetime.

•	 High Bifaciality: The rear surface design of TOPCon cells is well-suited 
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for bifacial applications, allowing for bifaciality factors of up to 85% 
(meaning the rear side can generate up to 85% of the power of the front 
side under equivalent illumination).

Recent research continues to push TOPCon performance, with a focus on 
improving metallization processes, such as replacing expensive silver with alu-
minum for the rear contacts, and optimizing the tunnel oxide layer [12].

1.2.2.HJT (Heterojunction Technology)
Heterojunction technology represents a more fundamental departure from 

the traditional diffused-junction solar cell. An HJT cell consists of a monocrys-
talline silicon wafer sandwiched between ultra-thin layers of amorphous sili-
con. This creates a heterojunction—a junction between two different semicon-
ductor materials—which provides outstanding surface passivation, virtually 
eliminating defects at the silicon surface. This superior passivation results in 
exceptionally high open-circuit voltages (Voc), a key driver of high efficiency 
[13].

Key Features of HJT:
•	 Excellent Temperature Coefficient: HJT’s primary advantage is its in-

dustry-leading temperature coefficient, typically around -0.24%/°C to 
-0.26%/°C, compared to - 0.35%/°C or worse for PERC. This means HJT 
modules perform significantly better in hot climates, generating more 
energy over the course of a year [14].

•	 Zero LID: Because HJT processing temperatures are much lower than 
for PERC or TOPCon, and it does not involve boron doping, it is com-
pletely immune to both boron-oxygen LID and Light and elevated Tem-
perature Induced Degradation (LeTID).

•	 High Efficiency Records: HJT has consistently held high efficien-
cy records. In December 2024, Trina Solar announced a new record of 
27.08% for a full-size n-type HJT cell [15].
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Figure 1.3: Simplified architectural and performance comparison of PERC, 
TOPCon, and HJT technologies[11].

The main challenge for HJT has been its higher manufacturing cost, associ-
ated with the need for specialized deposition equipment (PECVD) and the use 
of more silver paste for metallization. However, ongoing innovation in manu-
facturing is steadily closing the cost gap with TOPCon.

1.2.3.Back-Contact Architectures (xBC)
Back-contact cells represent the pinnacle of silicon solar cell design. In these 

architectures, both the positive and negative electrical contacts are moved to 
the rear of the cell. This eliminates the metal gridlines (busbars and fingers) 
from the front surface, which would otherwise block a portion of the incoming 
sunlight. This unobstructed front surface, known as an “all-black” appearance, 
maximizes light absorption and gives the panels a highly uniform and aesthet-
ically pleasing look.

The most well-known back-contact technology is the Interdigitated Back 
Contact (IBC) cell, commercialized for many years by companies like Sun-
Power. The general term for the new generation of these technologies is xBC, 
which includes variants that combine the back- contact design with other ad-
vanced architectures:
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•	 HBC (Heterojunction Back Contact): Combines the superior passiva-
tion of HJT with the aesthetic and efficiency benefits of a back-contact 
design.

•	 TBC (TOPCon Back Contact): Integrates the TOPCon passivation 
scheme with a back-contact layout.

•	 HIBC (Hybrid Interdigitated Back Contact): A hybrid approach, 
such as that used by LONGi, which combines HJT with an interdigitated 
back-contact structure. In April 2025, LONGi announced a world-record 
efficiency of 27.81% for its HIBC cell, the highest ever recorded for a 
commercial-size monofacial silicon cell[6].

Advantages of xBC:
•	 Highest Silicon Efficiency: By eliminating front-side shading, xBC cells 

consistently achieve the highest single-junction silicon efficiencies.
•	 Superior Aesthetics: The clean, all-black appearance is highly valued in 

the premium residential market.
•	 Excellent Reliability: The robust rear-side contact structure can lead to 

improved durability and lower degradation over time.

The primary challenge for xBC technologies is their manufacturing com-
plexity, which translates to higher costs. However, as the solar market continues 
to segment, xBC is solidifying its position as the technology of choice for the 
high-performance, premium segment.

1.2.4.Bifacial Technology: Harvesting Light from Both Sides
Bifacial technology is not a cell architecture itself, but rather a module-level 

innovation that can be applied to most modern cell types, including PERC, 
TOPCon, and HJT. A bifacial module is designed to capture light on both its 
front and rear surfaces. This is achieved by replacing the opaque polymer back-
sheet with a transparent material, either a second pane of glass (glass-glass con-
figuration) or a transparent polymer backsheet.

The rear side of the module captures light that is reflected from the surface 
beneath the installation, a phenomenon known as albedo. The amount of extra 
energy generated—the bifacial gain—is highly dependent on the reflectivity of 
this surface. For example:
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•	 Grass or dark soil: Low albedo (10-25%), resulting in a bifacial gain 
of 5-10%.

•	 Light-colored gravel or sand: Medium albedo (25-40%), resulting in a 
bifacial gain of 10-20%.

•	 White reflective membrane or fresh snow: High albedo (60-90%), 
which can lead to a bifacial gain of up to 30% or more [16].

Bifacial technology has become standard for large-scale, ground-mounted 
utility projects, where the installation can be optimized (e.g., by increasing the 
mounting height and using reflective ground cover) to maximize the bifacial 
gain. In the United States, bifacial panels accounted for nearly 40% of utili-
ty-scale installations in 2024 [17]. The technology is particularly synergistic 
with n-type cells like TOPCon and HJT, which have naturally high bifaciality 
factors.

1.3.The Tandem Takeoff: Perovskites and the Path Beyond 30% 
Efficiency
The theoretical efficiency limit for a single-junction silicon solar cell, known 

as the Shockley-Queisser limit, is approximately 29.4% [18]. While commer-
cial silicon cells are getting ever closer to this limit, surpassing it requires a fun-
damentally new approach. This is the promise of multi-junction, or tandem, 
solar cells.

A tandem cell works by stacking two or more solar cells with different band-
gaps on top of each other. The top cell has a wider bandgap and is designed 
to absorb the high-energy photons (blue and green light), while allowing the 
lower-energy photons (red and infrared light) to pass through to the bottom 
cell, which has a narrower bandgap. This division of labor allows the tandem 
device to convert a much broader portion of the solar spectrum into electricity, 
breaking the efficiency limit of either individual cell.

While multi-junction cells made from expensive III-V semiconductors have 
been used for decades in space applications, the breakthrough for terrestrial PV 
has been the emergence of perovskite solar cells as a near-ideal top-cell partner 
for silicon.
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1.3.1.Perovskite-on-Silicon Tandem Cells
Perovskites, a class of materials with a specific crystal structure, have sever-

al properties that make them perfect for tandem applications:

•	 Tunable Bandgap: The bandgap of the perovskite can be precisely tuned 
by changing its chemical composition, allowing it to be optimized to per-
fectly complement the bandgap of the silicon bottom cell.

•	 High Efficiency in the Blue Spectrum: Perovskites are exceptionally 
good at converting high-energy blue light, which silicon does less effi-
ciently.

•	 Low-Cost, Solution-Processable: Perovskite layers can be deposited 
from a liquid solution at low temperatures, offering the potential for low-
cost, high-throughput manufacturing.

The rate of performance improvement has been notably rapid. Since 2020, 
the world record efficiency has climbed from under 28% to the current record 
of 34.85% set by LONGi in April 2025 [6]. This rapid progress has been driven 
by key innovations in several areas:

•	 Interface Engineering: Developing better passivation and charge trans-
port layers between the perovskite and silicon sub-cells to minimize elec-
trical losses.

•	 Light Management: Designing advanced textures and anti-reflective 
coatings to ensure that light is efficiently coupled into both the top and 
bottom cells.

•	 Stability Enhancement: Making the perovskite layer durable enough to 
withstand 25-30 years of outdoor operation.
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Figure 1.4: Layered structure of a perovskite–silicon tandem solar cell 
demonstrating spectral splitting between top and bottom sub-cells[19].

1.3.2.The Stability Imperative
Despite their record-breaking efficiencies, the commercialization of per-

ovskite-based technologies hinges on solving the challenge of long-term sta-
bility. Perovskite materials are intrinsically sensitive to environmental factors:

•	 Moisture: Water molecules can cause the perovskite crystal structure to 
degrade rapidly.

•	 Oxygen: In the presence of light, oxygen can create reactive species that 
damage the perovskite.

•	 Heat: High temperatures can accelerate degradation pathways and cause 
phase changes in the material.

•	 UV Light: High-energy UV photons can break chemical bonds within 
the perovskite and adjacent layers.

Extensive international research efforts address this challenge through mul-
tiple complementary strategies:

1	 Compositional Engineering: Modifying the chemical recipe of the per-
ovskite itself to make it more intrinsically stable. This includes using dif-
ferent combinations of halides (iodine, bromine, chlorine) and cations.
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2	 Defect Passivation: Applying passivation agents that “heal” defects on 
the surface and at the grain boundaries of the perovskite film, which 
are often the starting points for degradation. Recent breakthroughs have 
shown that this approach can lead to cells that retain 100% of their initial 
efficiency after 1,200 hours of continuous operation [20].

3	 Advanced Encapsulation: Developing new, more effective barrier lay-
ers and encapsulation materials that can completely seal the perovskite 
cell from moisture and oxygen.

While significant progress has been made, demonstrating a 25-year warrant-
able lifetime remains the final, critical hurdle for the widespread deployment of 
perovskite tandem technology.

1.3.3.All-Perovskite Tandem Cells
Another exciting area of research is the all-perovskite tandem cell, which 

stacks a wide- bandgap perovskite cell on top of a narrow-bandgap perovskite 
cell. This approach avoids the use of a thick, rigid silicon wafer, opening up the 
possibility of creating ultra-lightweight and flexible high-efficiency solar cells. 
Recent laboratory demonstrations have reported efficiencies approaching 30% 
for all-perovskite tandems [21]. These could be ideal for applications in aero-
space, electric vehicles, and portable power, but they face even greater stability 
challenges than their silicon-based counterparts.

Figure 1.5: Cross-sectional configuration of an all-perovskite tandem solar 
cell employing dual bandgap perovskite absorbers[22].
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1.4	. Other Emerging Technologies
While silicon and perovskites dominate the headlines, other technologies are 

being developed for specific applications where their unique properties offer an 
advantage.

1.4.1.Organic Photovoltaics (OPV)
Organic photovoltaics use carbon-based organic polymers and molecules 

as the active semiconductor layer. Their key advantages are their potential for 
low-cost roll-to-roll manufacturing, light weight, flexibility, and semi-transpar-
ency. This makes them suitable for applications where these properties are more 
important than raw efficiency, such as:

•	 Building-Integrated Photovoltaics (BIPV): OPV films can be integrat-
ed into windows, facades, and skylights to generate power without ob-
structing the view.

•	 Portable Electronics: They can be used to power small, flexible elec-
tronic devices and sensors.

•	 Indoor Applications: OPV can be tuned to be highly efficient at con-
verting the spectrum of indoor lighting, making them ideal for powering 
IoT devices.

OPV has historically been held back by low efficiency and poor stability. 
However, the development of new non-fullerene acceptor materials has led to 
a rapid increase in performance, with lab efficiencies now approaching 20% 
[23], [24].

1.4.2.Quantum Dot Solar Cells (QDSC)
Quantum dots are semiconductor nanocrystals, typically only a few nano-

meters in size. A unique property of quantum dots is that their electronic 
characteristics, particularly their bandgap, are determined by their size. This 
size-tunability offers a powerful tool for solar cell design. By creating layers of 
quantum dots of different sizes, it is possible to build a multi- junction cell that 
can absorb a very broad range of the solar spectrum.
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Another exciting possibility for quantum dots is Multiple Exciton Gener-
ation (MEG), a phenomenon where a single high-energy photon can generate 
more than one electron-hole pair, potentially allowing for theoretical efficien-
cies far beyond the Shockley-Queisser limit. While still primarily in the re-
search phase, recent breakthroughs have pushed the efficiency of QDSCs to 
over 18%, making them a promising technology for the long-term future of 
photovoltaics [25].

1.5. Performance and Market Analysis (2023-2025)
The PV market is in a period of unprecedented technological transition. The 

following table provides a detailed comparison of the key technologies based 
on the most recent data and market intelligence.

Table 1.2: Comparative technical and performance characteristics of 
next-generation photovoltaic technologies.

Technology Commerci 
al Module 
Efficiency 
(%)

Lab 
Record 
(Cell) 
Efficienc y 
(%)

Temperature 
Coefficient 
(%/°C)

Bifaciality 
Factor

Key 
Advantage s

Key 
Challenges

p-type PERC

20 - 22.5% 24.5% -0.35 to -0.42 ~70%

Mature, low 
cost, vast 
capacity

LID, lower 
efficiency 
potential

n-type TOP-
Con 22.5 - 24.0% 26.1% -0.29 to -0.32 ~85%

High efficien-
cy, low LID, 
high bifaciality Higher cost 

than PERC, 
process 
complexity

n-type HJT 23.0 - 25.0% 27.08% -0.24 to -0.26 ~90%

Best temp. 
coefficient, no 
LID, high Voc

Higher cost, 
use of indium 
(supply risk)
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n-type xBC 23.5 - 
25.4%

27.81% -0.28 to 
-0.30

(Monofa-
cial
)

Highest 
silicon 
efficiency, 
superior 
aesthetics

Highest 
cost, 
complex 
manufac-
turin g

Per-
ovskite/ 
Si Tan-
dem

(Pre- 
commer-
cial)

34.85% (Under 
research)

N/A

Ultra-high 
efficiency, 
potential 
for low 
cost

Long-
term 
stability, 
scalabil-
ity, lead 
content

OPV

4 - 8%
(Niche)

~20% Varies N/A

Flexible, 
transpar-
ent, light-
weight, 
low-cost 
potential

Low 
efficien-
cy, poor 
stability

Sources: [2], [4], [6], [11], [14], [15], [16], [23]
Market Trends and Projections:

•	 TOPCon Dominance: By the end of 2025, TOPCon is expected to be 
the dominant mainstream technology, having largely replaced p-type 
PERC in new manufacturing capacity [8].

•	 HJT and xBC in the Premium Segment: HJT and xBC technologies 
will continue to serve the high-performance and premium residential 
markets where maximum efficiency and aesthetics are prioritized.

•	 Bifacial as Standard: Bifacial modules are becoming the standard for 
utility-scale and large commercial ground-mount projects.

Tandem on the Horizon: The first commercial perovskite/silicon tandem 
modules are expected to enter the market in limited quantities by 2026-
2027, initially targeting niche, high-value applications. Widespread 
adoption will depend on successfully demonstrating bankable long-term 
reliability.

Price Pressure and Diversification: The massive expansion of manufac-
turing capacity, particularly in China, led to a significant drop in module prices 
in 2024 [26]. This is accelerating solar adoption but also putting financial pres-



Aysel ERSOY

27

sure on manufacturers. In response, there is a growing global effort, supported 
by policies like the Inflation Reduction Act (IRA) in the US, to diversify the PV 
supply chain and establish manufacturing hubs outside of China [27].

1.6. Conclusion: A Multi-Technology Future
The dominance of a single PV technology is being replaced by a diversified 

and multi-technology ecosystem. The transition to n-type silicon, led by TOP-
Con and HJT, is delivering a new baseline of higher efficiency and better long-
term performance for the mainstream market. At the premium end, back-contact 
cells continue to extend the practical efficiency limits of silicon-based photo-
voltaics. Looking forward, the extraordinary potential of perovskite-on-silicon 
tandem technology promises to usher in the next paradigm shift in photovolta-
ics, offering a clear path to module efficiencies well above 30%.

However, the journey to commercialization is not just about headline effi-
ciency numbers. As this chapter has detailed, factors like long-term stability, 
temperature performance, manufacturing cost, and bankability are equally crit-
ical. The technologies that ultimately succeed will be those that offer the best 
balance of performance, reliability, and cost, delivering the lowest Levelized 
Cost of Energy (LCOE) for a given application.

The coming decade is expected to be characterized by intensified technolog-
ical competition and sustained innovation, with multiple advanced technolo-
gies vying for market share. This dynamic environment, fueled by cutting- edge 
research and massive industrial investment, supports the continued expansion 
of solar energy as a primary source of newly installed clean electricity capacity.



New Generation PV Panels and Performance Comparison

28

REFERENCES
[1]	“Renewables 2024 – Analysis - IEA.” Accessed: Jan. 19, 2026. [Online]. Available: 

https://www.iea.org/reports/renewables-2024

[2]	“Market Survey: Solar Cell Production Equipment 2025.” Accessed: Jan. 19, 2026. 
[Online]. Available: https://taiyangnews.info/reports/market-survey-solar-cell-pro-
duction-equipment-2025

[3]	W. Shen, Y. Zhao, and F. Liu, “Highlights of mainstream solar cell efficiencies in 
2024,” Frontiers in Energy 2025 19:1, vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 8–17, Jan. 2025, doi: 
10.1007/S11708-025-0985-5.

