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This study addresses a research gap regarding the impact of dust accumulation on photovoltaic (PV)modules, with a specific focus on
parameter extraction using single- and double-diode models (SDMs and DDMs) under dusty conditions. While dust effects on PV
performance are well-studied, few have explored how existing models can accurately represent these effects. Experimental data from
outdoor testing of small-scale modules subjected to artificially deposited dust were analyzed. The direct current parameters were then
extracted using the SDM and DDM, with the application of the improved snake optimization algorithm to enhance the accuracy.
Preliminary analysis shows that the fill factor of dusty panels gradually increases, surpassing that of clean panels, due to increased
absorption of diffuse light from reflections off the nonuniform dust layer. Efficiency uniformly decreases under dust presence.
Computational comparison reveals a significant impact of dust on the algorithm’s prediction quality, with maximum root mean
square error decreases of 339.1% and 303.5% for DDM and SDM, respectively. The study observes that DDM effectively represents
dust effects with fewer parameters than SDM, which includes more parameters conveying dust deposition effects. On average, DDM
photocurrent values decrease by 24.2% due to dust, while shunt resistance decreases by 79.7%. For SDM, photocurrent decreases by
24.2%, shunt resistance by 80.1%, diode saturation current by 84.6%, and ideality factor by 10.5%. These findings suggest that current
models inadequately represent dust effects, favoring SDM for its simplicity, while partial shading serves as a weak approximation.

Keywords: dust soiling; equivalent circuit model; optimization algorithms; parameter identification; photovoltaics; sustainable
development goal 7

1. Introduction

The contemporary world is combating climate change by
utilizing renewable technologies to meet energy needs while
prioritizing resource sustainability [1]. Solar photovoltaic
(PV) technology stands out among renewable energy sources
as a promising and mature power generation method, with
75% of global renewable energy capacity additions in 2023
attributed to PV [2]. In 2022 alone, solar PV generated a
record 1300 TWh of electricity, a statistic obtained from
the International Energy Agency (IEA) [2]. What can disturb

the productivity of these PV systems, among many, is the
negative impacts caused by environmental factors like temper-
ature, humidity, and dust deposition [3]. This research focuses
on the dust-related deterioration of PV performance. As well-
defined, dust consists of solid particles less than 500 µm in
diameter [4]. The accumulation of dust obstructs sunlight
from reaching the PV panel surface [5], leading to losses in
transmittance [6], conversion efficiency, and output power [7].

Numerous studies have comprehensively monitored,
quantified, and documented the unmistakable effect of these
micro grains on the generated power or the different solar
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panel characteristics. For instance, in work conducted by
Younis et al. [8], losses in short-circuit current (Isc) reached
38.14% under extreme artificially deposited dust scenarios
during outdoor testing in Romania. Similarly, Majeed et al.
[9] deployed mono and polycrystalline silicon PVmodules in
Pakistan and observed losses in output power of 16.16% and
11.54%, respectively, after 1 month of outdoor exposure.
Dida et al. [10] tested crystalline silicon PV modules for 8
weeks in the Saharan environment of Algeria to obtain a
6.1% drop in the Isc. From a different perspective, Dhaouadi
et al. [11] deployed glass slides next to PV panels for 18
weeks in the desert environment of the United Arab Emi-
rates to reveal a 30% drop in the transmittance depending on
the ultraviolet spectroscopy technique. Salameh et al. [12]
published a comprehensive review that summarizes the stud-
ies concerned with the effects of dust deposition on the per-
formance of the PV panels, categorized by climatic region.

Modeling the physical behavior of solar cells in response
to sunlight has garnered significant attention, with numerous
successful attempts documented in the literature. These
include empirical models [13], analytical models [14], and
the widely utilized equivalent circuit models [15]. Notably,
the literature is predominantly characterized by the use of
single- and double-diode models (SDM and DDM), with
over 60% of studies employing these implicit equations to
mathematically represent the photoelectric phenomenon
within individual solar cells [16]. The presence of dust on
the solar cell surface can induce a partial shading effect due
to variations in dust amounts randomly scattered on the PV

surface [17], as shown in Figure 1 [8]. When considering the
physics involved in partial shading scenarios, the DDM
offers a more accurate representation of solar cell behavior.
This is because the DDM incorporates recombination losses
within the depletion region, thereby improving the model’s
precision [18] and its ability to predict performance under
low insolation conditions [19]. Figure 2 illustrates the equiva-
lent electric circuits of the SDM and DDM [20]. Ishaque,
Salam and, Taheri [21] indirectly verified the effectiveness of
the DDM to model the partial shading effects based on
MATLAB simulations. However, there is a limited number
of studies exploring the relationship between partial shading,
dust accumulation, and the DDM. One such study is the work
of Gholami et al. [22] where they developed an analytical and
numerical approach to extract DDM parameters under dust
cover. Their research revealed a 30% reduction in prediction
error when utilizing this new method in conjunction with the
DDM, compared to using the same method with the SDM.
Importantly, experimental measurements served as the bench-
mark for comparing the performance of both models [22].

On the solution front, a plethora of methods are available
to determine the parameters of the SDM and DDM precisely
[23]. This includes the rapid advancements in artificial intel-
ligence techniques, particularly focusing on optimization
algorithms [24]. This is crucial as these models, particularly
the DDM are recognized for their computational intensity
and complexity in parameter extraction [25]. Among the
algorithms, the swarm-intelligence metaheuristic algorithms
are widely used [16]. In recent years, there has been a surge

FIGURE 1: Dusty PV mini-units [8]. PV, photovoltaic.
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FIGURE 2: Equivalent electric circuit of the solar cell ((A) DDM, (B) SDM [20]). DDM, double-diode model; SDM, single-diode model.
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in the development and application of various algorithms in
conjunction with the equivalent circuit models. These include
the Salp Swarm algorithm [26], Barnacles mating algorithm
[27], Wild Horse optimization algorithm [28], Harris Hawk
optimization algorithm [29], Ant Loin optimization algorithm
[30], Gorrila Troops optimization algorithm [31], Particle
Swarm optimization algorithm [32], and numerous others.
Figure 3 provides a comprehensive overview and summary
of the parameter identification process, mainly focusing on
stochastic optimization algorithms [33].

