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 A computational analysis of the influence of varying solar module material 

properties on operating temperature is presented and related to electrical 

conversion efficiency through the devised method. By varying the properties 

of density, specific heat capacity, and isotropic thermal conductivity for each 

material that comprises a solar module, density, and specific heat capacity 

were found to have the greatest influence on decreasing the operating 

temperature when increased by a factor of 50% for the glass layer, resulting 

in a decrease in temperature of 5.33 C. Utilizing the devised method, which 

is based on the work of Palumbo, this temperature decrease was correlated to 

an electrical efficiency increase of 3.08%. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Due to rapid industrialization and an ever-increasing human population, with an estimated growth in 

world population from 7 billion in 2013 to 9.4 billion by 2050, it is estimated that there will be a subsequent 

increase in energy consumption from 546 EJ in 2010 to 879 EJ by 2050 [1]. As of 2015, over 85% of the 

global energy mix came from the burning of harmful fossil fuels [2]. Utilizing renewable energies, for 

example, solar photovoltaic (PV), as a means to reduce our fossil fuel consumption, is paramount for the 

longevity of humanity and the planet due to the inherent problems associated with fossil fuels. 

Solar PV converts incoming solar irradiation into electricity through a process known as the 

photovoltaic effect. The biggest factor that limits the viability of solar PV however is the negative effect that 

operating cell temperature has on the already low PV energy conversion rate. An increase in cell temperature 

decreases open circuit voltage, resulting in a drop in electrical efficiency. This relationship is based on the 

general diode equation that expresses the behavior of a simple PV system [3]. In addition to efficiency losses, 

these increases in temperature cause thermal stresses to occur in the PV module which lead to permanent 

structural damage over time, hence reducing the PV module lifetime [4]. 

Significant effort has been made to increase efficiency via operating temperature reduction through 

various means, such as forced fluid cooling [5]–[7] radiative cooling techniques via transparent coatings [8], 

[9] incorporating phase-change materials on the back of the solar module [10]–[12] submerging PV modules 

in bodies of water [13]. Despite these previous efforts reported so far, there has been no investigation into the 

effect the material properties of each constituent solar module material have on its operating surface 
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temperature. This study aims to computationally investigate the effect of material properties of each 

constituent solar module material on its operating surface temperature, output power, and efficiency. Section 

2 of the paper discusses the Palumbo modeling approaches in ansys and its adaptation for this study and 

section 3 discusses the thermal simulation method for various material densities, thermal conductivities, and 

heat capacities. Also discussed is the efficiency derivation of the module. Section 4 demonstrates the results 

of the simulation model. Finally, section 5 concludes this investigation. 

 

 

2. MODELLING VALIDATION AND ADAPTATION 

In this section, Palumbo’s work [14] will be reproduced to ensure the validity of our ANSYS model. 

This will also enable its adaptation for the study of surface temperature, I-V and P-V characteristics, and 

increased efficiency of the solar panel. This in turn will require knowledge of material properties, boundary 

conditions, selection of appropriate mesh size, shape, nodes, solver, and simulation time step. 

 

2.1.  Production of Palumbo’s model 

The Chosen model to reproduce from Palumbo’s work was the “2D, bare panel, natural convection” 

model. The model was recreated using the steady-state thermal analysis system contained in the ANSYS 

software. The solar module layers and their respective thicknesses were created with the values from Table 1 

which, according to Palumbo, are typical for solar panels. Further research was done by others confirming 

the validity of these values [15], [16]. The arc layer was omitted under the assumption its effect on the model 

would be negligible due to its extremely miniscule thermal resistance. The model was then meshed with a 

total number of grid elements and nodes of 2,528 and 14,408 respectively and is shown in Figure 1. 

 

 

Table 1. Palumbo’s solar module material properties and layer thicknesses 
Material Conductivity (W/m.K) Thickness (m) 

Glass 0.98 0.003 
Eva 1 0.23 0.0005 

Arc 1.38 0.08x10-6 

Si 148 0.000325 

Eva 2 0.23 0.0005 

Tedlar 0.36 0.0001 

 

 

 
 

Figure 1. Palumbo’s model reproduction mesh 

 

 

The boundary conditions used in Palumbo’s model are as i) an Irradiance of 1000 W/m2 was applied 

to the top face of the glass layer using the heat flux boundary condition, ii) a convection load was applied to 

the top face of the glass layer and bottom face of the tedlar layer with the ambient temperature and film 

coefficient being set to 22 C and 3.50 W/m2K respectively. The value for the film coefficient was obtained 

through experimental calculations done by Palumbo, iii) a perfect insulation boundary condition was applied 

to the side faces of the model as it is assumed that heat transfer will only take place through the thickness of 

the model. i.e. 2D. 
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The simulation was then run and the results were compared to those obtained by Palumbo. The 

comparative results of the front glass layer and back tedlar layer are shown in Table 2. The replicated results 

and Palumbo’s results were found to differ by 1% and 2.5% for the top layer and bottom layer respectively. 