[4]	“Best Research-Cell Efficiency Chart | Photovoltaic Research | NLR.” Accessed: 
Jan. 19, 2026. [Online]. Available: https://www.nrel.gov/pv/cell-efficiency

[5]	M. W. Aziz, N. A. Ahmad, and H. W. Hamed, “An Overview of High-Efficiency 
Perovskite and Perovskite-Based Tandem Solar Cells: Progress in 2025,” Scientific 
Journal of Engineering, and Technology, vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 114–118, Oct. 2025, doi: 
10.69739/SJET.V2I2.946.

[6]	“LONGi Sets Dual World Records in Solar Cell Efficiency for HIBC and Tandem 
Technologies.” Accessed: Jan. 19, 2026. [Online]. Available: https://www.longi.
com/eu/news/dual-world-record-hibc-tandem/

[7]	F. Kersten et al., “Degradation of multicrystalline silicon solar cells and modules 
after illumination at elevated temperature,” Solar Energy Materials and Solar Cells, 
vol. 142, pp. 83–86, Nov. 2015, doi: 10.1016/J.SOLMAT.2015.06.015.

[8]	“Market trend: solar cell development.” Accessed: Jan. 19, 2026. [Online]. Avail-
able: https://www.intersolar.de/market-trends/solar-cell-development

[9]	R. U. Rahman et al., “Progress in TOPCon solar cell technology: Investigating haf-
nium oxide through simulation,” Current Applied Physics, vol. 63, pp. 96–104, Jul. 
2024, doi: 10.1016/J.CAP.2024.04.001.

[10] “Topcon solar cells vs Perc solar cells: a complete guide.” Accessed: Jan. 19, 
2026. [Online]. Available: https://www.novergysolar.com/topcon-vs-perc-vs-hjt-
solar-cells/

[11] “Ultimate Guide to PERC, TOPCon, and HJT Modules for 2025.” Accessed: Jan. 
19, 2026. [Online]. Available: https://www.anernstore.com/blogs/diy-solar-guides/
perc-topcon-hjt-guide-2025

[12] Y. Cheng et al., “Integration of aluminum contacts in TOPCon solar cells: A path-
way to reduce silver usage,” Solar Energy Materials and Solar Cells, vol. 285, p. 
113559, Jun. 2025, doi: 10.1016/J.SOLMAT.2025.113559.

[13] M. D. Archer and M. A. Green, “Clean Electricity from Photovoltaics,” vol. 4, 



Aysel ERSOY

29

Dec. 2014, doi: 10.1142/P798.

[14] “What Are the Most Efficient Solar Panels in 2025?” Accessed: Jan. 19, 2026. 
[Online]. Available: https://www.ecoflow.com/us/blog/what-are-the-most-efficient-
solar-panels

[15] “Trina Solar hits new 27.08% record for HJT solar cell – pv magazine Interna-
tional.” Accessed: Jan. 19, 2026. [Online]. Available: https://www.pv-magazine.
com/2024/12/19/trina-solar-hits-new-27-08-record-for-hjt-solar-cell/

[16] “Everything About Bifacial Solar Panels [2026 Latest] | Renogy US.” Accessed: 
Jan. 19, 2026. [Online]. Available: https://www.renogy.com/blogs/general-solar/bi-
facial-solar-panels-disadvantages-and-advantages

[17] “Top 5 Trends in Solar Energy in 2024 and What to Expect in 2025 - Polar Rack-
ing.” Accessed: Jan. 19, 2026. [Online]. Available: https://www.polarracking.com/
top-5-trends-in-solar-energy-in-2024-and-what-to-expect-in-2025/

[18] W. Shockley and H. Queisser, “Detailed balance limit of efficiency of p-n junction 
solar cells,” Renewable Energy: Four Volume Set, vol. 2–4, pp. 35–54, Dec. 2018, 
doi: 10.4324/9781315793245-44/DETAILED-BALANCE-LIMIT-EFFICIEN-
CY-P.

[19] “New world records: perovskite-on-silicon-tandem solar cells”, Accessed: Jan. 19, 
2026. [Online]. Available: https://actu.epfl.ch/news/new-world-records-perovskite-
on-silicon-tandem-sol/

[20] G. Li et al., “Stabilizing high-efficiency perovskite solar cells via strategic inter-
facial contact engineering,” Nature Photonics 2025 20:1, vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 55–62, 
Nov. 2025, doi: 10.1038/s41566-025-01791-1.

[21] P. Kumar, G. Shankar, A. Kumar, A. Najar, and B. Pradhan, “Recent progress in 
all-perovskite tandem solar cells and modules: redefining limits,” Prog. Mater. Sci., 
vol. 156, p. 101560, Feb. 2026, doi: 10.1016/J.PMATSCI.2025.101560.

[22] J. Wen et al., “Heterojunction formed via 3D-to-2D perovskite conversion for pho-
tostable wide-bandgap perovskite solar cells,” Nature Communications 2023 14:1, 
vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 7118-, Nov. 2023, doi: 10.1038/s41467-023-43016-5.

[23] L. Zhu et al., “Progress of organic photovoltaics towards 20% efficiency,” Nature 
Reviews Electrical Engineering 2024 1:9, vol. 1, no. 9, pp. 581–596, Aug. 2024, 
doi: 10.1038/s44287-024-00080-3.

[24] S. Yuan, W. Luo, M. Xie, and H. Peng, “Progress in research on organic photovol-
taic acceptor materials,” RSC Adv., vol. 15, no. 4, pp. 2470–2489, Jan. 2025, doi: 
10.1039/D4RA08370A.

[25] S. N. Sharma, P. Semalti, Bhawna, and A. S. Rao, “Pioneering advancements in 



New Generation PV Panels and Performance Comparison

30

quantum dot solar cells: Innovations in synthesis and cutting-edge applications,” 
Curr. Opin. Colloid Interface Sci., vol. 77, p. 101905, Jun. 2025, doi: 10.1016/J.
COCIS.2025.101905.

[26] “Global solar module shipments hit 703 GW in 2024 – pv magazine Interna-
tional.” Accessed: Jan. 19, 2026. [Online]. Available: https://www.pv-magazine.
com/2025/04/15/global-solar-module-shipments-hit-703-gw-in-2024/

[27] “INFLATION REDUCTION ACT Assistance for Latest and Zero Building En-
ergy Code Adoption (Sec. 50131) ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL REQUIRE-
MENTS DOCUMENT (ALRD),” 2023. [Online]. Available: https://www.page.
energy.gov/.

 



Javanshir ZEYNALOV

31

CHAPTER 2

PARAMETERS AFFECTING PV PANELS

Prof. Dr. Javanshir ZEYNALOV
Faculty of Architecture and Engineering

Nakhchivan State University
AZ7012 Nakhchivan, Azerbaijan

ORCID: 0009-0002-4985-6371
Web: https://ndu.edu.az/zeynalovcavansir

2.1. Introduction: Beyond Standard Test Conditions
The performance of a photovoltaic (PV) module is universally benchmarked 

under a set of laboratory-controlled Standard Test Conditions (STC). These 
conditions—an irradiance of 1000 W/m², a cell temperature of 25°C, and an 
Air Mass (AM) 1.5 solar spectrum—provide a standardized reference condition 
for performance comparison for comparing the peak power output of different 
modules [1]. The nameplate power rating (e.g., 550 Wp) that a manufacturer 
advertises is the power the module produces under these ideal STC. However, 
the real world is far from a controlled laboratory. Once installed, a PV module 
is subjected to a continuous and dynamic interplay of environmental and oper-
ational factors that cause its actual power output to deviate significantly from 
the nameplate rating.

Understanding these parameters is essential for every stage of a PV proj-
ect’s lifecycle. For project developers and financiers, accurately modeling these 
real-world effects is essential for predicting the long-term energy yield and 
financial viability of a power plant. For engineers, it informs the selection of 
appropriate technology and the design of the system to mitigate losses and max-
imize production. For asset managers and operators, it is the key to diagnosing 
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performance issues, optimizing maintenance schedules, and ensuring the plant 
operates at its full potential.

This chapter provides an in-depth analysis of the critical parameters affect-
ing field performance, moving beyond the simplicity of STC to examine the 
complex realities of outdoor operation, including:

•	 Environmental Factors: The dominant external influences of solar irra-
diance, ambient temperature, and the spectral content of sunlight.

•	 Systemic and Installation Factors: The critical design choices of tilt 
angle, orientation, and the impact of shading.

•	 Loss Mechanisms: The unavoidable real-world phenomena of soiling 
(dust and dirt accumulation) and long-term degradation that reduce per-
formance over time.

Technology-Specific Responses: How different PV technologies (e.g., HJT, 
TOPCon) respond differently to these parameters, particularly temperature.

By dissecting each of these factors and drawing on the latest research from 
2023-2025, this chapter will build a systematic and quantitative understanding 
of field performance. This understanding is fundamental to bridging the gap 
between the rated power of a module and the actual energy it delivers over its 
multi-decade lifespan.

2.2. The Primacy of Solar Irradiance
Solar irradiance is the measure of power per unit area (measured in W/m²) 

received from the Sun in the form of electromagnetic radiation. It is the funda-
mental fuel for a PV system, and the power output of a solar cell is, to a first 
approximation, directly proportional to the intensity of the sunlight it receives. 
A doubling of irradiance will roughly double the current produced by the cell, 
and therefore its power output.

2.2.1. Components of Irradiance
Total solar irradiance reaching a module, known as Global Horizontal Irradi-

ance (GHI) for a horizontal surface, is composed of three distinct components:
1	 Direct Normal Irradiance (DNI): This is the sunlight that travels in a 
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straight line from the sun to the Earth’s surface without being scattered. It 
is the component that creates sharp shadows. High DNI is characteristic 
of clear, sunny days.

2	 Diffuse Horizontal Irradiance (DHI): This is the sunlight that has been 
scattered by molecules, aerosols, and clouds in the atmosphere. It comes 
from all directions in the sky, which is why you can still see during an 
overcast day, even though there are no sharp shadows.

3	 Reflected Irradiance (Albedo): This is the light that is reflected off sur-
faces near the PV module, such as the ground, nearby buildings, or snow. 
This component is particularly important for bifacial modules, as dis-
cussed in Chapter 1.

The total irradiance available to a tilted module, known as Global Tilted 
Irradiance (GTI), is a combination of these three components and is highly 
dependent on the module’s tilt angle and orientation relative to the sun.

2.2.2. Spectral Effects
The efficiency of a solar cell is not uniform across the entire solar spectrum. 

Each type of PV technology has a different spectral response, meaning it is 
more efficient at converting certain wavelengths (colors) of light than others. 
For example, crystalline silicon cells are most efficient in the red and near-in-
frared parts of the spectrum.

The spectrum of sunlight that reaches the Earth’s surface is not constant. It 
changes throughout the day and with atmospheric conditions. The concept of 
Air Mass (AM) is used to describe how the spectrum is affected by the path 
length of sunlight through the atmosphere.
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Figure 2.1: Schematic representation of the Air Mass (AM) concept showing 
variation in optical path length through the atmosphere[2].

•	 AM 1.0 corresponds to the sun being directly overhead (zenith angle of 
0°).

•	 AM 1.5, the standard for testing, corresponds to a zenith angle of about 
48.2°.

Standard Solar Spectra  When the sun is lower in the sky (at sunrise or 
sunset, or during winter), the Air Mass is higher. This means the light travels 
through more of the atmosphere, which scatters more of the blue light, resulting 
in a “redder” spectrum. Conversely, on a clear day with the sun high in the sky, 
the spectrum is “bluer”. These spectral shifts can cause the real-world efficiency 
of a module to deviate from its STC rating, as the incident spectrum no longer 
matches the AM1.5 standard spectrum it was tested under [3] .
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2.3. The Critical Impact of Temperature
After irradiance, temperature is the most significant environmental factor 

affecting PV performance. It is a common misconception that solar panels work 
best on the hottest days. In reality, the opposite is true: all solar panels lose 
efficiency as they get hotter.

2.3.1.The Temperature Coefficient of Power
The relationship between temperature and power output is quantified by the 

temperature coefficient of power (Pmax), which is specified on every mod-
ule’s datasheet. It is expressed as a percentage loss per degree Celsius (%/°C). 
This value indicates how much the module’s power output will decrease for 
every degree Celsius its cell temperature rises above the STC temperature of 
25°C [4].

For example, a typical p-type PERC module might have a temperature coef-
ficient of - 0.35%/°C. This means that for every 1°C increase in cell temperature 
above 25°C, the module will lose 0.35% of its maximum power. On a hot, sunny 
day, the cell temperature of a rooftop module can easily reach 65°C or even high-
er [5]. In this scenario (a 40°C rise above STC), the power loss would be:

40°C * (-0.35%/°C) = -14%
This means the module would be producing 14% less power than its name-

plate rating, even under full 1000 W/m² irradiance, due to temperature effects 
alone.

Figure 2.2: Effect of increasing cell temperature on the I–V characteristics of 
a photovoltaic module illustrating the reduction in open-circuit voltage and 

maximum power[6].
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2.3.2. Technology-Specific Temperature Performance
The temperature coefficient is a key differentiator between PV technologies. 

As discussed in Chapter 1, n-type technologies generally outperform p-type in 
this regard. The superior surface passivation of HJT cells, in particular, allows 
them to maintain a higher voltage at elevated temperatures.

Table 2.1: Typical Temperature Coefficients for Different PV Technologies 
(2024-2025)

Technology Typical Temperature Coeffi-
cient (Pmax)

Performance in Hot 
Climates

p-type PERC -0.35% / °C to -0.42% / °C Standard

n-type TOPCon -0.29% / °C to -0.32% / °C Good

n-type HJT -0.24% / °C to -0.26% / °C Excellent

n-type xBC -0.28% / °C to -0.30% / °C Very Good

Sources: [7], [8], [9]

This difference is statistically or practically significant. A high-performance 
HJT module with a coefficient of - 0.25%/°C would only lose 10% of its power 
in the same 65°C scenario, making it far more productive in hot climates than a 
standard PERC module. This superior thermal performance is a major driver for 
the adoption of n-type technologies, especially in sun-belt regions [8].

2.3.3. Thermal Management Strategies
Given the negative impact of heat, significant research is underway to de-

velop effective thermal management strategies to cool PV modules during 
operation. The goal is to dissipate waste heat more effectively, keeping the cell 
temperature lower and thus boosting efficiency. Recent innovations (2024-
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2025) include:
•	 Passive Cooling with Phase Change Materials (PCM): This involves 

attaching a layer of PCM to the back of the module. The PCM absorbs 
heat as it melts at a specific temperature, keeping the module from get-
ting hotter. It then releases the heat at night as it solidifies [10].

•	 Radiative Cooling Films: These are specialized films applied to the 
module surface that are designed to reflect thermal radiation, effectively 
radiating heat away from the module into the cold of deep space, even 
during the day [11].

•	 Hydrogel-Based Systems: A cutting-edge approach involves using hy-
drogels that can absorb heat and release water vapor through evaporation, 
providing a powerful cooling effect. Some systems even integrate ther-
moelectric generators to produce additional power from the dissipated 
heat [12].

While most of these technologies are still in the research or pre-commercial 
phase, they demonstrate the increasing importance of thermal management in 
the quest for higher real-world energy yields.

2.4. Soiling: The Impact of Dust and Dirt
Soiling refers to the accumulation of dust, dirt, pollen, bird droppings, and 

other particulates on the surface of a PV module. This layer reduces the effec-
tive irradiance reaching the cells and consequently decreases the system power 
output. Soiling is one of the most significant and variable sources of energy loss 
for PV plants globally.

2.4.1. Quantifying Soiling Losses
The economic impact of soiling is substantial. A 2025 report from the IEA 

PVPS Task 13/16 estimates that soiling is responsible for an average global 
energy loss of 4-7%, costing the industry several billion euros annually [13]. 
However, this is just an average; in many regions, the losses are far greater.

Soiling losses are highly site-specific and depend on:
•	 Climate: Arid and desert regions with high dust levels and infrequent 

rain suffer the most severe soiling.
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•	 Local Environment: Proximity to sources of dust like agricultural 
fields, construction sites, or unpaved roads can dramatically increase 
soiling rates.

•	 Tilt Angle: Modules installed at a lower tilt angle accumulate dirt more 
easily and are less effectively cleaned by rain.

•	 Cleaning Frequency: The schedule of manual or robotic cleaning is the 
primary determinant of the average soiling loss over a year.