Special attention was given to correlating the various
effects of dust deposition on solar cells with factors such as
dust amount, density, or coverage area. The resulting models

were categorized into linear, exponential, numerical simulations,
optical, and other classifications [34]. However, few studies have
focused on characterizing these effects based on the fundamental
equation or equivalent circuit models. Significantly, Gholami
et al. [35] adopted a similar methodology, utilizing a noniterative
approach to enhance the accuracy of parameter extraction in
their modified SDM while also accounting for the impact of
dust deposition. This led to direct current (DC) parameters
with an average improvement in accuracy ranging from 25%
to 35% compared to bulk experimental results [35].

The research methodology employed in this study is
based on experimental data gathered from outdoor testing
of two identical PV panels subjected to dust accumulation,
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FIGURE 3: Flowchart illustrating the parameter identification process using optimization algorithms [33]. PV, photovoltaic.
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ranging from completely clean to heavily dusty conditions.
These data were collected on a day when the PV test bed was
positioned horizontally. The electrical characterization of
the PV modules under investigation was accomplished by
extracting the parameters of the SDM and DDM using
the Improved Snake Optimization Algorithm (ISOA). This
experimental–computational process involved analyzing the
variation in current and voltage readings over time, as well as
irradiance levels throughout the testing day. Consequently,
the results obtained will reflect the impact of dust on the DC
parameters under a range of environmental conditions,
including irradiance levels and ambient temperature.

This study aims to assess the accuracy of SDM and DDM
in representing solar cells under dust coverage. The novelty
of this work lies in applying an optimization algorithm for
parameter extraction, which improves predictions under
dusty conditions and evaluates the quality of the models.
This research is among the few to characterize PV panel
performance under dust using parameters from SDM and
DDM, with ISOA, a robust swarm intelligence algorithm,
further enhancing the accuracy of these predictions. ISOA
has demonstrated its efficacy in accurately predicting tar-
geted electrical characteristics or parameters [20]. By incor-
porating outdoor experimental data, this study provides a
reliable solution for modeling the effects of dust on PV per-
formance, significantly advancing the understanding and
prediction of PV behavior in dusty environments.

Therefore, the rest of this article is organized as follows:
Section 2 presents the experimental method, Section 3 pre-
sents the ISOA algorithm, Section 4 delivers the test results
and discusses them, and Section 5 concludes.

2. Experimental Method

The study aimed to assess how dust accumulation affects the
efficiency of solar panels deployed in urban environments,
using naturally occurring dust collected from the local envi-
ronment in Brasov, Romania. The buildup of dust on the
surfaces of solar PV panels can occur in varying degrees
under outdoor conditions, influenced by an array of factors

including site-specific characteristics, dust composition, wind
dynamics, ambient temperature, humidity levels, tilt angle,
and the material properties of the surface itself [36]. However,
consensus within the scientific community regarding the uni-
formity or randomness of dust dispersion remains elusive, mir-
roring the unpredictable nature of environmental phenomena.

Field experiments were executed atop a building situated in
the Colina campus of Transilvania University, Brasov, Romania,
utilizing data collected on September 27, 2023. The annual cumu-
lative global irradiation incident upon an optimally inclined
surface in Brasov is documented to reach 1400 kWh/m2 [37].

For this investigation, three symmetric commercial poly-
crystalline PV modules, each comprising 18 cells and mea-
suring 18.4 cm× 15.7 cm (~16.048 cm2 per cell), were affixed
to a custom testbed. The primary focus lies in comparing the
performance of a pristine module (P1) against that of a
heavily dust-laden module (P3), as illustrated in Figure 4.
Natural dust collected from the surroundings in Brașov,
Romania, was applied to the solar panels to assess the impact
of dust deposition on their performance. The dust was man-
ually spread using a sieve over the surfaces of the examined
panels. This process of artificial dust accumulation was
maintained throughout the testing period.

The testbed included a DELTA-T SPN1 Sunshine pyr-
anometer, known for its precision with an accuracy of Æ5%
(or Æ10Wm⁻

2) [38], used to measure sunlight intensity.
Positioned horizontally, the testbed was placed atop a layer
of black tar paper, serving as the roofing material beneath it.

For data collection, an acquisition and control system
was utilized, employing the National Instruments (NI)
cRIO 9074 8-slot embedded controller [39] along with an
electronic circuit based on the capacitor technique. This
setup allowed for the recording of I–V characteristics, as
well as ambient, back and front surface temperatures. Each
set of readings was obtained over ~3.2min, comprising eight
data points with a 24-s interval. The NI modules integrated
into the controller chassis are presented in Table 1.

Additionally, a capacitor-based dynamic load was linked
to the controller to aid in acquiring the I–V data. The param-
eters were measured during the charging process of the

P3
P1

SPN1
pyranometer

ðAÞ ðBÞ
FIGURE 4: Custom-made testbed for solar panels: (A) prepared PV testbed, (B) PV testbed exposed to sunlight. PV, photovoltaic.
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capacitor directly connected to the PV modules using cur-
rent and voltage sensors [40]. An image diagram depicting
the complete experimental setup is provided in Figure 5 [8].

3. Improved Snake Optimization Algorithm

The study utilized the ISOA, chosen for its ability to reduce
computational time by conducting fewer iterations and
employing a smaller population size, all while maintaining
high accuracy [20]. Figure 6 displays the flowchart of this
enhanced algorithm, adapted from the original flow diagram
by Belabbes et al. [20].