This difference is believed to be due to changes in the ansys software since Palumbo carried out his study and 

as such the model was deemed to be valid. 

 

2.2.  Adapted model 

Due to steady-state thermal analysis only allowing the material property of isotropic thermal 

conductivity to be used, it was deemed necessary to use the transient thermal analysis instead to 

accommodate the material properties of density and specific heat capacity. The values are shown in Table 3, 

with the only changes being the addition of the density and specific heat capacity material properties. The 

timestep of this model was set to 180 seconds to produce a noticeable change in temperature. Apart from this 

the other boundary conditions used in Palumbo’s report remained the same. The electrical characteristics of 

the solar module used in Palumbo’s experimental work are shown in Table 4. These characteristics are used 

throughout section 3 for the derivation methods. 

 

 

Table 2. Comparative thermal results 
Model Temperature (front) C Temperature (back) C 

Palumbo (analytical) 169.53 165.66 
Palumbo (ansys) 168.35 166.80 

Authors template 166.75 162.96 

 

 

Table 3. Adapted solar module material properties and layer thicknesses 
Material Density (Kg/m3) Thermal conductivity 

(W/mK) 

Specific heat capacity 

(J/KgC) 

Thickness (m) 

Glass 3,000 0.98 500 0.003 

Eva1 960 0.23 2090 0.005 
Silicon 2,330 148 677 0.000325 

Eva2 960 0.23 2090 0.005 

Tedlar 1200 0.36 1250 0.0001 

 

 

Table 4. Palumbo’s solar module's electrical characteristics 
Pmpp (W) Vmpp (V) Impp (A) VOC (V) ISC (A) max (%)  

10 17.4 0.57 21.6 0.64 8.8 

 

 

3. SIMULATION AND DERIVATION METHOD 

This section explains the method used to construct the ansys models and correlate temperature 

change to PV conversion efficiency. Furthermore, the correlation of PV conversion efficiency change to the 

I-V and P-V curves will be described. Attempts are also made to derive an expression for the efficiency from 

the results obtained in the simulation. 

 

3.1.  Thermal simulation method 

Simulations are performed with the material properties of density, thermal conductivity, and heat 

capacity being varied, independently of each other over a range of -15% to +50% of their initial values in 

increments of 5%. This is carried out for each material while keeping the properties of the other materials 

fixed at their original values. The maximum and minimum temperature for each of these simulations is 

recorded. 

 

3.2.  Efficiency derivation 

Palumbo’s experiments are carried out for irradiance values of 1,000 W/m2, 1,250 W/m2, and  

1,500 W/m2. Then from the experimental results, Palumbo correlated values of output power are plotted 

against changes in surface temperature as shown in Figure 2. Also, Figure 2 presents the equations of power-

temperature lines. 

It is clear to see that the equation of lines provided by Palumbo in Figure 2 can be rewritten as (1). 

 

𝑃𝑂𝑢𝑡 =  𝑚𝑇𝑆 + 𝐶 (1) 

 

Where POut, TS, and C are output power, surface temperature, and y-intercept respectively. 
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The line equation for the irradiance value of 1000W/m2 from Figure 2 is used and adapted as (2). 

 

𝑃𝑂𝑢𝑡 =  −0.018𝑇𝑆 + 3.8687 (2) 

 

The electrical characteristics of the solar module used in Palumbo’s experimental analysis are 

defined in Table 4 as Pmax = 10 W and η𝑃𝑉,𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 8.8%. Using (3), the input power for an irradiance of  

1000 W/m2 was found to be 113.6 W. 

 

𝑃𝐼𝑛 =
𝑃𝑚𝑎𝑥

𝜂𝑃𝑉
 (3) 

 

The temperature changes as a result of varying the material properties for the solar module materials 

of glass, ethylene vinyl acetate (EVA), and silicon, and are now able to be related to an efficiency increase 

using (4). 

 

∆𝜂 =
∆𝑃𝑂𝑢𝑡

𝑃𝑖𝑛
=  

𝑃𝑂𝑢𝑡,𝑎𝑙𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑑− 𝑃𝑂𝑢𝑡,𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒

113.6
 (4) 

 

Where Pout,altered  and Pout,baseline , are the output power of a model where the material property is altered and the 

output power of the baseline model where no material properties are altered respectively. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 2. Correlation of output power and surface temperature for bare panel [14] 

 

 

3.3.  I-V and P-V curve characteristics 

Using the output power values calculated in section 3.2, the output voltages are found using (5), thus 

relating them to temperature change as a result of varying material properties. The output current is fixed at 

Iout = 0.57 A. It has been well documented that changes in operating temperature have very little effect on the 

output current of solar cells in comparison to their output voltage, therefore any errors that may arise from 

the previous assumption are deemed small enough to be negligible [17]. 