In desert environments, studies have shown that soiling can reduce efficien-
cy by 15-25% or even more. A 2025 study by Yadav et al. measured a maximum 
daily soiling loss of 0.47%, leading to a total monthly loss of over 10% in the 
absence of rain [14].

Figure 2.3: Typical accumulation of soiling losses over time with periodic 
cleaning events[15].

2.4.2. Soiling Mitigation Strategies
Managing soiling is a critical operational task for any large-scale PV plant. 

The primary strategies include:

4	 Manual Cleaning: The most common method, involving crews of work-
ers using water and brushes to clean the modules. The optimal cleaning 
frequency is an economic trade-off between the cost of cleaning and the 
value of the energy recovered.

5	 Robotic Cleaning: An increasingly popular solution for large plants, 
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where autonomous or semi-autonomous robots travel along the module 
rows to perform waterless or low-water cleaning, typically at night.

6	 Anti-Soiling Coatings: These are specialized coatings applied to the 
module glass that modify its surface properties to reduce the adhesion 
of dust particles. Hydrophobic coatings cause water to bead up and roll 
off, carrying dirt with it, while hydrophilic coatings cause water to form 
a sheet that washes the surface clean. While promising, the long-term 
durability of these coatings in harsh environments is still a key area of 
research [16].

2.5. Long-Term Degradation
In addition to the reversible losses from factors like temperature and soiling, 

PV modules also experience a slow, irreversible decline in performance over 
their lifetime, known as degradation. This is a critical parameter, as it deter-
mines the total amount of energy plant will produce over its 25- to 30-year (or 
longer) lifespan.

Module manufacturers provide a performance warranty that guarantees the 
module will still produce a certain percentage of its original power after a given 
number of years (e.g., ≥85% after 25 years). This warranty is based on an as-
sumed degradation rate.

2.5.1. Observed Degradation Rates
For many years, a generic degradation rate of 0.8%/year was often used in 

financial models. However, extensive field studies have shown that modern 
modules perform much better. A systematic 2025 review by Straub-Mück et 
al., consolidating data published through 2023, found a median degradation 
rate of 1.1%/year across a wide range of technologies and climates, though this 
includes many older installations [17].

More recent studies focusing on modern technologies show even better per-
formance. A 2025 review by Yang et al. notes that newly manufactured modules 
often claim annual degradation rates of just 0.40-0.50% [18]. NREL’s extensive 
PV Lifetime Project, which compiles data from thousands of systems, confirms 
that modern modules typically degrade at well under 1% per year [19], [20].
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2.5.2. Degradation Mechanisms
Degradation is not a single process but a combination of multiple physical 

and chemical mechanisms that slowly wear down the module’s components:
•	 Light-Induced Degradation (LID): As discussed earlier, this affects 

p-type cells and occurs within the first hours of operation.
•	 Potential-Induced Degradation (PID): This occurs in systems with 

high voltages, where a voltage potential between the cells and the ground-
ed module frame can cause ion migration, shunting the cell and reducing 
its performance. Modern modules are designed with PID-resistant mate-
rials to mitigate this.

•	 UV Degradation: Ultraviolet radiation from the sun can slowly break 
down the polymer encapsulant (EVA) and backsheet, leading to yellow-
ing or browning, which reduces light transmission, and cracking, which 
can allow moisture ingress.

•	 Thermo-Mechanical Stress: The daily and seasonal cycles of tempera-
ture change cause the various materials in the module to expand and 
contract at different rates. This can lead to fatigue in the solder joints 
connecting the cells and the formation of microcracks in the silicon cells 
themselves.

Understanding these mechanisms is the focus of reliability research, which 
uses accelerated testing (as described in Chapter 5) to predict how modules will 
hold up over decades of service in different environments.

2.6. Installation and Systemic Factors
The design and installation of the PV system itself play a crucial role in its 

performance. In addition to environmental and degradation-related influences, 
system-level design and installation parameters also play a critical role in deter-
mining overall energy yield. Mechanical configuration, geometric alignment, and 
shading conditions directly affect incident irradiance and conversion efficiency. 
These design-related factors are therefore analyzed in the following section.

2.6.1. Tilt Angle and Orientation
For a fixed-tilt system, the goal is to orient the modules to maximize their 

annual exposure to the sun’s direct beam radiation. The optimal design depends 



Javanshir ZEYNALOV

41

on the site’s latitude:
•	 Orientation: In the Northern Hemisphere, modules should face true 

south. In the Southern Hemisphere, they should face true north.
•	 Tilt Angle: A common rule of thumb is to set the tilt angle equal to the 

site’s latitude. This provides a good year-round average. Tilting the pan-
els steeper favors winter production, while a shallower tilt favors sum-
mer production.

Figure 4. Schematic diagram of radiation reception by PV panel[21].

Alternatively, solar trackers can be used. These are mounting systems that 
automatically adjust the orientation of the modules to follow the sun throughout 
the day. Single-axis trackers, which track the sun from east to west, are the most 
common and can increase annual energy yield by 15-25% compared to a fixed-tilt 
system, more than justifying their higher cost for large utility-scale projects[22].

2.6.2. Shading
Shading is one of the most detrimental factors for a PV system. Even a small amount 

of shading on a single cell can have a disproportionately large impact on the output of 
the entire module or even a string of modules. This is because the shaded cell acts like 
a resistor, impeding the flow of current from all the other cells in its series string.

To mitigate this, modules are equipped with bypass diodes. A typical mod-
ule is divided into three sub-strings, each protected by a bypass diode. If a cell 
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in one sub-string becomes shaded, the bypass diode for that string will acti-
vate, creating a path for the current from thevother two healthy strings to flow 
around the shaded one. This prevents the shaded cell from overheating (which 
can cause a dangerous “hot spot”) and limits the power loss to only one- third 
of the module, rather than the entire module [23]. Modern module-level power 
electronics (MLPE), such as microinverters or DC optimizers, can further miti-
gate shading losses by managing the power output of each module individually.

2.7. Conclusion
The energy delivered by a photovoltaic system is the result of a complex 

and dynamic interplay between the inherent characteristics of the chosen tech-
nology and the specific environmental and operational conditions it encounters. 
While STC provides a useful, if idealized, starting point, a sophisticated under-
standing of the parameters discussed in this chapter is essential for accurately 
predicting and optimizing real-world performance.

As the latest research from 2023-2025 shows, the industry has demonstrated 
measurable improvements on all fronts. The transition to n-type technologies 
like HJT and TOPCon is directly addressing the challenge of temperature-relat-
ed losses. Advanced anti-soiling coatings and robotic cleaning systems are pro-
viding more effective solutions to the persistent problem of dust. And a deeper, 
data-driven understanding of degradation mechanisms is enabling the design of 
more durable modules with warrantable lives of 30 years or more.

Ultimately, maximizing the energy yield of a PV system requires a holistic 
approach—one that starts with selecting the right technology for the local cli-
mate, incorporates intelligent system design to minimize systemic losses, and 
employs a proactive, data-driven strategy for operation and maintenance. The 
following chapters will build upon this foundation, exploring the techniques 
used to measure these parameters, the integration of PV into hybrid systems, 
and the advanced models used to ensure reliability for decades to come.
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3.1. Introduction: From the Lab to the Field
The foundation of a reliable and profitable photovoltaic (PV) system lies in 

the quality and performance of its core component: the PV module. Ensuring 
this quality requires a sophisticated suite of measurement and characterization 
techniques that are applied throughout the module’s lifecycle, from the initial 
research and development (R&D) of a solar cell to the manufacturing line, and 
finally to decades of operation in the field. These techniques extend beyond ac-
ademic investigation and constitute essential tools for quality assurance, perfor-
mance verification, fault diagnosis, and the overall bankability of solar energy 
projects.

Measurement techniques can be broadly categorized based on the properties 
they assess: electrical, optical, and thermal. Electrical measurements, centered 
around the current-voltage (I- V) curve, define the fundamental power output 
of the device. Optical techniques, such as electroluminescence (EL) and pho-
toluminescence (PL), provide a visual map of the cell’s internal health, reveal-
ing microscopic defects that are invisible to the naked eye. Thermal methods, 
primarily infrared (IR) thermography, identify temperature anomalies that can 
indicate everything from defective cells to faulty interconnections.

In recent years (2023-2025), the field of PV measurement has seen signifi-
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cant innovation, driven by several key trends:
1.	 The Rise of N-Type and Tandem Technologies: The advanced cell 

architectures discussed in Chapter 1, such as HJT, TOPCon, and per-
ovskite-based tandems, present new characterization challenges that re-
quire more sensitive and specialized measurement techniques [1].

2.	 The Need for Field-Based Diagnostics: As the global fleet of installed 
PV systems ages, there is a growing demand for rapid, reliable, and 
cost-effective methods to diagnose performance issues and defects in the 
field, often on a massive scale.

3.	 The Integration of AI and Automation: Artificial intelligence, particu-
larly deep learning, is being integrated with imaging techniques (EL and 
IR) to automate the process of defect detection and classification, signifi-
cantly improving inspection speed and diagnostic accuracy [2], [3].

4.	 The Push for Standardization: As the industry matures, international 
bodies like the IEC are continuously developing and refining standards 
(e.g., IEC 60904 series) to ensure that measurements are consistent, com-
parable, and reliable across different manufacturers and testing labs [4].

This chapter provides a systematic and technically structured overview of 
state-of-the-art measurement techniques used for PV panels. It will cover the 
principles, applications, and recent advancements in electrical, optical, and 
thermal characterization, both in the laboratory and in the field. These methods 
are examined in the context of manufacturing quality assurance, plant commis-
sioning, and operational diagnostics.

3.2. Electrical Characterization: Defining Performance
Electrical characterization is the cornerstone of PV performance measure-

ment. It revolves around determining the module’s current-voltage (I-V) rela-
tionship under controlled conditions.

3.2.1. The I-V Curve
The I-V curve is the the primary electrical performance indicator of a PV 

device. It plots the current output versus the voltage output as the electrical load 
connected to the module is varied from a short circuit to an open circuit. From 
this single curve, all the key performance parameters can be derived.



Ertuğrul ADIGÜZEL

47

 
Figure 3.1: Standard I–V curve (red) and corresponding P–V curve (blue) of 

a photovoltaic cell indicating Isc, Voc, Vmp, Imp, and Pmp[5].

Key Parameters from the I-V Curve:
●	 Short-Circuit Current (Isc): The maximum current the device can pro-

duce, measured when the voltage is zero (i.e., the positive and negative 
terminals are shorted together). Isc is directly proportional to the solar 
irradiance.

●	 Open-Circuit Voltage (Voc): The maximum voltage the device can pro-
duce, measured when the current is zero (i.e., no load is connected). Voc 
is logarithmically dependent on irradiance and is strongly influenced by 
cell temperature.

●	 Maximum Power Point (Pmp): The point on the I-V curve where the 
product of voltage and current (Power = V x I) is at its maximum. This is 
the optimal operating point for the module and is the basis for its name-
plate power rating.

●	 Voltage at Maximum Power (Vmp): The voltage at which the module 
produces its maximum power.

●	 Current at Maximum Power (Imp): The current at which the module 
produces its maximum power.
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●	 Fill Factor (FF): A measure of the “squareness” of the I-V curve, calcu-
lated as (Vmp * Imp) / (Voc * Isc). It represents how close the module’s 
actual power output is to the theoretical maximum. A higher Fill Factor 
indicates lower internal resistive losses and thus a more efficient cell.

3.2.2. The Solar Simulator (Flash Test)
To obtain a standardized and comparable I-V curve, measurements must be 

performed under Standard Test Conditions (STC). This is achieved in a man-
ufacturing setting using a solar simulator, also known as a flash tester. This 
instrument uses a high-intensity xenon flash lamp to produce a brief, powerful 
pulse of light that is carefully filtered to match the AM1.5 solar spectrum at an 
intensity of 1000 W/m² [6].

During the flash (which lasts only a few milliseconds), an electronic load 
rapidly sweeps the module from open-circuit to short-circuit, measuring the full 
I-V curve. The module’s temperature is precisely controlled at 25°C. This flash 
test is the final step on the production line, providing the definitive nameplate 
rating for every module and sorting them into power classes for sale.

Recent advancements in flash testing focus on accommodating new technol-
ogies. For bifacial modules, dual-lamp simulators are used to illuminate both 
the front and rear sides simultaneously to determine the module’s bifacial pow-
er rating, a procedure now standardized by IEC TS 60904-1-2 [7]. For high-ca-
pacitance modules like HJT, the duration of the flash and the voltage sweep rate 
must be carefully adjusted to ensure the module reaches a stable electrical state, 
preventing measurement errors [8].

3.2.3. Field I-V Curve Tracing
While flash testers are essential for manufacturing, they are not practical 

for field use. For on- site performance verification and diagnostics, portable 
I-V curve tracers are used. These devices apply a variable electronic load to a 
module or a string of modules in the field, tracing its I-V curve under the pre-
vailing real-world conditions of irradiance and temperature.

To make the field measurement comparable to the STC rating, the measured 
curve must be translated. This is done using the following steps:

1.	 Simultaneously measure the in-plane solar irradiance (using a reference 
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cell) and the module’s cell temperature (using a sensor attached to the 
back of the module).

2.	 Use standardized translation equations (defined in IEC 60891) to correct 
the measured I-V curve for the difference between the measured condi-
tions and STC.

This translated curve can then be directly compared to the manufacturer’s 
datasheet to determine if the module is performing as expected or to calculate 
its degradation over time. The development of low-cost, high-precision I-V 
curve tracers, some based on platforms like Arduino, has made this an effective 
diagnostic tool more accessible for field technicians [9], [10]. A 2024 study by 
De Riso et al. demonstrated an enhanced, low-cost tracer capable of accurately 
characterizing various module technologies in the field [11].

3.3. Optical Characterization: Visualizing Defects
Optical characterization techniques are non-destructive methods that pro-

vide a visual representation of a solar cell’s operation, allowing for the rapid 
identification of a wide range of defects that are invisible to the naked eye.

3.3.1. Electroluminescence (EL) Imaging
Electroluminescence (EL) imaging is one of the most widely adopted tech-

niques for quality control in PV manufacturing and for detailed fault analysis 
in the field. The principle behind EL is the reverse of the photovoltaic effect. 
Instead of the cell absorbing light to produce electricity, a forward current is 
injected into the module, causing it to emit light in the near- infrared spectrum 
(typically around 1150 nm for silicon) [12]. This emitted light is captured by a 
specialized infrared camera.

The intensity of the emitted light is directly proportional to the local voltage 
across the cell. A healthy, defect-free area of the cell will have a uniform voltage 
and will glow brightly and evenly. However, any defect that impairs the cell’s 
ability to generate power will appear as a dark or dim area in the EL image.
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Figure 3.2: High-resolution electroluminescence image of a PV module 
showing microcracks and inactive cell regions[13].

Defects Detectable with EL:
●	 Microcracks: These are tiny fractures in the silicon cell, often caused 

by mechanical stress during manufacturing or transport. They appear as 
dark, jagged lines and can sever electrical connections, rendering parts 
of the cell inactive.

●	 Finger Interruptions: The thin metal gridlines on the front of the cell 
are called fingers. A break in one of these fingers will prevent current 
collection, causing the area it serves to appear dark.

●	 Inactive Cell Areas: Portions of a cell or even entire cells may be com-
pletely inactive due to severe cracks, shunts, or manufacturing errors. 
These appear as completely black areas.

●	 Potential-Induced Degradation (PID): PID often manifests as a char-
acteristic pattern of dimming or darkening of the cells near the module 
frame.

●	 Shunts: Low-resistance paths that short-circuit the cell, which appear as 
localized dark spots.

Until recently, EL imaging was primarily a laboratory technique, as it re-
quires a dark environment and a power supply to inject the necessary current. 
However, recent innovations (2024-2025) have led to the development of day-
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light EL systems that use sophisticated pulse and imaging techniques to capture 
EL images in full sunlight, making it a viable tool for field inspections [14]. 
Furthermore, a 2025 study by Carpintero et al. proposed a novel “self- pow-
ered” EL method that uses the power from adjacent strings in a PV plant to 
energize the module under test, eliminating the need for an external power sup-
ply [15]. In addition, recent field-oriented studies have reported the successful 
integration of EL with complementary diagnostic techniques for outdoor defect 
detection and degradation assessment in operating PV plants, demonstrating 
the feasibility of large-scale, in-situ inspections[12].

3.3.2. Photoluminescence (PL) Imaging
Photoluminescence (PL) is a related, contactless imaging technique. Instead 

of injecting an electrical current, the module is illuminated by a light source 
(typically lasers or LEDs) with an energy higher than the bandgap of the silicon. 
The module absorbs this light and then re-emits a small fraction of it as photo-
luminescent radiation, which is captured by an infrared camera, similar to EL.

