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The accurate assessment of solar energy production
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test site. Listed are the atmospheric variables measured.
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The power temperature coefficient provided by the manufacturer does not correspond to the true
sensitivity to temperature of each panel when exposed to outdoor conditions. An improvement in
the estimation of this parameter could lead to the betterment of power performance models which
use a fixed one rather than one dependent on the irradiance level.

The significant difference between the value provided by the manufacturer and the one obtained
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Figure 2 Monthly performance ratio in % vs panel temperature in °C for c-Si and CdTe When comparing the values of y from year to year, it's possible to see the degradation suffered by

panels. The lines represent the least squares polynomial fit for each set of

measurements with each year being a different color. the phOtOVOItC“C module.