 

𝑉𝑜𝑢𝑡 =
𝑃𝑜𝑢𝑡

0.57
 (5) 

 

According to researchers [18]–[20] three key physical quantities shown in Table 5 must be defined 

to determine the I-V curve characteristics of a PV cell, namely, open-circuit voltage (VOC), short-circuit 

current (ISC) and the output current and output voltage that permits the maximum power (Pmpp) to be obtained. 

As stated earlier, ISC will vary very little with temperature change so is assumed to be constant at 0.64 A. The 

percentage difference between Voc and Vmpp for the original I-V curve at STC is calculated and found to be 

approximately 20%. This percentage change is used as a means to approximate the Voc for the I-V curves 

operating at different temperatures. 
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Table 5. I-V and P-V characteristic curve coordinate system 
Coordinates I-V Curve Coordinates (x,y) P-V Curve Coordinates (x,y) 

Coordinate 1 (0, ISC) (0,0) 
Coordinate 2 (Vmpp, Impp) (Vmpp, Pmax) 

Coordinate 3 (VOC, 0) (0,0) 

 

 

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

4.1.  Thermal simulation  

Figure 3 illustrates the changes in surface temperature as a result of varying the respective material 

properties (density, specific heat capacity (SHC), and isotropic thermal conductivity (ITC)) of the glass, 

EVA, silicon, and tedlar materials using the method explained in section 3.1. From Figure 3(a) (density) and 

Figure 3(b) SHC, it can be observed that when varying the density and SHC for any four of the materials the 

relationship with the surface temperature can be seen to be inversely proportional. It should also be noted that 

the changes in surface temperature as a result of varying density and SHC for all four materials are found to 

be the same for both material properties with the largest surface temperature decrease of 5.33 C occurring at 

+50% for the glass layer. Inspection of Figure 3(c) ITC suggests that when varying ITC, the relationship with 

surface temperature is only inversely proportional for the glass material while being proportional for the three 

other materials. It can also be observed that the extent to which varying ITC had on changes in surface 

temperature is small in comparison to density and SHC with the greatest surface temperature decrease of  

0.45 C occurring at +50% for the glass layer. 

 

 

  
(a) (b) 

 

 
(c) 

 

Figure 3. Surface temperature characteristics against material properties (a) density, (b) specific heat 

capacity, and (c) isotropic thermal conductivity 

 

 

4.2.  Temperature and efficiency 

Using (2) to (4) and the method explained in section 3.2 the changes in surface temperature as a 

result of varying material properties are related to changes in PV conversion efficiency. The efficiency results 

for density and SHC are found to be the same due to the thermal results being identical and as such are both 
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illustrated in Figure 4. A tentative analysis of Figure 4 reveals that efficiency and these material properties 

share a proportional relationship, with changes in the material properties of the glass material having the 

largest effect on efficiency change with an efficiency increase of 3.08% occurring at +50%. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 4. Profile of electrical efficiency against material properties 

 

 

4.3.  Photovoltaic module I-V and P-V characteristics 

Using (5) and the method explained in section 3.3, the output voltages of the module are found for 

each change in material property, which is then used to find the respective maximum power outputs. Figures 

5(a) and 5(b) show the resultant I-V and P-V curves of the test scenario respectively where the SHC is 

increased by 50%. Also shown within these respective figures are the I-V and P-V curves of the reference 

panel at STC. 

 

 

  
(a) (b) 

 

Figure 5. Shows the influence of specific heat capacity of solar panel materials on the output (a) current and 

output voltage profile and (b) power and output voltage characteristics 

 

 

5. CONCLUSION 

The extent to which varying the material properties of density, thermal conductivity, and specific 

heat capacity affect the operating temperature of a solar module has been successfully investigated through 

computational analysis. Increasing the material properties of density, specific heat capacity, and isotropic 

thermal conductivity by 50% resulted in a surface temperature decrease of 5.33 C and 0.45 C respectively, 

with the thermal reaction being the same for density and specific heat capacity. A method to relate these 



Int J Adv Appl Sci  ISSN: 2252-8814  

 

ANSYS investigation of solar photovoltaic temperature distribution for improved efficiency (Paul Rousseau) 

299 

temperature changes to PV conversion efficiency is then derived by the authors through the usage of 

experimental data referenced from the work of Palumbo. Using the aforementioned method and the results 

from the thermal investigation, an electrical efficiency increase of 3.08% is possible when the density or 

specific heat capacity of the glass material is increased by 50%. Lastly, a reliable method to determine the 

shift in the characteristic I-V and P-V curves as a result of varying these material properties is constructed. 

The results of this investigation provide valuable insight into the extent to which each material and their 

respective properties influence operating temperature which can be taken into consideration when designing 

future solar modules to minimize operating temperature via either addition or subtraction of the respective 

materials. The temperature-efficiency and electrical characteristic methods derived by the authors also 

provide a valuable method to relate temperature change to efficiency change and approximate key electrical 

characteristics of solar modules. 
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