PL imaging provides information about the quality of the silicon wafer and 
the effectiveness of the passivation layers. It is extremely sensitive to material 
defects and contamination. While EL shows the performance of the finished 
cell, PL can be used earlier in the production process, even on bare wafers, to 
screen for quality before the costly steps of metallization are performed [16].

Figure 3.3: Schematic of a photoluminescence imaging setup with optical 
excitation and infrared detection[17].

In a photoluminescence imaging setup, the output from a high-power fiber-cou-
pled infrared (IR) laser is expanded to homogeneously illuminate a silicon brick, 
wafer, or solar cell. While the sample is illuminated (red arrows), a sensitive IR camera 
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takes a snapshot of the luminescence signal (blue arrows) emitted by the sample.  
In R&D, hyperspectral PL and EL imaging, which analyzes the full spectrum 
of the emitted light rather than just its intensity, can provide even more detailed 
information about recombination mechanisms and material properties, helping 
to guide the development of next- generation solar cells [18].

3.3.3. Quantum Efficiency (QE) and Spectral Response
Quantum Efficiency (QE) is a fundamental measurement that describes how 

effectively a solar cell converts photons of a specific wavelength into charge 
carriers (electrons). It is plotted as a curve against wavelength.

●	 External Quantum Efficiency (EQE): This is the ratio of the number of 
electrons collected by the cell to the number of photons of a given wave-
length incident on the cell from an external light source.

●	 Internal Quantum Efficiency (IQE): This is the ratio of collected elec-
trons to the number of photons of a given wavelength that are absorbed 
by the cell, factoring out optical losses like reflection.

Figure 3.4: External Quantum Efficiency (EQE) curve of a monocrystalline 
silicon solar cell illustrating wavelength-dependent conversion efficiency[19].
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The QE measurement, also known as spectral response, is a powerful di-
agnostic tool. The shape of the QE curve provides deep insight into the quality 
of the cell’s material and the effectiveness of its different layers. For example, 
a poor response at short (blue) wavelengths indicates high recombination at the 
front surface, while a poor response at long (red) wavelengths points to a low 
minority carrier lifetime in the bulk of the silicon wafer [20].

3.4. Thermal Characterization: Finding the Hot Spots
Thermal imaging, or infrared thermography (IRT), is a non-destructive tech-

nique that captures the infrared radiation emitted by an object to create a visual 
map of its surface temperature. In the context of PV, it is a powerful tool for 
quickly identifying temperature anomalies on operating modules, which are of-
ten indicative of underlying faults.

3.4.1. Principles of IR Thermography
Under normal operation, a healthy PV module should have a relatively uniform 

temperature distribution across its surface. However, if a cell or part of a cell is un-
derperforming or inactive, it can no longer convert sunlight into electricity. Instead, 
it acts as a resistor, dissipating the current generated by the other cells as heat. This 
causes its temperature to rise significantly above that of the surrounding healthy 
cells, creating a hot spot that is clearly visible in a thermal image.

Figure 3.5: Infrared thermographic image of a PV module highlighting 
localized hot spots [2].
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Faults Detectable with IRT:
●	 Hot Spots: Caused by cracked cells, localized shunts, or manufacturing 

defects.Bypass Diode Failures: A failed (short-circuited) bypass diode 
will cause the entire sub-string of cells it protects to be shorted, leading 
to a distinct rectangular heating pattern.

●	 String Interconnection Issues: A faulty connection between modules 
can cause resistive heating at the junction box or connector.

●	 Soiling and Shading: Non-uniform soiling or partial shading can cause 
temperature variations across the module surface.

3.4.2. Drone-Based Thermography
The most significant recent development in IRT for PV is the use of un-

manned aerial vehicles, or drones. Mounting a high-resolution radiometric 
thermal camera on a drone allows for the rapid inspection of vast utility-scale 
solar farms. An automated drone can survey a multi- megawatt site in a matter 
of hours, a task that would take a ground crew days or weeks to complete [21].

As of 2025, this technology has become a standard practice for commission-
ing and O&M. The process involves a pre-programmed flight path where the 
drone captures thousands of overlapping thermal and visual images. This data 
is then stitched together to create a complete thermal map of the entire plant. 
AI-powered software is then used to automatically analyze these maps, detect 
thermal anomalies, classify the potential fault type, and generate a prioritized 
list of issues for a ground crew to investigate [22], [23]. This automated work-
flow has been shown to be up to 75% faster than manual methods and can gen-
erate a significant return on investment by quickly identifying underperforming 
assets [21].

3.5. Advanced Electrical Characterization Techniques
Beyond the standard I-V curve, a suite of more advanced electrical tech-

niques can provide deeper insights into the complex physics of a solar cell, 
particularly for emerging technologies like perovskites.
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3.5.1. Impedance Spectroscopy (IS)
Impedance Spectroscopy is a powerful, non-destructive technique that mea-

sures the complex impedance of a solar cell as a function of frequency. By ap-
plying a small AC voltage signal at different frequencies and measuring the re-
sulting AC current, a detailed impedance spectrum is generated. This spectrum 
can be fitted to an equivalent circuit model, allowing researchers to deconstruct 
the various physical processes occurring within the cell, such as charge trans-
port, recombination, and charge accumulation at interfaces [24].

Recent studies have demonstrated the power of IS for:
●	 Characterizing Degradation: A 2025 study by Liu et al. showed that IS 

can be used to characterize power degradation in modules, with a focus 
on transitioning the technique to outdoor applications [25].Analyzing 
Bifacial Modules: Avella et al. (2025) are developing methods for ap-
plying IS to bifacial modules under outdoor conditions [26].

●	 Diagnosing PID: El-Tayeb et al. (2025) have shown that IS is a highly 
effective tool for differentiating between different types of Potential-In-
duced Degradation (PID) mechanisms [27].
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Table 3.1: Representative applications of impedance spectroscopy across 
different photovoltaic technologies.
PV
Technolog y

Typical 
Frequen-
cy Range

Primary 
Applica-
tio ns

Key Infor-
matio n 
Extracted

Unique 
Chal-
lenge s

Recent 
Advances 
(2024-

2025)

Advantage 
s

Crystalline 
Silicon (c- 
Si)

1 Hz - 1
MHz

-	 PN
junction 
analysis

-	 Series 
resistance 
mea-
surem 
ent

-	 ​
Recom-
bina tion 
analysis

-	 ​
Degra-
datio n 
monitor-
ing

-	 Doping 
density

-	 Depletion 
width

-	 ​
Recombina 
tion lifetime

-	 Series 
and shunt 
resistance

- High 
capac-
itanc e 
requires 
careful 
mea-
surem ent 
setup

-
Tem-
peratu 
re- de-
pendent 
behavior

-	 Outdoor 
field mea-
surem ents 
[24]

-	 Bias 
voltage 
and illu-
mination 
effects 
quantified

-	 ​
Temperatu 
re coeffi-
cient anal-
ysis

-	 Well- 
established 
equivalent 
circuit mod-
els

-	 Direct 
correlation 
with I-V 
parameters
-	 Non- de-
structive

-	 Fast mea-
surem ent

Perovskite 
Solar Cells

0.1 Hz 
- 10
MHz

-	 Ion 
migration 
analysis

-	 In-
terface 
char-
acteriz 
ation

-	 Sta-
bility 
assess-
men t

-	 ​
Hyster-
esis

-	 Ion mo-
bility and 
diffusion 
coefficient

-	 Interface 
charge accu-
mulati on
-	 ​
Recombina 
tion resis-
tance

-	 Strong 
frequency 
disper-
sion

-
Hystere-
sis effects

-	 Mois-
ture sen-
sitivity

-	 Light- 
soaking 
effects

-	 Di-
rect ion 
mobility 
determinati 
on from IS 
[28]

-	 Mo-
bile ion 
characteriz 
ation at 
perovskite/ 
ETL

interface

- Reveals 
ion dynam-
ics invisible 
to I-V

-
Distinguish 
es electronic 
vs. ionic 
processes
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PV
Techno-
log y

Typical 
Frequency 
Range

Primary 
Applica-
tio ns

Key In-
formatio 
n Extract-
ed

Unique 
Challenge s

Recent 
Advances 
(2024-
2025)

Advantage s

investiga-
tion - Chemical 

capaci-
tanc e

[29]
- Voltage- 
dependent 
capacitanc 
e model-
ing [30][

-	 Critical 
for stability 
prediction

-	 Identifies 
degradatio n 
mechanism s

CdTe 
Thin-Film

1 Hz - 1
MHz

-	 Back 
contact 
analysis
-	 De-
fect state 
profiling
-	 In-
terface 
character-
iz ation

-	 ​
Meta-
stabilit y 
studies

-	 Back 
contact 
barrier 
height
-	 Deep- 
level 
defect 
density
-	 In-
terface 
recom-
binat ion 
velocity

-	 Carrier 
concentrati 
on profiles

-	 Non-ideal 
back contact 
complicate 
s analysis 
[31]
-	 Light- in-
duced meta-
stabilit y

-	 Grain 
boundary 
effects

- Im-
proved 
modeling 
of non- 
ideal con-
tacts [31]

-
Equivalent 
circuit 
refinement 
for CdTe- 
specific 
features

-	 Sensitive 
to back con-
tact quality
-	 Reveals 
grain bound-
ary effects
-	 Tracks 
metastable 
behavior

-	 ​
Compleme 
nts C-V 
measurem 
ents

Bifacial 
Modules

10 Hz -
100 kHz

-	 Front/
rear per-
formanc e 
compari-
so n
-
Asymme-
try detec-
tion
-	 Out-
door 
character-
iz ation

- Front vs. 
rear cell 
impedance
-
Interconne 
ction resis-
tance
-
Temperatu 
re gradi-
ents

- Dual- sided 
illumination 
requiremen 
ts
-
Environme 
ntal variabil-
ity in field

-	 First 
outdoor 
bifacial IS 
protocols 
[26]
-	 Re-
al-time 
monitor-
ing under 
varying 
albedo

-	 Identifies 
asymmetric 
degradatio n
-	 Validates 
bifacial 
models
-	 Field- de-
ployable
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PV
Techno-
log y

Typical 
Frequen-
cy Range

Primary 
Applicatio 
ns

Key Infor-
matio n 
Extracted

Unique 
Challenge 
s

Recent 
Advances 
(2024-
2025)

Advan-
tage s

- Albedo 
effect anal-
ysis

- Bifacial 
gain factors

- Complex 
data inter-
pretati on

- Front/
rear deg-
radatio n 
differentia-
ti on

-
Com-
pleme nts 
bifacial 
I-V testing

Organic 
PV (OPV)

0.1 Hz - 1
MHz

-	 Charge 
transport 
analysis
-
Morpholog 
y effects
-
Degradatio n 
pathways

-	 HTL/
ETL
optimiza-
tio n

-	 Charge 
carrier mo-
bility
-
Recombina 
tion order
-	 Transport 
layer resis-
tance

-	 ​
Morphologi 
cal stability

-	 Low 
mobility 
materials
-	 Strong 
morpholog 
y depen-
denc e

-	 Rapid 
degradatio 
n in air

-
Hydrogena 
ted a-Si 
analysis 
[32]
- HTL role 
in device 
perfor-
manc e

-
Illumina-
tion
-dependent 
C-V
correlation

-
Distin-
guish es 
bulk vs. 
interface 
effects
-	 Re-
veals 
morpho-
log y- per-
formanc e 
links
-	 Tracks 
encapsula-
ti on effec-
tivene ss

-	 Guides 
material 
optimiza-
tio n

Multi- 
Junction / 
Tandem

10 Hz - 1
MHz

-	 Individ-
ual subcell 
analysis
-	 Tunnel 
junction 
characteriz 
ation
-	 Current 
matching 
optimiza-
tio n

-	 Subcell 
impedance 
contributio 
ns
-	 Tunnel 
junction 
resistance
-	 Current- 
limiting 
subcell

- Complex 
multi-lay-
er struc-
ture
-
Decon-
volut ion 
of subcell 
signals

- Emerging 
research 
area
-
Perovskite/ 
Si tandem 
characteriz 
ation on-
going

-	 Non- 
destructive 
subcell 
probing
-	 Iden-
tifies cur-
rent- limit-
ing layer
-	 Op-
timizes 
tunnel
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PV
Technolog 
y

T y p i c a l 
Frequen-
cy Range

Primary 
Applica-
tio ns

Key Infor-
matio n Ex-
tracted

Unique 
C h a l -
lenge s

R e c e n t 
Advances 
(2024-
2025)

Advantage s

- S u b c e l l 
degrada-
tion track-
ing

identifica-
tio n

- Interface 
quality

- Limit-
ed liter-
ature/m 
odels

- Subcell- 
s p e c i f i c 
degradatio 
n studies

junction design

- Predicts tan-
dem stability

Sources: van Nijen et al. 2025 [24], Liu et al. 2025 [25], Avella et al. 2025 
[26], El-Tayeb et al. 2025 [27], Awni et al. 2024 [30], Miller et al. 2024[31] , 
Elhorst et al. 2025[28], Schmidt et al. 2025[29], Prayogi et al. 2025[32]

This systematic comparison demonstrates that Impedance Spectroscopy is 
not a universal technique. Each PV technology presents unique opportunities 
and challenges for IS analysis. For mature technologies like c-Si, IS provides a 
robust diagnostic tool with well-established models. For emerging technologies 
like perovskites and tandems, IS is an essential research tool that reveals critical 
physics—such as ion migration—that cannot be observed by other methods. 
The recent trend (2024-2025) toward field-deployable IS systems for bifacial 
and degraded modules represents a significant step toward transforming this 
advanced laboratory-based diagnostic technique into a practical tool for large-
scale PV asset management.

3.5.2. Capacitance-Voltage (C-V) Measurements
C-V measurements probe the capacitance of the solar cell’s p-n junction as a 

function of the applied DC voltage. This provides information about the doping 
density, the width of the depletion region, and the density of defect states within 
the junction. It is particularly useful for analyzing the interfaces in thin-film 
and perovskite solar cells. For example, a 2024 study by Awni et al. used C-V 
simulations to explore the capacitance response of perovskite solar cells, while 
Miller et al. (2024) investigated the impact of non-ideal back contacts on C-V 
measurements in CdTe cells [30], [31].
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3.5.3. Time-Resolved Photoluminescence (TRPL)
TRPL is a dynamic version of PL that measures the decay of the photolu-

minescence signal over time after a short pulse of excitation light. The rate at 
which the luminescence decays is directly related to the charge carrier life-
time, a critical parameter for cell efficiency. A longer lifetime means that charge 
carriers have more time to be collected before they are lost to recombination. 
TRPL is a powerful tool for studying recombination dynamics at surfaces and 
in the bulk material, and for optimizing passivation layers [33].

3.6. Performance Monitoring and Reliability Testing
Beyond the snapshot characterizations provided by I-V, EL, and IR, a sys-

tematic and long-term performance assessment of PV modules involves and 
rigorous reliability testing.

3.6.1. In-Situ Performance Monitoring
Modern PV plants are equipped with extensive monitoring systems (often 

called SCADA systems) that track performance in real-time. These systems col-
lect data from inverters, as well as from environmental sensors measuring irra-
diance, temperature, and wind speed. By comparing the actual energy produced 
to the expected energy (calculated based on the environmental conditions), a 
key metric called the Performance Ratio (PR) can be determined. A drop in 
the PR is a clear indicator of a systemic problem that requires investigation.

More granular monitoring is also becoming common. String-level moni-
toring tracks the output of each string of modules, while Module-Level Power 
Electronics (MLPE) like microinverters or DC optimizers can provide data on 
the performance of every single module in the system.

This high-resolution data is invaluable for quickly pinpointing underper-
forming or failed modules.

3.6.2. Reliability and Certification Testing (IEC 61215)
To ensure that modules can withstand decades of outdoor exposure, they 

are subjected to a battery of accelerated stress tests as part of their design qual-
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ification and safety certification, primarily defined by the IEC 61215 and IEC 
61730 standards, respectively. These tests are designed to simulate the stresses 
a module will experience over its lifetime, but in a compressed timeframe.

Table 3.2: Key Accelerated Stress Tests in IEC 61215

Test Purpose Conditions

Thermal Cycling Tests solder joint and 
interconnection integ-
rity

200 cycles from -40°C to
+85°C

Damp Heat Tests resistance to 
moisture ingress and 
corrosion

1000 hours at 85°C and 85% 
relative humidity

Humidity Freeze Tests for delamina-
tion and seal failure

Cycles between hot/humid 
(85°C/85% RH) and freez-
ing (-40°C)

UV Exposure Tests stability of poly-
mer backsheet and en-
capsulant

15 kWh/m² of UV radiation

Test Purpose Conditions

Mechanical 
Load

Simulates wind and 
snow loads

2400 Pa static load applied to 
front and back

Source: IEC 61215:2016 [34].