For a closer examination of the algorithm, the funda-
mental snake optimization algorithm is a metaheuristic
belonging to the swarm-intelligence group. Initially pro-
posed by Hashim and Hussien [41], it emulates the ecologi-
cal interactions of snakes during mating events, which are
influenced by factors like food availability and temperature.
The algorithm’s exploitation phase encompasses three main
modes:

1. Fighting mode: Male snakes compete to mate with the
most suitable female, while females aim to select the
best mate.

2. Mating mode: If mating occurs within the search
space, females may lay eggs, resulting in the birth of
new snakes.

3. Feeding mode: In situations where ambient tempera-
tures are high, snakes consume available food.

In the exploration phase, snakes focus solely on searching
for food when its availability is not guaranteed [20, 41].

In relevant studies, it is customary to utilize the root
mean square error (RMSE) as the objective function for
the minimization problem expressed by Equation (1) [15]:

RMSE ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1
M

∑
M

i¼1
fi Vi; Ii; xð Þ½ �2

s
; ð1Þ

where fiðVi; Ii; xÞ: denotes the error function for the corre-
sponding equivalent-circuit model, which is defined by
Equations (2) and (3) [23]. M represents the number of
I–V data measurements, while Ii and Vi stand for the current
and voltage values corresponding to the i-th experimental
measurement. Additionally, x¼ ½Iph; Io; n;Rsh;Rs� : for the
SDM and x¼ ½Iph; Io1; Io2; n1; n2;Rsh;Rs�: for the DDM, indi-
cating the DC parameters for each model.

fSDM V ; I; xð Þ ¼ Im − Ic ¼ Im

− Iph −
Vm þ ImRs

Rsh
− Io exp

Vm þ ImRs

nVT
− 1

� �� �
ð2Þ

fDDM V ; I; xð Þ ¼ Im − Ic ¼ Im

− Iph − Io1 exp
Vm þ ImRs

n1VT
− 1

� ��

−Io2 exp
Vm þ ImRs

n2VT
− 1

� �
−
Vm þ ImRs

Rsh

�
;

ð3Þ

where Im represents the measured current, and Ic denotes the
computed current.

The parameter settings utilized in this study by the ISOA
are presented in Table 2. Notably, these settings apply to the
entire PV module, which consists of 18 cells, as shown in the
figure above, explaining the unusually high values assigned
to the ideality factors. In the DDM, only five of the seven
parameters—Iph, Io1, Io2, Rs, and Rsh—have direct physical
meanings and can be linked to measurable properties of the
solar cell. The remaining two parameters, the ideality factors
(n1 and n2), are mathematical constructs that improve the
model’s flexibility and accuracy but do not correspond to
physical processes [42]. These factors help capture nonideal
behaviors, such as recombination, material defects, partial
shading, or dust deposition, improving the model fit for
complex or imperfect cells. Their role is to refine accuracy
rather than provide physical insights; therefore, they can take
values within the mentioned ranges, but in the comparison,
no conclusions are drawn based on them. The other ranges
shown in the table are extracted from data collected from the
clean PV module and adjusted to align with values com-
monly reported in the literature [43, 44]. The number of
iterations and population size are standardized or fixed for
both models, implying that less emphasis is placed on the
accuracy of the prediction or the RMSE value, facilitating com-
parison between the results of the two models. However, until
prioritizing accuracy is undertaken, it is premature to claim
that solely standard criteria will yield meaningful results.

4. Results and Discussion

4.1. Data Validation. During the experiments, September 26,
2023 was designated as the reference day, during which all
solar panels were clean, and the testbed was positioned hor-
izontally, as shown in Figure 6. These panels were denoted as
follows: P1 for the clean panel and P3 for the heavily dusted
panel. This naming convention corresponds to the degree of
dust accumulation on each panel’s surface. Notably, the level
of dust accumulation remained relatively stable on P3. In
theory, the electrical performances of the two PV modules
on this day should be the same, the thing that is indicated by
the nearly identical I–V curves displayed in Figure 7.

Furthermore, the time series curves for maximum power
(Pmax) in Figure 8 show a high degree of similarity, with an
average discrepancy of 0.37% in Pmax values between the
panels. The highest and lowest global values were 2.69W and

TABLE 1: List of NI data acquisition system parts [39].

Module Description

NI- cRIO-9074 Embedded controller

NI-9211
Temperature input modules

NI-9213

NI-9215 Voltage input module

NI-9227 Current input module

NI-9401 Digital input/output (DIO) module

International Journal of Energy Research 5
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2.1W, respectively. Regarding the short-circuit current (Isc),
Figure 9 illustrates three similar time series charts, indicating
the cleanliness of the solar panels, as Isc is primarily affected
by dust soiling [45]. In this scenario, an average discrepancy of
0.43% was observed between the PV panels, with global maxi-
mum and minimum values of 0.35A and 0.27A, respectively.

Based on the reference day data, it can be concluded that
the two commercial PV panels exhibit similar electrical char-
acteristics. Therefore, the subsequent experimental results
obtained under the horizontal configuration are reasonably
valid for comparing scenarios with and without dust, quan-
tifying the relevant effects, conducting the computational
analysis, and drawing conclusions and recommendations.

4.2. Experimental Results. On September 27, 2023, the
testbed was positioned horizontally and exposed to sunlight
from 9:45 AM to 12:45 PM, totaling 3 h of exposure.
Figure 10 summarizes the environmental conditions for
that day, including the panels’ backside temperatures. The
solar irradiance, ambient temperature, and module tempera-
tures recorded for the different PV panels during the

experiment day are outlined in Table S1, available in Appen-
dix A. During this period, the clean module P1 generated
252.34Wh of electricity, whereas the dusty P3 produced
193.31Wh. This represents a reduction of 23.39% in energy
output attributed to the presence of dust, a well-documented
phenomenon affecting PV performance [46]. Based on the
findings of El-Shobokshy and Hussein [47], the observed
behavior of the fill factor (FF) (see Equation (4) [48]) in
this study, displayed in Figure 11, can be interpreted as fol-
lows: Dust accumulation on panel P3 creates scattered
islands on its surface, as depicted in Figure 4. However, the
voids between these islands accumulate some particulates or
thinner dust layers, effectively enhancing the uniformity of
light striking the panel surface and thereby improving the
diffuse component of light. This phenomenon leads to an
increase in the FF. Moreover, under the conditions of this
study, solar irradiance increases throughout the day, result-
ing in higher levels of diffuse radiation and more light
reaching the panel. Consequently, the FF also increases,
potentially surpassing the factor for a clean panel. This
deviation from the typical behavior, where the FF decreases

Solar PV testbed

CCA cable

D-sub cable

D-sub cable

SPN1 sunshine
pyranometer

Testo 875-1i
thermal imager

Capacitor-based dynamic
load

NI cRIO data acquisition system

PC with sofware

Ethernet cable

Coaxial cable
K-type

therm
ocouples

FIGURE 5: Schematic design of the experimental system [8].