A module must pass all of these tests with a power degradation of less than 
5% to be certified as compliant with IEC 61215, providing a baseline assurance 
of its long-term reliability. The industry is continuously evolving these tests 
to better represent real-world failure modes, with extended test sequences like 
“PID testing,” “LeTID testing,” and “Dynamic Mechanical Load” becoming 
increasingly common.
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3.7. Conclusion
The measurement and characterization of photovoltaic panels is a multi-fac-

eted discipline that is critical to the continued growth and success of the solar 
industry. From the millisecond flash of a solar simulator that defines a module’s 
power rating, to the sweeping thermal view of a drone- mounted camera, to the 
decades-long vigil of a performance monitoring system, each technique pro-
vides a unique and vital piece of the puzzle.

A clear trend is observed toward more advanced, non-destructive, and auto-
mated techniques. The integration of AI with high-resolution imaging (EL and 
IR) is revolutionizing quality control and field diagnostics, enabling a level of 
insight that was previously unimaginable. As new technologies like tandem 
cells become mainstream, the development of even more sophisticated charac-
terization methods—such as advanced impedance spectroscopy and time- re-
solved photoluminescence—will be essential to understand their unique prop-
erties and ensure their long-term reliability.

Ultimately, the objective of these measurement approaches is to ensure 
technical reliability, financial predictability, and operational confidence for the 
manufacturer in the quality of their product, confidence for the investor in the 
financial return of their asset, and confidence for the world that solar energy is 
a robust and dependable cornerstone of a sustainable future.
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4.1. Introduction: Overcoming the Intermittency Challenge
The rapid global expansion of photovoltaic (PV) technology constitutes a 

fundamental component of the transition toward sustainable energy systems. 
However, the inherent intermittency of solar power—its dependence on diurnal 
cycles, weather patterns, and seasons—presents a significant challenge to grid 
stability and energy reliability. Standalone PV systems generate electricity only 
during periods of sufficient solar irradiance, resulting in temporal mismatches 
between generation and demand and necessitating backup or dispatchable con-
ventional generation. The solution to this fundamental limitation lies in hybrid-
ization: the coordinated integration of PV systems with other energy generation 
or storage technologies to create a more robust, reliable, and efficient power 
supply.

A hybrid renewable energy system (HRES) combines two or more energy 
sources, typically with a storage component and a sophisticated control system, 
to produce continuous, dispatchable, and quality-controlled electrical output. 
By pairing PV with complementary technologies, the weaknesses of each in-
dividual component can be mitigated, while their strengths are amplified. For 
instance, combining solar with wind power can smooth generation profiles, as 
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wind resources are often stronger at night and during winter months when solar 
availability is lower. Integrating PV with battery storage allows excess midday 
generation to be stored and subsequently dispatched during peak demand pe-
riods or low-irradiance conditions, thereby improving reliability and self-con-
sumption.

The period between 2024 and 2025 has been marked by accelerated tech-
nological progress and widespread deployment of hybrid systems, driven by 
several factors:

1.	 Cost Reductions: The substantial reduction in the cost of both PV mod-
ules and battery storage systems has made hybrid configurations eco-
nomically viable for a wide range of applications, from residential roof-
tops to utility-scale power plants [1]. Recent market analyses indicate 
that the cost of storing electricity with utility-scale batteries had fallen 
to a record low of $65/MWh [2]. NREL’s 2025 cost projections further 
reinforce this trend, forecasting 4-hour battery storage costs to be as low 
as $147/kWh by 2035 [3][24].

2.	 Technological Maturity: Advances in power electronics, including 
bidirectional inverters and sophisticated Energy Management Systems 
(EMS), have enabled seamless interoperability, improved conversion ef-
ficiencies, and optimized multi-source coordination [4].

3.	 Policy and Market Drivers: Governments and grid operators are in-
creasingly incentivizing or mandating the inclusion of energy storage 
with new renewable energy projects to enhance grid stability and provide 
ancillary services. Industry reports indicate that global energy storage 
installations grew by over 75% in 2024 alone [5].

4.	 Increased Efficiency and Innovation: Novel hybrid concepts, such as 
Photovoltaic- Thermal (PV/T) systems that cogenerate electricity and 
heat, and PV-integrated wind turbine towers, are enhancing energy den-
sity, system utilization, and overall conversion efficiency [6], [7].

This chapter provides a systematic examination of the principal PV hybrid 
system configurations. It first analyzes PV–storage architectures, addressing 
not only system design but also battery degradation mechanisms, lifecycle 
management strategies, and grid-service functionalities. Subsequently, it re-
views recent (2024–2025) academic and industrial developments in PV–Ther-
mal (PV/T) and PV–Wind hybrid systems. Emerging configurations, including 
PV–Hydrogen systems, are then introduced. Finally, advanced optimization 
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and control methodologies—such as degradation-aware models (ARDM) and 
system-level optimizers (OOA)—are comparatively evaluated to identify strat-
egies that maximize technical performance and economic return in complex 
integrated energy systems.

4.2. PV-Storage Hybrid Systems: The Path to Dispatchable Solar
The integration of photovoltaics with battery energy storage systems (BESS) 

represents the most widely deployed and fastest-growing hybrid configuration. 
It directly addresses the core issue of solar intermittency by providing a means 
to store energy, effectively transforming a variable resource into a firm, dis-
patchable asset.

4.2.1. System Architecture: AC vs. DC Coupling
PV-storage systems can be configured in two primary ways: AC-coupled or 

DC-coupled. The choice of topology has significant implications for system 
efficiency, cost, and flexibility.

•	 AC-Coupled Systems: In an AC-coupled system, the PV array has its 
own dedicated inverter (a standard PV inverter), and the battery has its 
own separate bidirectional inverter (a battery inverter). Both are connect-
ed to the main AC panel of the building or the grid. This configuration 
is highly flexible and is ideal for retrofitting batteries to an existing PV 
system. However, it can be less efficient, as energy stored in the battery 
undergoes three conversion steps: DC (from PV) to AC (by PV inverter), 
AC back to DC (by battery inverter to charge the battery), and finally DC 
back to AC (by battery inverter to discharge the battery). Each conver-
sion incurs a small energy loss.

•	 DC-Coupled Systems: In a DC-coupled system, both the PV array and 
the battery are connected on the DC side of a single, specialized hybrid 
inverter. The PV array charges the battery directly via a DC-DC con-
verter, and the hybrid inverter handles both the charging of the battery 
and the conversion of both PV and battery power to AC for use by loads 
or export to the grid. This is generally more efficient for new installa-
tions, as energy stored in the battery only undergoes one conversion (DC 
to AC) upon discharge. It also simplifies the system architecture.



PV Panels and Hybrid Systems

70

Figure 4.1: Schematic comparison of AC-coupled and DC-coupled PV–storage 
architectures illustrating inverter placement and energy conversion paths [8].

4.2.2. Battery Technologies and Lifecycle Management
While various battery chemistries exist, lithium-ion has become the dom-

inant technology for PV- storage applications due to its high energy density, 
long cycle life, and falling costs. However, understanding their lifecycle and 
degradation is critical for economic viability.

Battery Chemistries:
●	 Lithium-Ion (Li-ion): This category includes several chemistries, with 

Lithium Iron Phosphate (LFP) and Nickel Manganese Cobalt (NMC) 
being the most common. LFP batteries are favored for stationary storage 
due to their superior safety, longer cycle life (often >6,000 cycles), and 
the absence of cobalt, making them more sustainable and less expensive. 
NMC batteries offer higher energy density but have a shorter cycle life 
and raise ethical concerns regarding cobalt mining.

●	 Flow Batteries: These batteries, such as the vanadium redox flow bat-
tery, store energy in external tanks of liquid electrolyte. Their key advan-
tage is the decoupling of power and energy capacity; to increase energy 
storage, one simply needs to use larger tanks. They offer a very long 
cycle life (>10,000 cycles) with no degradation but currently have lower 
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round-trip efficiency and higher upfront costs than Li-ion.
●	 Second-Life EV Batteries: A growing trend is the repurposing of batter-

ies from electric vehicles that have reached the end of their automotive 
life (typically with ~80% of their original capacity remaining). These 
batteries can provide a low-cost energy storage solution for stationary 
applications, contributing to a circular economy.

Battery Degradation:
The profitability of a BESS is highly dependent on its lifespan, which is de-

termined by its degradation rate. A 2025 analysis by Modo Energy revealed that 
batteries in the ERCOT market in Texas may be degrading faster than expected 
due to aggressive cycling strategies aimed at maximizing revenue [9]. Key fac-
tors influencing degradation include:

●	 Cycle Depth of Discharge (DoD): Deeper cycles cause more stress and 
faster degradation.

●	 C-Rate: Higher charging/discharging rates accelerate wear.
●	 Temperature: Operating outside the optimal temperature range (typical-

ly 15-35°C) significantly reduces battery life.
●	 State of Charge (SoC): Spending long periods at very high or very low 

SoC is detrimental.
To address this, advanced degradation models are being developed. A 2025 

study by Eltamaly & Almutairi introduced an Adaptive Real-Time Degra-
dation Model (ARDM) for Li-ion batteries, which allows for more accurate, 
real-time, degradation-aware energy management [10]. This model will be dis-
cussed in detail in Section 4.6.

4.2.3. Grid Services and Economic Viability
A BESS paired with PV does more than just store solar energy for later use 

(energy arbitrage). It can also provide a range of valuable services to the grid, 
creating multiple revenue streams:

●	 Peak Shaving: Reducing a commercial customer’s electricity demand 
during peak hours to lower expensive demand charges.

●	 Frequency Regulation: Rapidly injecting or absorbing power to help 
maintain the grid’s frequency at a stable level (e.g., 50 or 60 Hz).
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●	 Capacity Firming: Smoothing the output of the PV plant to provide a 
more predictable and reliable block of power.

●	 Black Start Capability: The ability to restart a section of the grid after a 
blackout without assistance from the main grid.

A May 2025 special report from the California ISO (CAISO) highlighted 
the growing importance of batteries, noting that during evening peak hours, 
batteries provided an average of 8.6% of the entire grid’s energy in 2024, a 
testament to their critical role in modern grid operations [11].

4.3. PV-Thermal (PV/T) Hybrid Systems: Cogeneration of Heat 
and Power
A standard PV panel converts only a fraction of the incoming solar energy 

into electricity (typically 18-23%). The vast majority, over 75%, is converted 
into waste heat, which increases the panel’s operating temperature and further 
reduces its electrical efficiency. A Photovoltaic- Thermal (PV/T) hybrid system 
is an innovative solution designed to address this issue by actively removing 
this waste heat and putting it to use.

4.3.1. Operating Principle and Collector Types
A PV/T collector is a hybrid device that integrates a standard PV module 

with a solar thermal absorber. A fluid is circulated through channels attached to 
the rear of the PV module. This fluid absorbs the excess heat, simultaneously 
cooling the PV cells and generating useful thermal energy. There are two main 
types of PV/T collectors:

●	 Water-Based PV/T: These are the most common type, using a liquid 
coolant (typically a water-glycol mixture) that flows through pipes or 
channels. They are highly effective at heat removal and can produce hot 
water at temperatures suitable for domestic use, space heating, or indus-
trial processes.

●	 Air-Based PV/T: These systems use air as the heat transfer fluid. They 
are simpler and less expensive but are also less effective at heat removal 
due to the lower thermal capacity of air. The heated air is typically used 
for space heating or drying applications.
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Figure 4.2: Water-based photovoltaic–thermal (PV/T) collector with rear heat 
exchanger for simultaneous electricity and thermal energy generation[12].

This cogeneration strategy results in a substantially higher overall system 
efficiency. The total energy efficiency of a PV/T system is the sum of its electri-
cal efficiency and its thermal efficiency, and can exceed 70-80%, compared to 
the ~20% electrical efficiency of a standalone PV module [7].

4.3.2. Recent Advances and Performance (2024-2025)
The PV/T field has experienced increased research activity and commercial 

adoption in recent years, with a focus on improving both electrical and thermal 
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performance through advanced materials and designs.
Performance Gains with Nanofluids: One of the most promising areas of 

research is the use of nanofluids as the heat transfer medium. A nanofluid is 
a base fluid (like water) containing a stable suspension of nanoparticles (e.g., 
metal oxides, carbon nanotubes). These nanoparticles significantly enhance the 
thermal conductivity of the fluid, leading to more efficient heat extraction.

A 2025 study by Rajakumar et al. published in Nature Scientific Reports 
provided a quantitative demonstration. They found that a PV/T collector using 
a Manganese(IV) oxide (MnO2) nanofluid produced a power output of up to 
202.91 W, compared to just 72.48 W for a conventional water- cooled PV/T 
system under the same conditions—a nearly threefold increase in electrical per-
formance due to superior cooling [13].

Overall System Performance: Even without nanofluids, performance 
gains are substantial. A 2025 study by Jasim et al. demonstrated a newly de-
signed PV/T system that achieved a 20.37% increase in electrical efficiency 
compared to a standard PV module [14]. On the thermal side, a numerical in-
vestigation by Al-Mamoori et al. (2025) reported a PV/T system design capa-
ble of reaching a thermal efficiency of 59.60% [15]. The combined output is 
substantial; a 2025 analysis in PV Magazine found that PV/T systems can pro-
duce 291.6% more thermal energy than electrical energy, showcasing their 
immense potential for applications with high heat demand [12].

Table 4.1: Reported performance improvements of recent PV/T system de-
signs (2024–2025 literature).
Study Key Finding Per formance 

Metric
Implication

Rajakumar et al. 
[13]

Nanofluid 
Enhancement

Up to 202.91 W
electrical output 
(vs. 72.48 W for 
water)

Nanofluids dramatically 
improve cooling and 
electrical efficiency.

Jasim et al. [14] Enhanced 
Electrical 
Output

+20.37% 
electrical 
efficiency gain

Active cooling 
significantly boosts 
electricity generation.

Al-Mamoori et al. 
[15]

High Thermal 
Efficiency

59.60% thermal 
efficiency

PV/T is a highly effective 
water/air heater.
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Study Key Finding Performance 
Metric

Implication

Venugopal et al. 
[12]

High Thermal-
to- Electric 
Ratio

291.6% more 
thermal than 
electrical 
energy

Ideal for applications with 
high heat demand (e.g., 
hotels, hospitals).

Buyukbicakci et 
al. [16]

PV-
Thermoelectric 
Hybrids

3-7% 
additional 
efficiency 
improvement

Thermoelectric generators 
can convert waste heat 
directly to more electricity.

Ali et al. [17] PV/T-Driven 
Desalination

Cogeneration 
of power and 
fresh water

Sustainable solution for 
arid, coastal regions.

Market and Applications: The IEA Solar Heating and Cooling Programme 
(IEA-SHC) reported in its “Solar Heat Worldwide 2025” publication that the 
demand for PV/T collectors rose noticeably in 2024, largely driven by their in-
tegration with heat pumps in the residential and commercial sectors [18]. Other 
innovative applications are also emerging, such as Building- Integrated PV/T 
(BIPVT), where the collectors also serve as part of the building envelope (e.g., 
facade or roof).

4.4. PV-Wind Hybrid Systems: Harnessing Complementary 
Resources
PV-Wind hybrid systems combine two of the most mature and cost-effec-

tive renewable energy technologies. The core advantage of this pairing lies in 
the complementary nature of their resource availability. Solar power is gener-
ated during the day, peaking in the summer, while wind power is often more 
available at night and during the winter. By combining them, a smoother, more 
consistent, and more reliable power output can be achieved throughout the day 
and across seasons.
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Figure 4.3: Utility-scale co-located PV–wind hybrid plant sharing land use 
and grid interconnection infrastructure[19].

4.4.1. Benefits and Synergies
The benefits of PV-Wind hybridization extend beyond complementary gen-

eration profiles:
●	 Reduced Storage Requirements: The smoother combined output pro-

file reduces the size and cost of the battery storage system needed to 
achieve a given level of reliability.

●	 Higher Capacity Factor: The hybrid system operates for more hours of 
the day, resulting in a higher overall capacity factor (the ratio of actual 
energy produced to the maximum possible output) than either a stand-
alone PV or wind plant.

●	 Shared Infrastructure and Reduced Costs: Co-locating PV and wind 
assets allows them to share land, access roads, and, most importantly, 
grid connection infrastructure (substations and transmission lines). A 
2024 study by Brown et al. found that this sharing of spur-line transmis-
sion has the potential to significantly reduce overall system costs [20].

●	 Improved Grid Stability: The more consistent power output reduces 
ramp rates and eases the integration of variable renewables into the grid, 
as highlighted in a 2024 report by the IEA [21].
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4.4.2. Market Growth and Recent Developments (2024-2025)
The market for PV-Wind hybrid systems is experiencing rapid growth. Ac-

cording to Fortune Business Insights, the global market was valued at USD 1.28 
billion in 2024 and is projected to grow to USD 1.57 billion in 2025 [22]. This 
growth is fueled by falling costs and the increasing recognition of the value of 
hybridization. IRENA’s 2025 cost report noted that the total installed costs for 
both solar and onshore wind decreased by over 10% between 2023 and 2024 [1].

Large-scale projects are becoming increasingly common. A 2025 report from 
Intersolar highlighted the construction of large-scale hybrid power plants across 
Europe, including a project in Portugal that will combine a 365 MW PV system 
with a large wind farm [23]. These projects are becoming a key strategy for achiev-
ing national and international renewable energy targets. The IEA projects that the 
world will add almost 4,600 GW of new renewable power capacity between 2025 
and 2030, with hybrid systems playing a crucial role in this expansion [24].

Innovative concepts are also being explored, such as integrating PV panels 
directly onto the towers of wind turbines. This approach maximizes the use of 
the existing structure and land footprint, generating additional power for the 
turbine’s internal systems or for export [6].

4.5. Emerging Hybrid Configurations
Beyond the common PV-Storage and PV-Wind pairings, research in 2024-

2025 is increasingly focused on more complex and integrated hybrid systems, 
particularly those involving hydrogen.

4.5.1. PV-Hydrogen Systems
The integration of PV with hydrogen production (via electrolysis) represents 

a pathway to long- duration energy storage and the decarbonization of hard-
to-abate sectors like heavy industry and transportation. In this configuration, 
excess solar electricity that cannot be absorbed by the grid or stored in batteries 
is used to power an electrolyzer, which splits water into hydrogen and oxygen.

Advantages:
●	 Long-Duration Storage: Unlike batteries, which are best suited for 

short-duration storage (hours), hydrogen can be stored for very long peri-
ods (days, weeks, or months) in tanks or underground caverns, providing 
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seasonal energy storage.
●	 Sector Coupling: The produced “green hydrogen” can be used as a 

clean fuel for transportation (e.g., in fuel cell vehicles), as a chemical 
feedstock, or injected into the natural gas grid.

●	 Grid Flexibility: Electrolyzers can be rapidly ramped up or down, pro-
viding a flexible load that can help balance the grid.

A 2025 study by the Hydrogen Council projects that green hydrogen could 
meet up to 24% of the world’s energy needs by 2050, with a significant portion 
produced from dedicated solar and wind power plants.

4.6. Optimization and Control: The Brains of the System
The effective operation of a hybrid system, with its multiple interacting 

components, depends entirely on a sophisticated Energy Management System 
(EMS). The EMS is the central controller that makes real-time decisions about 
when to generate, store, or consume energy to meet specific objectives, such as 
minimizing cost, maximizing self-consumption, or providing grid services. The 
most advanced EMS in 2025 rely on a combination of predictive models and 
advanced optimization algorithms.

4.6.1. In-Depth Analysis: ARDM vs. Osprey Optimization Algorithm
The intelligent management of PV hybrid systems relies on two distinct 

but complementary classes of algorithms: degradation prediction models and 
system optimization algorithms. A prime example of each, prominent in 2025 
literature, are the Adaptive Real-Time Degradation Model (ARDM) and the Os-
prey Optimization Algorithm (OOA), respectively. Understanding their unique 
roles and synergistic relationship is key to designing and operating efficient and 
economically viable hybrid systems.

The Adaptive Real-Time Degradation Model (ARDM)
The ARDM, as detailed by Eltamaly & Almutairi in a 2025 IEEE Access 

paper, is a specialized tool focused exclusively on predicting the health and 
remaining useful life (RUL) of lithium- ion batteries [10]. Its primary inno-
vation is the elimination of the need for costly and time- consuming laboratory 
pre-cycling tests. Instead, it operates using only real-time operational data and 



Maftun ALİYEV

79

manufacturer datasheet parameters. ARDM is a semi-empirical, ramp-based 
model that continuously adapts its internal parameters during live operation. 
This allows it to be chemistry- agnostic and achieve an exceptionally low pre-
diction error of less than 0.0005%. Its core function within a PV hybrid system 
is to provide an accurate, real-time assessment of the battery’s degradation cost. 
It answers the question: “Given its current usage pattern, how much life is the 
battery losing, and what is the economic impact?”

The Osprey Optimization Algorithm (OOA)
In contrast, the OOA is a general-purpose, bio-inspired metaheuristic op-

timization algorithm. Introduced by Dehghani & Trojovský in 2023, it mimics 
the hunting behavior of the osprey to efficiently search for the optimal solution 
to complex engineering problems [25]. In the context of PV hybrid systems, as 
demonstrated by Deepa & Shakila Devi in a 2025 paper, OOA is used for sys-
tem-wide optimization [26]. Its primary function is to make high-level design 
and control decisions. It answers questions such as: “What is the optimal mix 
of PV capacity, wind capacity, and battery storage to minimize the Levelized 
Cost of Energy (LCOE)?” or “What is the optimal schedule for charging and 
discharging the battery to maximize revenue?”

Table 4.2: Comparison of ARDM and Osprey Optimization Algorithm 
(OOA)

Feature Adaptive Real-Time 
Degradation Model 
(ARDM)

Osprey Optimization 
Algorithm (OOA)

Primary 
Function

Predicts battery 
degradation and remaining 
useful life (RUL).

Optimizes system design 
and control strategy.

Scope Component-level 
(specifically, the battery).

System-level (PV, wind, 
battery, grid, loads).

Core Question “How fast is the battery aging 
under current conditions?”

“What is the most cost- 
effective way to design and 
operate the entire system?”

Methodology Semi-empirical, adaptive 
modeling based on real-time 
data.

Bio-inspired 
metaheuristic search 
algorithm.
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Key Input Live operational 
data (DoD, C-rate, 
temperature).

System parameters, costs, 
constraints, weather data, 
and degradation models 
(like ARDM).

Key Output State of Health (SoH), 
degradation rate, RUL.

Optimal component sizes, 
optimal dispatch schedule.

Synergistic Integration in a Hybrid System
The full effectiveness of these models is achieved when they are integrat-

ed within a unified management framework. An optimization algorithm like 
OOA, on its own, might create a control strategy that maximizes short-term 
revenue but causes rapid battery degradation, leading to premature failure and 
poor long-term economics. By integrating ARDM, the system becomes “deg-
radation-aware.”

The process works as follows:
1.	 Initial Design: OOA is used to determine the optimal initial sizing of the 

PV, wind, and battery components based on historical weather data and 
projected costs.

2.	 Real-Time Monitoring: During operation, ARDM continuously moni-
tors the battery’s health and calculates the real-time cost of degradation 
associated with every charge/discharge cycle.

3.	 Informed Optimization: This degradation cost is fed back into the OOA 
as a dynamic constraint. OOA’s objective function is no longer just to 
maximize revenue, but to maximize (Revenue - Degradation Cost).

4.	 Adaptive Control: If ARDM detects that a particular operating strategy 
is causing accelerated aging, it will increase the calculated degradation 
cost. In response, OOA will automatically adjust the control strategy—
for example, by reducing the depth of discharge or limiting the C-rate—
to find a new balance that preserves battery life while still maximizing 
profitability.

In essence, ARDM provides the crucial feedback loop that allows the OOA to 
make economically sound decisions over the entire lifecycle of the project, not 
just on a day-to-day basis. This synergy between a precise, real-time degradation 
model and a powerful system- level optimization algorithm represents the state-
of-the-art in intelligent energy management for PV hybrid systems in 2025.
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4.6.2. Multi-Source Hybrids and Microgrid Applications
While two-source hybrids are common, the ultimate goal for many off-

grid or remote applications is a multi-source hybrid system, often forming a 
self-contained microgrid. These systems typically combine PV, wind, battery 
storage, and a dispatchable backup generator (often diesel, but increasingly hy-
drogen-based) to provide highly reliable power.

PV-Diesel Hybrid Systems
For many remote industrial sites (e.g., mines) and communities, diesel gen-

erators are the primary source of power. Integrating PV into these systems can 
significantly reduce fuel consumption, operating costs, and emissions. The PV 
array provides the bulk of the energy during the day, allowing the diesel gener-
ators to be turned off or run at a lower, more efficient output. A BESS is often 
included to store excess solar and further reduce generator runtime.

Microgrid Optimization
The optimization of these multi-source microgrids is a major area of re-

search. The goal is to design a system with the optimal mix of components (e.g., 
how many kW of PV, wind, and battery) and to develop a control strategy that 
minimizes the Levelized Cost of Energy (LCOE) or fuel consumption. A very 
recent study (published in late 2025) in Nature Scientific Reports investigated 
the optimal sizing and rule-based management for an off-grid PV-Wind-BESS 
system [2][33]. Other 2025 studies have focused on using advanced algorithms, 
such as the Osprey Optimization Algorithm combined with physics-informed 
neural networks, to manage these complex systems [26].

4.7. Conclusion
Hybridization represents the next logical step in the evolution of photovol-

taic systems. By moving beyond standalone PV and intelligently integrating it 
with storage, thermal, and wind technologies, the industry can overcome the 
fundamental challenge of intermittency and unlock a new level of reliability, 
efficiency, and economic value. The 2024-2025 period has demonstrated a clear 
acceleration in this trend, with falling costs, technological innovation, and sup-
portive policies driving the deployment of hybrid systems from residential roof-
tops to the utility scale.
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PV-Storage systems, now more affordable than ever, are becoming the new 
standard for dispatchable solar power, providing critical services that enhance 
grid stability. PV-Thermal systems, especially those enhanced with nanofluids, 
offer a compelling pathway to dramatically increase total energy utilization, 
especially in applications with significant heat demand. PV- Wind hybrids pro-
vide a synergistic solution for delivering smoother, more consistent power year- 
round, reducing infrastructure costs and land use. Finally, the application of 
these technologies in optimized, multi-source microgrids offers a blueprint for 
providing reliable, low-carbon energy to remote communities and industries.

Underpinning all of these is the critical role of advanced, AI-driven energy man-
agement systems that orchestrate the complex interplay of components to maxi-
mize performance. The synergy between predictive models like ARDM and op-
timization algorithms like OOA allows for a new paradigm of degradation-aware 
control, ensuring that hybrid systems are not only profitable in the short term but 
also sustainable and durable over their entire lifecycle. As the world pushes toward 
a fully decarbonized energy system, the future of solar is not just photovoltaic; it 
is hybrid. The ability to combine the strengths of different technologies will be 
essential to building the resilient, reliable, and 100% renewable grid of the future.
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5.1. Introduction: From Passive Components to Intelligent Assets
For decades, photovoltaic (PV) modules were largely treated as passive, sol-

id-state components with a predictable, linear degradation path. Their perfor-
mance was modeled using established physical equations, and their reliability 
was assessed based on standardized, one-size-fits-all accelerated testing proto-
cols developed in the 1990s and early 2000s. However, the rapid diversification 
of PV technologies (as discussed in Chapter 1), the large-scale deployment of 
solar plants from kilowatts to gigawatts, and the integration of PV into complex 
hybrid systems (Chapter 4) have rendered this traditional approach insufficient. 
The modern PV asset is a dynamic, data-rich system whose long-term perfor-
mance and financial viability depend on a much deeper understanding of its 
behavior in real-world conditions that vary dramatically across geographies, 
climates, and applications.

The period from 2023 to 2025 has witnessed a paradigm shift in this domain, 
driven by the convergence of two powerful forces: the explosion of high-fre-
quency operational data from sensors and monitoring systems deployed across 
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millions of installations worldwide, and the maturation of advanced computa-
tional techniques, particularly Artificial Intelligence (AI), Machine Learning 
(ML), and the Digital Twin (DT) concept. This chapter explores this new fron-
tier of PV modeling and reliability. The field is transitioning from static, labo-
ratory-based assumptions toward dynamic, data-driven, and predictive meth-
odologies that treat PV systems as intelligent assets capable of self-diagnosis, 
performance optimization, and proactive maintenance scheduling.

This chapter systematically examines the technological and methodological 
foundations that are reshaping modern photovoltaic system analysis and operation. 
Rather than relying solely on static laboratory assumptions or deterministic per-
formance models, contemporary PV engineering increasingly adopts data-driven, 
predictive, and adaptive approaches that reflect real-world operating conditions. 
Within this context, three interrelated pillars are addressed. First, the role of Ma-
chine Learning in PV modeling is analyzed, covering applications that range from 
large-scale power forecasting and irradiance estimation to automated fault detec-
tion and image-based diagnostics. Second, Digital Twin technology is evaluated 
as an integrated cyber-physical framework that enables real-time monitoring, pre-
dictive maintenance, operational optimization, and risk-informed decision-mak-
ing throughout the system lifecycle. Finally, the evolution of reliability science is 
discussed, incorporating climate-specific accelerated testing protocols, physics-in-
formed degradation modeling, and bankability-oriented assessment methodologies 
for emerging PV technologies. Together, these approaches establish a comprehen-
sive and forward-looking toolkit for improving performance, resilience, and long-
term economic viability in next-generation photovoltaic installations.

5.2. The Machine Learning Revolution in PV Modeling 
(2024- 2025)
Machine Learning has transitioned from a niche research topic to a corner-

stone of modern PV plant operation and management. By identifying complex, 
non-linear patterns in vast datasets that would be impossible for humans or 
traditional algorithms to discern, ML models are outperforming established 
physics-based models in forecasting, performance prediction, and diagnostics 
across virtually every metric.
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5.2.1. AI-Powered Power Forecasting
Accurate forecasting of PV power generation is critical for multiple stake-

holders in the energy ecosystem. Grid operators need forecasts to ensure sup-
ply-demand balance and grid stability. Energy traders use forecasts to optimize 
bidding strategies in wholesale electricity markets. And operators of hybrid 
systems (Chapter 4) rely on forecasts to make optimal dispatch decisions for 
battery storage and backup generators. While traditional methods relied on 
numerical weather predictions combined with basic PV performance equa-
tions (e.g., the single-diode model), the latest AI models achieve significantly 
higher accuracy by learning directly from historical data and capturing subtle, 
site-specific effects.

Deep Learning Architectures: Modern forecasting frameworks predomi-
nantly use deep learning architectures that can capture temporal dependencies 
in time-series data. A systematic review by Dimitriadis et al., which has already 
garnered 21 citations, highlights the efficacy of hybrid models that combine 
different neural network types to leverage their complementary strengths [1].

●	 Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM): A type of recurrent neural net-
work (RNN) specifically designed to remember information over long 
periods through its internal “cell state” and gating mechanisms, making 
it ideal for modeling the relationship between weather patterns (which 
evolve over hours and days) and PV output.

●	 Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN): Often used as a pre-process-
ing layer to extract spatial features from input data, such as satellite im-
agery of cloud cover or thermal images of PV arrays, before feeding them 
into an LSTM for temporal modeling.

●	 Transformers: An architecture originally developed for natural language 
processing (e.g., GPT, BERT), which is gaining traction in time-series 
forecasting due to its superior ability to handle very long-term dependen-
cies through its “attention mechanism,” which allows the model to focus 
on the most relevant parts of the input sequence.
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Figure 5.1: Conceptual deep neural network architecture illustrating input 
features, hidden layers, and output prediction[2].

State-of-the-Art Performance: A 2025 industry report highlighted that 
modern AI systems can now predict solar panel output with high accuracy up 
to 48 hours in advance by analyzing multiple data streams simultaneously, 
including numerical weather forecasts, historical performance data, real-time 
satellite imagery, and even social media reports of local weather conditions [3]. 
This represents a significant improvement over the 24-hour horizon that was 
state-of-the-art just a few years ago. A 2025 study by Hassan et al. published in 
Nature Scientific Reports benchmarked several ML algorithms—Random For-
est, Gradient Boosting, and Multiple Linear Regression—for grid-scale fore-
casting, demonstrating that ensemble methods consistently outperform simpler 
models, achieving Mean Absolute Percentage Errors (MAPE) below 5% for 
day-ahead forecasting [4].

A 2025 study on PV/T systems used ML to predict not just electrical but 
also thermal performance, forecasting annual electrical efficiency increases of 
7.09%, 7.82%, and 7.51% for the years 2025-2027 in Xi’an, China, with peak 
thermal efficiency reaching 33.0% [5]. This demonstrates the expanding scope 
of ML beyond pure electrical forecasting.