6 International Journal of Energy Research

 ijer, 2025, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1155/er/5792330 by D

aniel C
otfas - U

niversitatea T
ransilvania , W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [18/09/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

No
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phase
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Start

Defne max iteration, population size, dimension,
lower band and upper band, c1, c2, c3

Initialize the population by using random uniform
distribution function

Dividing the population in two equal groups males
and females (Eqs. 4 and 5)

Fighting mode (Eqs. 14 and
15)

Searching for food (Eq. 9
and 11)

While I < max
iteration

Best RMSE with
corresponding PV cell

parameters
End

Mating mode (Eqs. 18 and
19)

Changing the worst
(Eqs. 22 and 24)

Moving to the food (Eq. 13)

Calculate temp (Eq. 7)

Compute the objective function (Eq. 5)
Find the best individual in male group, the best

individual in female group and the best individual
between them

Calculate the food quantity (FQ)
(Eq. 9)

FQ < 0.25

Rand < 0.6

Temp > 0.6

I = I + 1

FIGURE 6: Flowchart of both SOA and ISOA adapted from Belabbes et al. [20]. ISOA, improved snake optimization algorithm; SOA, snake
optimization algorithm.
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with increasing solar irradiance [49], suggests that the dust-
induced changes in light distribution and intensity play a
significant role in enhancing the performance of panel P3.
When evaluating the efficiency of panels under dust cover
(see Equation (5) [50]), it is notable that Figure 12 illus-
trates the common trend seen in solar panels affected by
dust accumulation: a decrease in efficiency despite the

concurrent rise in solar irradiance over the course of the
day [50].

The I–V curves of each panel resulting from the experi-
ments during the day hours are illustrated in Figure 13.
Accordingly, the effect of dust is detectable on these curves.
To further emphasize the combined effect of dust and solar
irradiance on these curves, the magnitudes of the solar inten-
sity can help illustrate that effect, which are 390, 446, 493,
527.5, 586.6, 646, and 695.5W/m2, respectivelyⴄ.

FF¼ Pmax

Voc × Isc
ð4Þ

η¼ Pmax

A × G
× 100: ð5Þ

4.3. Computational Results. Employing Python programing
language to implement the ISOA while using the recorded
experimental data of current and voltage that are available in
Table S2 through Table S8 in Appendix A, Table 3 presents
the DDM-extracted DC parameters for each panel on Sep-
tember 27, 2023 at selected times of the day, while Table 4
displays the corresponding parameters extracted from the
SDM. Simultaneously, the accuracy of this identification pro-
cess is indicated by the RMSE metric values, also included in
the same tables. Given that the variance between the panels
primarily stems from the presence of dust on the respective
surfaces, the tabulated data below illustrates a decline in
prediction accuracy with dust accumulation. Essentially,
the objective of minimizing the optimization problem here
is to yield RMSE values approaching zero. Any elevation in
the RMSE values signifies a decrease in accuracy.

Examining Figures 14 and 15 which display the change in
RMSE in response to solar irradiance and ambient and mod-
ule temperatures, respectively, the DDM outperforms the
SDM in terms of accuracy under clean conditions (i.e., P1),
consistent with established findings [51]. However, in the
presence of dust, both models predict the DC parameters
with comparable accuracy, albeit with a slight superiority
observed for the DDM.

Increased utilization of visualization techniques will facil-
itate a deeper understanding and enable more comprehensive

TABLE 2: Parameter settings of the PV module used in the ISOA.

Panel P1 P3

Iph_range [A] 0–0.5 0–0.5
Io_range [A] 10e–12 to 10e–4 10e–12 to 10e–4
Io1_range [A] 10e–12 to 10e–4 10e–12 to 10e–4
Io2_range [A] 10e–12 to 10e–4 10e–12 to 10e–4
n_range 18–36 18–36
n1_range 18–36 18–36
n2_range 18–36 18–36
Rsh_range [Ω] 0–0.5 0–0.5
Rs_range [Ω] 0–10,000 0–10,000
Iterations 100 100
Population size 1500 1500

Abbreviations: ISOA, improved snake optimization algorithm; PV, photo-
voltaic.
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observations regarding the extracted DC parameters. For the
photocurrent (Iph), a detectable structured behavior is notice-
able in the values that were listed in the tables, considering the
clean and dusty conditions. While Iph values decrease notably

in P3, the heavily dusted module, compared to P1, an overall
trend of increasing values is also observed as the day pro-
gresses and solar intensity rises, which is again a typical influ-
ence of irradiance intensity on the Iph [49]. These trends are
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depicted in Figure 16, which compares Iph values between the
SDM and DDM. Interestingly, both models exhibit almost
identical behavior in the presence or absence of dust, reinfor-
cing the earlier observation of minor differences in accuracy
between the DDM and SDM under clean and dusty
conditions.

Another crucial DC parameter, the shunt resistance (Rsh)
displays a uniform trend influenced by dust presence, as
depicted in Figure 17. Typically, Rsh values decrease with
rising ambient and module temperatures and increased solar
irradiance [52]. However, panel P3 shows a significant
decrease in the extracted Rsh values compared to the clean
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FIGURE 13: I–V curves of the experimental data for September 27, 2023, at: (A) 09:45 a.m., (B) 10:05 a.m., (C) 10:25 a.m., (D) 10:50 a.m., (E)
11:15 a.m., (F) 11:55 a.m., and (G) 12:45 p.m.