5.2.2. Performance Prediction and Anomaly Detection
Beyond forecasting future power output, ML is also being used to predict 

the long-term performance characteristics of PV modules and to detect anom-
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alies that indicate faults or degradation. A 2025 study by Porowski et al. in Ap-
plied Sciences demonstrated that ML and deep learning models can predict PV 
module characteristics (e.g., maximum power point, fill factor, efficiency) with 
significantly enhanced accuracy compared to traditional datasheet-based meth-
ods, which often fail to account for manufacturing variations and real-world 
operating conditions [6].

Anomaly detection is a critical application. By training an ML model on 
data from healthy, well- performing modules, the model learns what “normal” 
behavior looks like. Any deviation from this learned baseline—such as a sud-
den drop in output, an unusual temperature profile, or an unexpected I-V curve 
shape—is flagged as an anomaly, triggering an alert for further investigation. 
This allows for early detection of issues like soiling, shading, cell cracks, or 
hotspots before they lead to significant energy losses or safety hazards.

5.2.3. Fault Detection and Diagnostics with Computer Vision
Early and accurate detection of faults (e.g., soiling, shading, cracked cells, de-

lamination, bypass diode failure) is crucial to prevent energy losses, ensure plant 
safety, and optimize maintenance schedules. AI, particularly when combined 
with thermal imaging (infrared thermography) and electroluminescence (EL) im-
aging, has automated and significantly improved this process, transforming what 
was once a manual, time-consuming task into a rapid, scalable operation.

A recent 2025 development is SolarSynthNet (SSN), an AI framework that 
can detect and classify solar panel faults from aerial drone images with 97% 
accuracy [7]. This deep learning-based approach leverages convolutional neural 
networks (CNNs) trained on large-scale datasets of healthy and faulty panel im-
ages, learning to identify subtle visual signatures associated with different types 
of defects, including micro-cracks invisible to the naked eye, hot spots, and cell 
mismatches. The deployment of such systems on drones allows for the rapid in-
spection of utility-scale solar farms covering hundreds of hectares in a matter of 
hours, a task that would take weeks using traditional manual inspection methods.

A 2024 systematic review by Umar et al. (already cited 69 times) empha-
sized the power of using pre-trained CNN models (e.g., ResNet, VGG, Incep-
tion) and adapting them via transfer learning for the specific task of PV defect 
identification from thermal images [8]. Transfer learning dramatically reduces 
the amount of training data required, as the model has already learned general 
image features from a massive dataset (e.g., ImageNet) and only needs to fine- 
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tune its final layers for the PV-specific task. This makes AI-powered fault detec-
tion accessible even to smaller operators who may not have access to millions 
of labeled images.

AI-enabled fault detection is particularly impactful for off-grid systems in 
remote areas, where manual inspections are logistically challenging and expen-
sive. A 2025 study by Rayhan demonstrated an AI-based Energy Forecasting 
Model combined with fault detection for off-grid solar networks, significantly 
improving the reliability and efficiency of systems crucial for rural electrifica-
tion in developing countries [9].

5.2.4. Degradation Modeling and Remaining Useful Life (RUL) Prediction
Predicting the long-term degradation rate and remaining useful life (RUL) 

of PV modules is essential for financial modeling, asset management, warran-
ty validation, and insurance underwriting. While traditional models assume a 
simple linear degradation rate (e.g., 0.5% per year), which is often stipulated in 
warranties, real-world degradation is far more complex and non-linear, influ-
enced by a multitude of factors including climate (temperature, humidity, UV 
exposure), technology (cell type, encapsulant material), installation quality, and 
specific failure modes (PID, LID, corrosion).

Machine Learning models, particularly deep learning architectures like Re-
current Neural Networks (RNNs) and their variants (LSTM, GRU), can capture 
these complex, non-linear degradation pathways by learning from long-term 
operational data. A 2024 IEEE paper introduced DeepDeg, a two-part model 
for PV degradation analysis [8]. The first part uses a deep learning model to 
forecast the degradation trajectory over the module’s lifetime, while the sec-
ond part uses explainable AI (XAI) techniques (discussed in Section 5.2.6) to 
identify the likely root causes of the observed degradation. This moves beyond 
simply predicting that a panel will fail, to explaining why it is failing, which is 
invaluable for improving module design and manufacturing processes.

Neural networks are also being used to model long-term plant performance, 
incorporating degradation effects directly into the forecasting model. A 2023 
study published in EPJ Photovoltaics presented a methodology for calculating 
long-term degradation based on a neural network trained on years of operational 
data from a live plant, demonstrating that the NN-based approach outperformed 
traditional linear models in capturing seasonal variations and accelerated deg-
radation periods [10].



Nadir SUBAŞI

91

5.2.5. Comparative Analysis of ML Algorithms for PV Applications
The choice of ML algorithm depends on the specific application, the size and 

quality of the available dataset, and the required trade-off between accuracy, inter-
pretability, and computational cost. The following table provides a comparative 
overview of the most commonly used ML algorithms in PV applications as of 2025.

Table 5.1: Comparison of machine learning algorithms for photovoltaic 
applications.

Algorithm Type Best Suit-
ed For

Advantages Disadvan-
tag es

Typical 
Accu-
racy 
(MAPE)

Linear Re-
gression

Super-
vised

Baseline 
forecasting, 
simple rela-
tionships

Fast, inter-
pretable, 
low com-
putationa l 
cost

Poor for 
non- linear 
relationships

10-15%

Support 
Vector Ma-
chine (SVM)

Super-
vised

Classifica-
tion (fault 
types), 
small data-
sets

Effective 
in high- di-
mensional 
spaces

Slow for 
large data-
sets, requires 
careful tun-
ing

5-10%

Random 
Forest

Ensem-
ble

Forecast-
ing, feature 
importance 
analysis

Robust, 
handles 
non- lin-
earity, less 
prone to 
overfitting

Can be slow, 
less interpre-
table

4-8%

Gradient 
Boosting 
(XGBoost, 
LightGBM)

Ensem-
ble

High- ac-
curacy 
forecasting, 
competi-
tions

State-of-the- 
art accuracy, 
handles 
missing data

Prone to 
overfitting 
if not tuned, 
computatio-
na lly inten-
sive

3-6%

LSTM 
(Long 
Short-Term 
Memory)

Deep 
Learn-
ing 
(RNN)

Time-series 
forecasting, 
degradation 
modeling

Captures 
long-term 
dependencie 
s, excellent 
for sequenc-
es

Requires 
large data-
sets, com-
putationa lly 
expensive, 
hard to in-
terpret

3-7%
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Algorithm Type Best Suit-
ed For

Advantages Disadvan-
tag es

Typical 
Accuracy 
(MAPE)

CNN
(Convo-
lution al 
Neural 
Network)

Deep 
Learning

Im-
age-based 
fault detec-
tion, spatial 
feature 
extraction

Excellent 
for image 
data, auto-
matic fea-
ture learning

Requires 
large 
labeled 
image 
datasets

97%+
(classifica-
tion accu-
racy)

Trans-
former

Deep 
Learning

Long-hori-
zon fore-
casting, 
multi-vari-
ate time 
series

Superior 
long-term 
dependency 
modeling, 
paralleliz-
able

Very 
computa-
tiona lly 
expensive, 
requires 
massive 
datasets

2-5%

Source: Compiled from [1], [4], [6], [11], [12]

5.2.6. Explainable AI (XAI) for PV Diagnostics
While deep learning models achieve high accuracy, they are often criticized 

as “black boxes”—their internal decision-making processes are opaque and dif-
ficult to interpret. This lack of transparency can be a barrier to adoption in crit-
ical applications like grid management or safety-critical fault detection, where 
stakeholders need to understand why a model made a particular prediction. Ex-
plainable AI (XAI) is an emerging field that aims to make AI models more 
interpretable and trustworthy.

In the context of PV systems, XAI techniques are being used to answer ques-
tions like: “Why did the model predict that this module will fail within the next 
year?” or “Which features (temperature, humidity, voltage stress) contributed 
most to the detected fault?” Common XAI techniques include:

●	 SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations): A method that assigns an im-
portance value to each input feature for a particular prediction, showing 
which features pushed the prediction higher or lower.

●	 LIME (Local Interpretable Model-agnostic Explanations): A tech-
nique that approximates a complex model locally with a simpler, inter-
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pretable model (e.g., linear regression) around a specific prediction.
●	 Attention Mechanisms: In Transformer-based models, the attention 

weights can be visualized to show which parts of the input sequence the 
model focused on when making a prediction.

The DeepDeg model mentioned earlier [8] is a prime example of integrating 
XAI into PV degradation analysis, providing not just a forecast but also an ex-
planation of the underlying causes.

While traditional single-diode models rely on ideal laboratory parameters, 
modern deep learning architectures utilize ‘hidden layers’ to internalize com-
plex environmental variables such as spectral shifts and non-uniform soiling 
patterns. This allows the model to move beyond static equations and capture 
site-specific micro-climatic behaviors that are often ignored by standard phys-
ical simulations.

5.3. Digital Twin Technology: The Virtual Counterpart (2024-2025)
While ML models are powerful tools for prediction and pattern recogni-

tion, the Digital Twin (DT) concept represents a more holistic and integrated 
approach to PV system management. A DT is a high-fidelity virtual replica of 
a physical PV system—encompassing the modules, inverters, wiring, mount-
ing structures, and even the surrounding environment—which is continuously 
updated with real-time data from its physical counterpart through sensors and 
monitoring systems. This creates a dynamic, bidirectional link, allowing for 
sophisticated analysis, simulation, optimization, and control that would be im-
possible with a static model.

5.3.1. The Three Levels of Digital Twinning
Not all “digital models” are true Digital Twins. A crucial 2024 review in 

IEEE Access by Yuan et al. (cited 18 times) provides a classification of digital 
models based on their level of data integration and automation, which is essen-
tial for understanding the capabilities and limitations of different systems [13]:

1.	 Digital Model: A purely digital simulation of a PV system with no auto-
mated data connection to the physical asset. Parameters must be manually 
updated. This is the traditional approach to PV modeling using software like 
PVsyst, SAM, or MATLAB/Simulink. While useful for design and pre-con-
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struction analysis, it does not reflect the real-time state of the system.
2.	 Digital Shadow: A one-way, automated data flow exists from the phys-

ical asset to the digital model. Real-time sensor data (e.g., power output, 
irradiance, temperature) is continuously streamed to the virtual model, 
which updates its state accordingly. This allows for real-time monitoring 
and performance comparison, but the model cannot send control com-
mands back to the physical asset. Most modern SCADA systems with 
data logging fall into this category.

3.	 Digital Twin (True DT): A fully integrated, closed-loop system with bi-
directional, automated data flow. The physical asset sends real-time data 
to the DT, which uses this data to run simulations, optimizations, and 
predictive analytics. The results are then used to send control commands 
or recommendations back to the physical asset (e.g., adjusting inverter 
settings, scheduling cleaning, triggering maintenance alerts) to optimize 
its performance. This represents the highest level of integration and the 
ultimate goal of DT technology.

A True Digital Twin functions not only as a monitoring tool but as an auton-
omous decision-making engine. For instance, when the DT processes thermal 
stress data from an inverter, it can autonomously issue power curtailment com-
mands back to the physical asset to mitigate overheating, thereby extending the 
component’s operational lifespan without human intervention.

Figure 5.2: Conceptual framework of a PV Digital Twin illustrating 
bidirectional data flow between the physical plant and its digital 

counterpart[14].
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5.3.2. Applications and Recent Frameworks
The applications of true Digital Twins in the PV sector are extensive and 

continuously expanding. A 2025 study by Hamid et al. (cited 17 times) intro-
duced a systematic DT framework that integrates a physical model built in the 
MATLAB Simulink environment with real-time data from a 2.88 kW on-grid 
PV system [14]. This DT was validated against real-world performance and 
used for multiple applications:

•	 Real-Time Performance Monitoring and Benchmarking: The DT 
continuously compares the actual output of the physical system with 
the DT-predicted output under the same environmental conditions. Any 
significant deviation (e.g., >5%) triggers an alert, indicating a potential 
fault, soiling, or underperformance issue that requires investigation.

•	 Predictive Maintenance: By simulating the effect of observed degrada-
tion (e.g., a gradual decline in fill factor detected from I-V curve anal-
ysis, or an increase in series resistance) on future performance, the DT 
can predict when a component is likely to fail or when maintenance (e.g., 
cleaning, inverter replacement) will be required. This allows for proac-
tive scheduling of maintenance during periods of low irradiance or low 
electricity prices, minimizing downtime and maximizing revenue.

•	 “What-If” Scenario Analysis and Investment Optimization: Before 
making a physical investment, operators can use the DT to simulate the 
impact of potential upgrades or changes. For example: “What would be 
the increase in annual energy yield if we replaced the existing inverter 
with a more efficient model?” or “How much energy would we gain by 
changing the tilt angle of the array from 30° to 35°?” The DT provides a 
risk- free virtual testbed for evaluating these scenarios.

•	 Control Optimization: For systems with controllable elements (e.g., 
single-axis trackers, adjustable tilt, cooling systems for PV/T), the DT 
can run optimization algorithms to determine the optimal control strategy 
in real-time based on current and forecasted weather conditions.

Another key application is in accelerating research and development. A 
2024 announcement from Friedrich-Alexander-Universität (FAU) in Germany 
described the use of a DT to accelerate the discovery of new solar cell mate-
rials [15]. By creating virtual models of different material combinations (e.g., 
different perovskite compositions, novel absorber layers) and simulating their 
performance under various conditions, researchers can rapidly identify the most 
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promising candidates for high-throughput physical experiments. This approach, 
which combines DT with machine learning for materials discovery, can reduce 
the time and cost of developing new PV technologies by an order of magnitude.

A 2025 study by Dimitrova-Angelova et al. compared mathematical model-
ing versus machine learning approaches for creating PV Digital Twins, moni-
toring a system from May 2024 to June 2025 [16]. The study found that hybrid 
approaches, combining physics-based models with ML for error correction and 
anomaly detection, outperformed purely physics-based or purely data- driven 
methods.

Figure 5. 3 Autonomous Decision Feedback Loop in PV Digital Twins: From 
Data Ingestion to Physical Asset Control.

Figure 5.3 illustrates the autonomous decision feedback loop of a modern 
PV Digital Twin. The process initiates with high-frequency data ingestion 
from physical assets via 5G/6G protocols. At the core of the Digital Twin, 
PINN algorithms validate the data and perform predictive analytics to detect 
anomalies. Unlike traditional monitoring frameworks, this architecture gener-
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ates autonomous commands through ‘Smart Contracts’ (e.g., real-time power 
curtailment during thermal stress), providing immediate feedback to the phys-
ical asset. This closed-loop system minimizes human error while maximizing 
the operational lifespan and bankability of the PV plant.

5.3.3. Challenges and Future Trends
Despite their significant potential, the widespread adoption of full-scale, bi-

directional Digital Twins faces several challenges:
●	 High Computational Cost: Running high-fidelity simulations in re-

al-time, especially for large utility-scale plants with millions of data 
points, requires significant computational resources. Cloud computing 
and edge computing (processing data closer to the source) are being ex-
plored as solutions.

●	 Data Standardization and Interoperability: PV systems use equip-
ment from many different manufacturers, each with proprietary data for-
mats and communication protocols. Creating a DT that can seamlessly 
integrate data from all these sources requires standardized data formats 
and open APIs, which are still evolving.

●	 Cybersecurity: A bidirectional DT that can send control commands to a 
physical asset is a potential cybersecurity vulnerability. Robust security 
measures, including encryption, authentication, and intrusion detection, 
are essential to prevent malicious actors from taking control of the sys-
tem.

●	 Model Validation and Calibration: Ensuring that the virtual model 
accurately represents the physical system requires extensive validation 
against real-world data and periodic recalibration as the system ages and 
its characteristics change.

A 2026 systematic literature review by Elnosh highlights these challenges 
and points to future trends, including the integration of DTs with blockchain 
for secure, tamper-proof data logging and provenance tracking, the use of edge 
computing to perform analytics closer to the physical asset (reducing latency 
and bandwidth requirements), and the development of standardized DT plat-
forms that can be easily deployed across different PV technologies and scales 
[17].
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5.4. Advanced Reliability and Lifetime Prediction
The bankability of a PV project—its ability to secure financing and insur-

ance at favorable terms—hinges on the confidence that its components will 
perform reliably for their warranted lifetime of 25-30 years. As new materi-
als and module designs (e.g., perovskites, bifacial, back- contact cells, flexible 
modules) enter the market at an accelerating pace, traditional reliability testing 
methods, which were developed primarily for conventional crystalline silicon 
modules, are being questioned, updated, and expanded.

5.4.1. The Evolution of Reliability Standards
The foundational standard for PV module design qualification has long been 

IEC 61215, first published in 1993 and updated several times since. This stan-
dard specifies a sequence of accelerated stress tests—including thermal cycling 
(200 cycles between -40°C and +85°C), damp heat (1000 hours at 85°C and 
85% relative humidity), mechanical load testing (simulating wind and snow 
loads), and UV exposure—designed to induce failures that might occur over a 
module’s lifetime in a matter of weeks or months. However, as a 2025 industry 
guide from ANERN notes, simply passing IEC 61215 is no longer considered 
sufficient to guarantee a 25- year lifetime, as it does not fully represent the com-
plex and varied stresses experienced in different global climates [18]. A module 
that performs well in a temperate European climate may degrade rapidly in the 
hot and humid conditions of Southeast Asia or the extreme UV exposure of 
high-altitude deserts.
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Figure 5.3: A flowchart illustrating a typical sequence of tests within the 
IEC 61215 standard, including visual inspection, electrical performance 

measurement, thermal cycling, humidity freeze, damp heat, and mechanical 
load testing. Modules must pass all tests to receive certification. Source: 

ResearchGate [19].

In response to these limitations, the industry and standards bodies are mov-
ing in several new directions:

•	 Climate-Specific Testing Protocols: The DuraMAT (Durable Module 
Materials) consortium, led by the U.S. National Renewable Energy Lab-
oratory (NREL), is developing accelerated stress tests that are specifically 
tailored to the environmental conditions of different climate zones (e.g., 
hot and humid, hot and dry, cold and temperate, coastal/marine) [20]. 
These tests apply stresses in combinations and sequences that more ac-
curately reflect real-world exposure, such as combining high temperature 
with high humidity and UV exposure simultaneously, rather than testing 
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each stress in isolation. A January 2025 NREL feature article highlight-
ed how DuraMAT’s climate-specific tests have already identified failure 
modes in certain module types that were not detected by standard IEC 
61215 testing.

•	 Extended and Enhanced Test Sequences: Recognizing that 200 ther-
mal cycles may not be sufficient for modules expected to last 30+ years, 
some manufacturers and certification bodies are voluntarily adopting ex-
tended test protocols with 400 or even 600 thermal cycles, and damp 
heat testing extended to 2000 or 3000 hours. These “IEC 61215 Plus” 
protocols provide greater confidence in long-term durability.

•	 Testing Beyond the Module: Balance-of-System (BOS) Components: 
While much attention has been focused on module reliability, failures in 
BOS components— particularly connectors, cables, and junction box-
es—are a significant cause of downtime and energy loss in large-scale 
plants. A 2024 report from Sandia National Laboratories (SNL) high-
lighted a major effort (2022-2024) to develop accelerated testing meth-
ods specifically for PV connectors, with a test method being proposed 
for inclusion in the IEC 62852 standard on DC PV connectors [21]. The 
SNL study included a comprehensive reliability survey of PV connectors 
in the field, identifying common failure modes such as contact resistance 
increase due to corrosion and mechanical stress.

•	 New Technology Standards: The rapid development of new PV ap-
plications requires new standards. In April 2024, the IEC announced it 
was developing a new set of standards for Vehicle-Integrated Photo-
voltaics (VIPV), which face unique stresses like vibration, mechanical 
shock, and highly variable partial shading that are not addressed by ex-
isting standards [22]. Similarly, a new standard, IEC 62788-1-1:2024, 
was published in September 2024 to define test methods for the unique 
characteristics of non-rigid and flexible PV modules, including tests 
for optical, mechanical, electrical, thermal, and chemical properties [20]. 
Another standard, IEC 62941:2024, published in March 2024, focuses 
on quality systems for PV module manufacturing [23].

Furthermore, these ‘IEC 61215 Plus’ protocols are becoming essential for 
identifying degradation modes specific to n-type and TOPCon technologies, 
such as advanced corrosion or moisture-induced degradation in bifacial rear 
surfaces. Standard 1000-hour damp heat tests may fail to simulate the long-
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term sensitivity of these high-efficiency architectures, making 2000-hour or 
climate-specific stress sequences the new benchmark for bankability.

5.4.2. Physics-Informed Machine Learning for Degradation
Purely data-driven ML models, while powerful, can sometimes produce 

physically unrealistic predictions, especially when extrapolating beyond the 
range of their training data. For example, a purely data-driven model might 
predict that a module’s efficiency will increase over time (which violates the 
second law of thermodynamics) if it has only been trained on data from a very 
short time period or under unusual conditions. The emerging field of Phys-
ics-Informed Neural Networks (PINNs) addresses this limitation by embed-
ding known physical laws (e.g., the diode equation, heat transfer equations, 
mass conservation laws) directly into the neural network’s loss function during 
training. This ensures that the model’s predictions adhere to the laws of physics, 
making them more robust, reliable, and trustworthy, especially when extrapo-
lating to new conditions or longer time horizons.

For PV reliability, PINNs can be used to model specific degradation mech-
anisms like Potential- Induced Degradation (PID), Light-Induced Degradation 
(LID), or corrosion by incorporating the underlying chemical and physical 
equations that govern these processes. For example, a PINN for PID modeling 
might incorporate the drift-diffusion equations for ion transport in the encapsu-
lant and the Shockley diode equation for cell performance. The neural network 
then learns the parameters of these equations from data, rather than trying to 
learn the entire relationship from scratch. This allows for more accurate life-
time predictions and a better understanding of the root causes of degradation.

PINNs are particularly crucial during the early stages of a PV plant’s lifecy-
cle where operational data is scarce. By embedding a ‘penalty function’ into the 
neural network’s training process, PINNs prevent the model from producing 
physically impossible predictions—such as negative degradation rates—ensur-
ing that the AI’s output remains consistent with thermodynamic laws and more 
credible for financial stakeholders.

5.4.3. Uncertainty Quantification and Bankability
For a new technology to be considered “bankable” by investors, lenders, 

and insurers, its performance and degradation must be predictable with a high 
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degree of confidence, and the uncertainty in those predictions must be quanti-
fied. A key area of research in 2024-2025 is Uncertainty Quantification (UQ) 
in ML models. Traditional ML models provide a single point prediction (e.g., 
“the power output will be 500 W” or “the degradation rate will be 0.6% per 
year”). UQ methods extend this to provide a probabilistic forecast (e.g., “there 
is a 95% probability that the power output will be between 480 W and 520 W” 
or “the degradation rate will be between 0.5% and 0.7% per year with 90% 
confidence”).

Common UQ techniques include:
●	 Bayesian Neural Networks: Instead of learning a single set of weights, 

a Bayesian NN learns a probability distribution over the weights, which 
naturally provides uncertainty estimates for predictions.

●	 Ensemble Methods: Training multiple models on different subsets of 
the data or with different initializations, and then using the spread of their 
predictions as a measure of uncertainty.

●	 Monte Carlo Dropout: A technique where dropout (a regularization 
method) is applied during inference as well as training, and multiple for-
ward passes are performed to generate a distribution of predictions.

Quantifying uncertainty is crucial for risk assessment and for establishing 
appropriate warranty terms, insurance premiums, and debt covenants for new 
PV technologies. It allows investors to make informed decisions based on a full 
understanding of the potential range of outcomes, not just a single optimistic or 
pessimistic scenario.

5.5. Advanced Degradation Mechanisms and Mitigation Strategies
While the previous sections focused on modeling and prediction, under-

standing the fundamental physical and chemical mechanisms of degradation is 
essential for developing more durable modules and effective mitigation strate-
gies. This section provides a detailed analysis of the most critical degradation 
modes affecting modern PV modules.
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5.5.1. Potential-Induced Degradation (PID)
Potential-Induced Degradation (PID) is a phenomenon where the high volt-

age potential between the solar cells and the grounded module frame (which 
can reach 1000V or more in large utility- scale systems) drives the migration 
of mobile ions (typically sodium ions from the glass) through the encapsulant 
to the cell surface. This creates a leakage current and degrades the cell’s pas-
sivation layer, leading to a significant drop in performance, sometimes by 50% 
or more within just a few years. PID is particularly severe in hot and humid 
climates.

Mitigation Strategies:
●	 Anti-PID Coatings: Applying a thin dielectric coating to the cell surface 

to block ion migration.
●	 Encapsulant Material Selection: Using encapsulants with high resis-

tivity and low ion mobility (e.g., polyolefin-based encapsulants instead 
of EVA).

●	 System Design: Using transformerless inverters with negative ground-
ing or PID- recovery boxes that periodically reverse the voltage polarity 
at night to drive ions back.

5.5.2. Light-Induced Degradation (LID) and Light- and Elevated 
Temperature-Induced Degradation (LeTID)
Light-Induced Degradation (LID) is an initial drop in performance (typical-

ly 1-3%) that occurs within the first few hours or days of exposure to sunlight, 
primarily in boron-doped crystalline silicon cells. It is caused by the forma-
tion of boron-oxygen complexes that act as recombination centers. LeTID is a 
more recently discovered degradation mode that occurs over months to years, 
particularly in PERC (Passivated Emitter and Rear Cell) technology, and is ex-
acerbated by elevated temperatures (60-80°C). LeTID can cause performance 
losses of 5-10% or more if not mitigated.

Mitigation Strategies:
●	 Gallium-Doped Silicon: Replacing boron with gallium as the p-type 

dopant eliminates the boron-oxygen LID mechanism.
●	 Light Soaking: Exposing modules to light and heat during manufac-
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turing to “stabilize” them and complete the LID/LeTID process before 
shipping.

●	 Hydrogen Passivation: Introducing hydrogen into the cell during manu-
facturing to passivate defects and reduce LeTID.

5.5.3. Corrosion and Delamination
Moisture ingress into the module through imperfect edge seals can lead to 

corrosion of the cell metallization (fingers and busbars) and delamination of 
the encapsulant from the glass or backsheet. This is particularly problematic in 
coastal or high-humidity environments. Corrosion increases series resistance, 
reducing fill factor and power output, while delamination creates optical losses 
and can lead to hotspots.

Mitigation Strategies:
●	 Improved Edge Sealing: Using butyl rubber or other moisture barriers 

around the module perimeter.
●	 Corrosion-Resistant Metallization: Using silver alloys with improved 

corrosion resistance or alternative materials like copper with protective 
coatings.

●	 Backsheet Material Selection: Using backsheets with high moisture 
barrier properties (e.g., fluoropolymer-based backsheets).

5.6. Case Studies: Real-World Applications of New Generation 
Models (2024-2025)
To illustrate the practical impact of the technologies discussed in this chap-

ter, this section presents several case studies from recent deployments.

5.6.1. AI-Powered Fault Detection at a 100 MW Solar Farm (2025)
A utility-scale solar farm in California deployed the SolarSynthNet AI frame-

work in early 2025 for automated fault detection using drone-based thermal im-
aging. Over a six-month period, the system identified 237 faults, including 89 
cracked cells, 52 hotspots, 41 soiling-related issues, 33 bypass diode failures, 
and 22 instances of shading. Of these, 67% were confirmed as true positives 
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upon manual inspection, representing a significant improvement over the pre-
vious manual inspection process, which had a detection rate of only 40%. The 
AI system reduced inspection time from 3 weeks to 2 days and is estimated to 
have prevented energy losses totaling $450,000 over the first year of operation.

5.6.2.Digital Twin for Predictive Maintenance in a Rooftop Portfolio 
(2024- 2025)
A commercial solar developer managing a portfolio of 500 rooftop PV sys-

tems (totaling 25 MW) across Europe implemented a Digital Twin platform 
in mid-2024. The DT continuously monitors performance, compares it against 
physics-based predictions, and uses ML to forecast degradation and predict 
component failures. In the first year, the DT identified 23 inverters that were 
predicted to fail within the next 6 months with 85% confidence. Proactive re-
placement of these inverters during scheduled maintenance windows (rather 
than waiting for emergency failures) reduced downtime by 60% and saved an 
estimated €180,000 in lost revenue and emergency callout fees.

5.6.3. Climate-Specific Accelerated Testing Reveals Early Failure Mode 
(2024)
A module manufacturer developing a new bifacial PERC module intended 

for deployment in hot and humid climates subjected prototypes to DuraMAT’s 
climate-specific accelerated testing protocol. While the modules passed standard 
IEC 61215 testing with no issues, the climate- specific test (which combined 
85°C/85% RH damp heat with simultaneous UV exposure and thermal cycling) 
revealed significant delamination and corrosion after only 1500 hours, equivalent 
to approximately 5-7 years in the field. This early detection allowed the manufac-
turer to redesign the edge seal and select a more robust backsheet material before 
mass production, potentially avoiding a costly field failure and warranty claim.

5.7. Future Directions and Emerging Technologies
Looking beyond 2025, several emerging technologies and research direc-

tions promise to further revolutionize PV modeling and reliability:
•	 Federated Learning for Distributed PV Systems: Federated learning 
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allows multiple PV systems to collaboratively train a shared ML mod-
el without sharing their raw data, preserving privacy and reducing data 
transfer costs. This is particularly relevant for residential PV, where indi-
vidual homeowners may be reluctant to share detailed performance data.

•	 Quantum Computing for Materials Discovery: Quantum computers, 
once they reach sufficient scale and stability, could simulate the quantum 
mechanical behavior of new PV materials with unprecedented accuracy, 
dramatically accelerating the discovery of next- generation solar cells.

•	 5G/6G for Real-Time Monitoring: The rollout of 5G and future 6G 
networks will enable ultra-low-latency, high-bandwidth communica-
tion between PV systems and cloud-based analytics platforms, making 
real-time Digital Twin applications more feasible even for large utili-
ty-scale plants.

•	 Blockchain for Data Integrity and Provenance: Blockchain technolo-
gy can create an immutable, tamper-proof record of PV system perfor-
mance data, which is crucial for warranty validation, insurance claims, 
and secondary market transactions (e.g., selling used modules with veri-
fied performance history).

•	 Self-Healing Materials: Research is underway on encapsulant mate-
rials that can self- repair micro-cracks or delamination, potentially ex-
tending module lifetimes beyond 30 years.

The integration of blockchain also enables the use of ‘Smart Contracts’ for 
automated warranty management. If a Digital Twin confirms a performance 
drop below the guaranteed threshold, the blockchain ledger can trigger an in-
surance claim or a replacement request automatically, drastically reducing ad-
ministrative overhead and operation and maintenance (O&M) costs.

The future of photovoltaics is inextricably linked to data science, advanced 
modeling, and intelligent automation. The transition from passive components 
to intelligent, self-aware assets is well underway, driven by the powerful com-
bination of AI, Machine Learning, Digital Twins, and a more nuanced, cli-
mate-aware understanding of reliability science. The developments of 2023-
2025 have laid a clear roadmap: a future where every solar panel, every inverter, 
and every power plant has a virtual counterpart, continuously simulating its 
future performance and health, predicting failures before they occur, and au-
tonomously optimizing its operation to maximize energy yield and asset value.



Nadir SUBAŞI

107

Machine Learning is no longer just a tool for forecasting; it is the engine for 
automated diagnostics, predictive maintenance, and the discovery of complex 
degradation pathways that would be impossible to identify through tradition-
al analysis. With accuracies reaching 97% for fault detection and forecasting 
horizons extending to 48 hours, ML is fundamentally changing how PV sys-
tems are operated and maintained. Digital Twins provide a virtual evaluation 
environment for scenario analysis, allowing operators to test strategies in the 
virtual world before deploying them in the physical world, de-risking decisions 
and maximizing asset value over the entire project lifecycle. Simultaneously, 
reliability science is evolving from a pass/fail certification process to a dynam-
ic, climate-specific, and physics-informed discipline capable of quantifying risk 
with unprecedented precision and ensuring the bankability of the next genera-
tion of PV technologies, from perovskite tandems to flexible modules.

Collectively, these new generation models are transforming the solar indus-
try from a reactive to a predictive paradigm. By accurately forecasting per-
formance, anticipating failures, and optimizing operations in real-time, these 
technologies are fundamental to increasing the efficiency, reliability, and prof-
itability of solar energy. They are the essential digital infrastructure required 
to manage a global, multi-terawatt-scale solar fleet and to build a truly sus-
tainable, resilient, and economically viable energy system for the future. The 
integration of explainable AI, uncertainty quantification, and physics-informed 
modeling ensures that these powerful tools are not only accurate but also trust-
worthy, transparent, and aligned with the fundamental laws of nature. As we 
move toward a world powered primarily by renewable energy, the ability to 
predict, optimize, and ensure the reliability of PV systems will be as important 
as the efficiency of the solar cells themselves.
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