TABLE 3: ISOA computational results for DDM.

Panel
P1 P3

9:45 a.m. 11:15 a.m. 12:45 p.m. 9:45 a.m. 11:15 a.m. 12:45 p.m.

RMSE 0.00027 0.00060 0.00101 0.00065 0.00169 0.00251
Iph [A] 0.18998 0.30379 0.35381 0.14270 0.23177 0.27331
Io1 [A] 7.49810E−07 3.13611E−08 6.45852E−08 3.44322E−10 1.0E−12 1.0E−12
Io2 [A] 1.93742E−10 1.0E−12 1.0E−12 1.0E−12 1.09466E−09 1.07706E−08
n1 36 24.29533 24.66874 20.32724 36 18
n2 19.79697 30.62980 36 19.22017 20.49674 22.44531
Rsh [Ω] 5225.602 3535.95827 7740.05031 933.32701 909.39525 1231.00604
Rs [Ω] 0.5 0.31359 0.29505 0.5 0.5 0.20944

Abbreviations: DDM, double-diode models; ISOA, improved snake optimization algorithm; RMSE, root mean square error.
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condition (P1), suggesting the impact of dust accumulation
in this scenario.

In second place in terms of consistency comes the diode
reverse leakage current (Io), where tabulated values show
compliance with the presence of dust, albeit with less steadi-
ness compared to earlier parameters, Iph and Rsh. Figure 18
illustrates that the DDM yields two reverse current parame-
ters for each diode, with lower predicted values observed for
P3 in most cases, likely due to dust accumulation. Con-
versely, the SDM shows higher Io values in the absence of
dust, consistent with the expected interaction of Io with
increasing solar irradiance and temperature [53]. However,
under dusty conditions, the magnitudes are lower and more
uniform, indicating the influence of dust. Consequently, the
SDM outperforms the DDM in terms of Io.

Finally, the series resistance (Rs) is considered, with its
values predicted by both models in what appears to be a
chaotic manner. Generally, there is no significant effect of
solar irradiance on Rs [49], while the temperature effect dif-
fers with the cell technology. Yet, conflicting results have
been produced in studies on crystalline silicon, for instance
[54]. In Figure 19, the SDM appears advantageous in certain
instances; however, the reliability of this parameter for

characterizing solar panels affected by dust remains ques-
tionable. A well-known fact worth stating here is that it is
desirable to have low values of Rs to minimize its impact on
the FF and, consequently, the maximum power output. At
the same time, Rsh should be as high as possible to reduce
leakage current [55]. These desirable characteristics are
reflected in the values presented in the tables above and
visualized in the corresponding figures.

In summary, the visualization confirms that dust depos-
its reduce the accuracy of both SDM and DDM prediction
capabilities, although the DDM shows a slight advantage
over the SDM. When examining the extracted parameters,
the SDM consistently indicates the presence of dust on the
solar panel surface for Iph and Rsh, followed by Io and n, albeit
with less consistency but still displaying detectable dust
effects. In contrast, the DDM only exhibits meaningful
behavior for Iph and Rsh in response to dust. This conclusion
is illustrated in Figure 20. Interestingly, neither model ade-
quately describes the effect of dust on Rs.

Despite the DDM’s representation of partial shading
phenomena, which is often used to approximate the dust
effect, its additional terms and complexity only marginally
improve the accuracy compared to the SDM in the presence

TABLE 4: ISOA computational results for SDM.

Panel
P1 P3

9:45 a.m. 11:15 a.m. 12:45 p.m. 9:45 a.m. 11:15 a.m. 12:45 p.m.

RMSE 0.00031 0.00055 0.00062 0.00078 0.00197 0.00252
Iph [A] 0.19012 0.30314 0.35307 0.14242 0.23098 0.27235
Io[A] 1.90661E−08 3.26444E−08 2.10058E−08 1.12837E−09 3.36727E−09 1.04198E−08
n 25.02706 24.35221 23.01309 21.61028 21.76161 22.39095
Rsh [Ω] 3258.08476 6894.08991 10,000 1010.68406 1073.31126 1501.54393
Rs [Ω] 0.13489 0.32217 0.5 0.18513 0.22859 0.22923

Abbreviations: ISOA, improved snake optimization algorithm; RMSE, root mean square error; SDM, single-diode model.
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FIGURE 14: Dual impact of dust and solar irradiance on the RMSE values ((A) DDM, (B) SDM). DDM, double-diode model; SDM, single-
diode model; RMSE, root mean square error.
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of dust. The SDM outperforms the DDM in characterizing
the electrical performance of dust-covered solar panels based
on the number of consistently extracted DC parameters.
However, both models accurately predict two common
parameters, namely Iph and Rsh, with nearly identical accu-
racy. The computationally derived values of these two
parameters also align well with the environmental conditions
observed during outdoor testing, suggesting their efficacy in
characterizing panel performance based on equivalent circuit
DC parameters. This observation is evident from Figure 21,
which illustrates a comparison of the outputs between the
DDM and SDM for the dusty module P3.

Ultimately, neither model sufficiently captures the nuan-
ces of dust effects. Researchers may find it more practical to
rely on the SDM for simplicity when studying the impact of
dust on individual DC parameters. This underscores the
critical necessity for comprehensive enhancements in the
mathematical formulations of equivalent circuit models as
a whole, in order to better model this specific phenomenon.

5. Conclusion

In this study, the electrical performance of dust-covered solar
panels was analyzed using the ISOA optimization technique
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FIGURE 15: Dual impact of dust and temperature on the RMSE values ((A) DDM, (B) SDM). DDM, double-diode model; SDM, single-diode
model.
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FIGURE 16: Extracted Iph vs. Time ((A) DDM, (B) SDM). DDM, double-diode model; SDM, single-diode model.
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FIGURE 17: Extracted Rsh vs. Time ((A) DDM, (B) SDM). DDM, double-diode model; SDM, single-diode model.
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FIGURE 18: Extracted diode reverse current vs. time ((A) DDM, (B) SDM). DDM, double-diode model; SDM, single-diode model.
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and experimental data to extract DC parameters for both the
SDM and DDM. On the experimental side, a testbed was
subjected to 3 h of sunlight exposure. During this period,
solar irradiance, ambient temperature, and module tempera-
tures were recorded for both clean and dusty PV panels.
Notably, the dusty module P3 generated 23.39% less electric
energy compared with the clean panel P1 due to dust. Anal-
ysis of the FF revealed that dust accumulation on P3 led to
scattered islands on its surface, enhancing the FF by improv-
ing the diffuse light component. On the other hand, despite
increasing solar irradiance throughout the day, a consistent
trend of decreased conversion efficiency in panels under dust
cover was observed.

Computationally, the DDM exhibited superior accuracy
compared to the SDM under clean conditions. However,
both models demonstrated comparable accuracy in the

presence of dust, with a slight advantage for the DDM. Com-
paring clean and dusty conditions, the maximum RMSE
decreases were 339.1% and 303.5% for the DDM and
SDM, respectively, while the minimum decreases were
115.3% and 153.5%, respectively. Further analysis, incorpo-
rating the DC parameters of Iph, Rsh, Io, and n unveiled
varying trends influenced by dust presence. Notably, the
SDM outperformed the DDM in the number of consistently
extracted parameters, while meaningful behavior was
observed for only Iph and Rsh with the DDM, which indicates
the weakness of the approximation of dust cover as partial
shading, the latter phenomenon that the DDM is its mathe-
matical representative. On average, identified Iph values
decreased by 24.2% for the DDM due to dust, while Rsh

decreased by 79.7%. Conversely, for the SDM, the average
decrease in Iph was 24.2%, Rsh 80.1%, Io 84.6%, and n 10.5%.
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FIGURE 19: Extracted series resistance vs. time ((A): DDM, (B): SDM). DDM, double-diode model; SDM, single-diode model.
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FIGURE 20: Losses in consistent DC parameters vs. time ((A) DDM, (B) SDM). DDM, double-diode model; SDM, single-diode model.
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Several limitations should be considered. The short test
duration may not fully capture the long-term effects of dust
on panel performance. Real-world factors, such as dust com-
position, particle size, cleaning frequency, and environmen-
tal conditions like humidity and wind speed, were not
accounted for and may significantly influence the results.
Additionally, both the SDM and DDM models have limita-
tions in accurately representing the dust impact on energy
generation.

In conclusion, while the SDM offers simplicity, it was
found inadequate in capturing the full impact of dust. Nei-
ther model accurately represented the dust effect, highlight-
ing the need for improvements in their mathematical
derivations. It is recommended that both models be refined,
particularly to better incorporate dust effects. Future studies
should include more comprehensive field tests under varying
environmental conditions to validate these improvements.

Nomenclature

A: Module area
G: Solar irradiance
I: Current
Ic: Calculated current
Im: Measured current
Io: Diode saturation current

Iph: Photocurrent
Isc: Short-circuit current
I −V : Current voltage
n: Ideality factor
Rs: Series resistance
Rsh: Shunt resistance
V : Voltage
Vm: Measured voltage
Voc: Open-circuit voltage
VT : Thermal voltage
Pmax: Maximum power

Acronyms

DC: Direct current
DDM: Double-diode model
ISOA: Improved snake optimization algorithm
PV: Photovoltaics
RMSE: Root mean square error
SDM: Single-diode model
SOA: Snake optimization algorithm

Greek symbols

η: Conversion efficiency
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FIGURE 21: Comparison of RMSE, Iph, and Rsh for the dusty module P3 using the two equivalent circuit models. DDM, double-diode model;
SDM, single-diode model; RMSE, root mean square error.

International Journal of Energy Research 15

 ijer, 2025, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1155/er/5792330 by D

aniel C
otfas - U

niversitatea T
ransilvania , W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [18/09/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



Nondimensional parameters

FF: Fill factor.

Data Availability Statement

Data available in article Supporting information.

Ethics Statement

The authors declare that no human participants, their data,
or biological material are included in this study. Further-
more, there are no ethical issues related to the research con-
ducted in this work.

Consent

The authors declare that no volunteers, participants, or indi-
viduals were involved in this research study, and therefore,
no consent was obtained. The authors grant permission
for the publication of the manuscript in Environmental
Science and Pollution Research, published by John Wiley
& Sons, Inc.

Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

Author Contributions

All authors contributed to the study conception and design.
Material preparation, data collection, and analysis were per-
formed by Abubaker Younis, Fatima Belabbes, Petru Adrian
Cotfas, and Daniel Tudor Cotfas. The first draft of the man-
uscript was written by Abubaker Younis, and all authors
commented on previous versions of the manuscript. All
authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding

The authors declare that no funds, grants, or other support
were received during the preparation of this manuscript.

Supporting Information

Additional supporting information can be found online in the
Supporting Information section. (Supporting Information)
Table S1 presents the solar irradiance, ambient temperature,
and module temperatures recorded during the experiment
day for the PV panels. Tables S2–S8 contain the experimental
current and voltage data.

References

[1] P. A. Østergaard, N. Duic, Y. Noorollahi, and S. Kalogirou,
“Renewable Energy for Sustainable Development,” Renewable
Energy 199 (2022): 1145–1152.

[2] International Energy Agency, “Solar PV,” 2023, https://www.
iea.org/energy-system/renewables/solar-pv, (accessed March
3, 2019).

[3] L. D. Jathar, S. Ganesan, U. Awasarmol, et al., “Comprehen-
sive Review of Environmental Factors Influencing the
Performance of Photovoltaic Panels: Concern Over Emissions
at Various Phases Throughout the Lifecycle,” Environmental
Pollution 326 (2023): 121474.

[4] A. Younis, P. A. Cotfas, and D. T. Cotfas, “Systematic Indoor
Experimental Practices for Simulating and Investigating Dust
Deposition Effects on Photovoltaic Surfaces: A Review,”
Energy Strategy Reviews 51 (2024): 101310.

[5] H. A. Kazem, M. T. Chaichan, A. H. A. Al-Waeli, and
K. Sopian, “A Review of Dust Accumulation and Cleaning
Methods for Solar Photovoltaic Systems,” Journal of Cleaner
Production 276 (2020): 123187.

[6] X. Liu, S. Yue, L. Lu, and J. Li, “Investigation of the Dust
Scaling Behaviour on Solar Photovoltaic Panels,” Journal of
Cleaner Production 295 (2021): 126391.

[7] K. Hasan, S. B. Yousuf, M. S. H. K. Tushar, B. K. Das, P. Das,
and M. S. Islam, “Effects of Different Environmental and
Operational Factors on the PV Performance: A Comprehensive
Review,” Energy Science& Engineering 10, no. 2 (2022): 656–675.

[8] A. Younis, A. Rjafallah, P. A. Cotfas, and D. T. Cotfas, “Dust
Impact on Electrical and Thermal Photovoltaic Performance:
Insights From Field and Laboratory Experiments,” Energy
Reports 11 (2024): 2099–2110.

[9] R. Majeed, A. Waqas, H. Sami, M. Ali, and N. Shahzad,
“Experimental Investigation of Soiling Losses and a Novel
Cost-Effective Cleaning System for PVModules,” Solar Energy
201 (2020): 298–306.

[10] M. Dida, S. Boughali, D. Bechki, and H. Bouguettaia, “Output
Power Loss of Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Modules due to
Dust Accumulation in Saharan Environment,” Renewable and
Sustainable Energy Reviews 124 (2020): 109787.

[11] R. Dhaouadi, A. Al-Othman, A. A. Aidan, M. Tawalbeh, and
R. Zannerni, “A Characterization Study for the Properties of
Dust Particles Collected on Photovoltaic (PV) Panels in
Sharjah, United Arab Emirates,” Renewable Energy 171 (2021):
133–140.

[12] T. Salamah, A. Ramahi, K. Alamara, et al., “Effect of Dust and
Methods of Cleaning on the Performance of Solar PV Module
for Different Climate Regions: Comprehensive Review,”
Science of The Total Environment 827 (2022): 154050.

[13] A.Massi Pavan, A.Mellit, andV. Lughi, “Explicit EmpiricalModel
for General Photovoltaic Devices: Experimental Validation at
Maximum Power Point,” Solar Energy 101 (2014): 105–116.

[14] T. O. Saetre, O.-M. Midtgård, and G. H. Yordanov, “A New
Analytical Solar Cell I–V Curve Model,” Renewable Energy 36,
no. 8 (2011): 2171–2176.

[15] R. Abbassi, A. Abbassi, M. Jemli, and S. Chebbi, “Identification
of Unknown Parameters of Solar Cell Models: A Comprehen-
sive Overview of Available Approaches,” Renewable and
Sustainable Energy Reviews 90 (2018): 453–474.

[16] A. Younis, A. Bakhit, M. Onsa, and M. Hashim, “A
Comprehensive and Critical Review of Bio-Inspired Metaheur-
istic Frameworks for Extracting Parameters of Solar Cell Single
and Double Diode Models,” Energy Reports 8 (2022): 7085–7106.

[17] H. Qasem, T. R. Betts, H. Müllejans, H. AlBusairi, and
R. Gottschalg, “Dust-Induced Shading on Photovoltaic
Modules,” Progress in Photovoltaics: Research and Applications
22, no. 2 (2014): 218–226.

[18] K. Ishaque, Z. Salam, H. Taheri, and Syafaruddin, “Modeling
and Simulation of Photovoltaic (PV) System During Partial
Shading Based on a Two-Diode Model,” Simulation Modelling
Practice and Theory 19, no. 7 (2011): 1613–1626.

16 International Journal of Energy Research

 ijer, 2025, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1155/er/5792330 by D

aniel C
otfas - U

niversitatea T
ransilvania , W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [18/09/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1155/er/5792330
https://www.iea.org/energy-system/renewables/solar-pv
https://www.iea.org/energy-system/renewables/solar-pv
https://www.iea.org/energy-system/renewables/solar-pv
https://www.iea.org/energy-system/renewables/solar-pv


[19] A. Hosseini, M. Mirhosseini, and R. Dashti, “Analytical Study
of the Effects of Dust on Photovoltaic Module Performance in
Tehran, Capital of Iran,” Journal of the Taiwan Institute of
Chemical Engineers 148 (2023): 104752.

[20] F. Belabbes, D. T. Cotfas, P. A. Cotfas, and M. Medles, “Using
the Snake Optimization Metaheuristic Algorithms to Extract
the Photovoltaic Cells Parameters,” Energy Conversion and
Management 292 (2023): 117373.

[21] K. Ishaque, Z. Salam, and H. Taheri, “Simple, Fast and
Accurate Two-Diode Model for Photovoltaic Modules,” Solar
Energy Materials and Solar Cells 95, no. 2 (2011): 586–594.

[22] A. Gholami, M. Ameri, M. Zandi, R. Gavagsaz Ghoachani, and
M. Gholami, “A Fast and Precise Double-Diode Model for
Predicting Photovoltaic Panel Electrical Behavior in Variable
Environmental Conditions,” International Journal of Ambient
Energy 44, no. 1 (2023): 1298–1315.

[23] A. M. Humada, M. Hojabri, S. Mekhilef, and H. M. Hamada,
“Solar Cell Parameters Extraction Based on Single and
Double-Diode Models: A Review,” Renewable and Sustainable
Energy Reviews 56 (2016): 494–509.

[24] B. Maniraj and A. Peer Fathima, “Parameter Extraction of
Solar Photovoltaic Modules Using Various Optimization
Techniques: A Review,” Journal of Physics: Conference Series
1716, no. 1 (2020): 012001.

[25] H. Sun, S. Fan, S. Cao, T. Sun, and P. Liu, “Quantitative
Modeling and Validation of the Impact of Border Dust on
Photovoltaic Panels: A Piecewise Single Diode Approach,”
Energy 291 (2024): 130285.

[26] R. B. Messaoud, “Extraction of Uncertain Parameters of Single
and Double Diode Model of a Photovoltaic Panel Using Salp
Swarm Algorithm,” Measurement (Lond) 154 (2020): 107446.

[27] R. M. Rizk-Allah and A. A. El-Fergany, “Conscious Neigh-
borhood Scheme-Based Laplacian Barnacles Mating Algo-
rithm for Parameters Optimization of Photovoltaic Single-
and Double-Diode Models,” Energy Conversion and Manage-
ment 226 (2020): 113522.

[28] A. Ramadan, S. Kamel, I. B. M. Taha, and M. Tostado-Véliz,
“Parameter Estimation of Modified Double-Diode and Triple-
Diode Photovoltaic Models Based on Wild Horse Optimizer,”
Electronics 10, no. 18 (2021): 2308.

[29] A. Ramadan, S. Kamel, A. Korashy, A. Almalaq, and
J. L. Domínguez-García, “An Enhanced Harris Hawk Optimiza-
tion Algorithm for Parameter Estimation of Single, Double and
Triple Diode Photovoltaic Models,” Soft Computing 26, no. 15
(2022): 7233–7257.

[30] R. Ben Messaoud, “Extraction of Uncertain Parameters of
Double-Diode Model of a Photovoltaic Panel Using Ant Lion
Optimization,” SN Applied Sciences 2, no. 2 (2020): 1–8.

[31] A. Ginidi, S. M. Ghoneim, A. Elsayed, R. El-Sehiemy,
A. Shaheen, and A. El-Fergany, “Gorilla Troops Optimizer for
Electrically Based Single and Double-Diode Models of Solar
Photovoltaic Systems,” Sustainability 13, no. 16 (2021): 9459.

[32] D. Yousri, S. B. Thanikanti, D. Allam,V. K. Ramachandaramurthy,
and M. B. Eteiba, “Fractional Chaotic Ensemble Particle Swarm
Optimizer for Identifying the Single, Double, and Three Diode
Photovoltaic Models’ Parameters,” Energy 195 (2020): 116979.

[33] H. M. Ridha, H. Hizam, S. Mirjalili, M. L. Othman,
M. E. Ya’acob, and M. Ahmadipour, “Parameter Extraction
of Single, Double, and Three Diodes Photovoltaic Model Based
on Guaranteed Convergence Arithmetic Optimization Algo-
rithm and Modified Third Order Newton Raphson Methods,”
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 162 (2022): 112436.

[34] A. Younis and Y. Alhorr, “Modeling of Dust Soiling Effects on
Solar Photovoltaic Performance: A Review,” Solar Energy 220
(2021): 1074–1088.

[35] A. Gholami, M. Ameri, M. Zandi, and R. Gavagsaz Ghoachani,
“A Single-Diode Model for Photovoltaic Panels in Variable
Environmental Conditions: Investigating Dust Impacts With
Experimental Evaluation,” Sustainable Energy Technologies
and Assessments 47 (2021): 101392.

[36] M. Memiche, C. Bouzian, A. Benzahia, and A. Moussi, “Effects of
Dust, Soiling, Aging, and Weather Conditions on Photovoltaic
System Performances in a Saharan Environment—Case Study in
Algeria,” Global Energy Interconnection 3, no. 1 (2020): 60–67.

[37] European Commission, “PVGIS,” 2019, (accessed June 21,
2023) https://re.jrc.ec.europa.eu/pvg_download/map_index.
html.

[38] Delta-T devices, “SPN1 Sunshine Pyranometer,” 2023,
(accessed December 27, 2023) https://delta-t.co.uk/product/
spn1/#specification.

[39] National Instruments, “cRIO-9074 - NI,” 2023, (accessed June
23, 2023) https://www.ni.com/ro-ro/support/model.crio-9074.
html.

[40] S. Mahmoudinezhad, S. Ahmadi Atouei, P. A. Cotfas,
D. T. Cotfas, L. A. Rosendahl, and A. Rezania, “Experimental
and Numerical Study on the Transient Behavior of Multi-
Junction Solar Cell-Thermoelectric Generator Hybrid Sys-
tem,” Energy Conversion and Management 184 (2019): 448–
455.

[41] F. A. Hashim and A. G. Hussien, “Snake Optimizer: A Novel
Meta-Heuristic Optimization Algorithm,” Knowledge-Based
Systems 242 (2022): 108320.

[42] B. Werner, W. KoŁodenny, M. Prorok, A. Dziedzic, and
T. Żdanowicz, “Electrical Modeling of CIGS Thin-Film Solar
Cells Working in Natural Conditions,” Solar Energy Materials
and Solar Cells 95, no. 9 (2011): 2583–2587.

[43] M. Piliougine, R. A. Guejia-Burbano, G. Petrone,
F. J. Sánchez-Pacheco, L. Mora-López, and M. Sidrach-de-
Cardona, “Parameters Extraction of Single Diode Model for
Degraded Photovoltaic Modules,” Renewable Energy 164
(2021): 674–686.

[44] D. T. Cotfas, A. M. Deaconu, and P. A. Cotfas, “Hybrid
Successive Discretisation Algorithm Used to Calculate
Parameters of the Photovoltaic Cells and Panels for Existing
Datasets,” IET Renewable Power Generation 15, no. 15 (2021):
3661–3687.

[45] H. Yazdani and M. Yaghoubi, “Dust Deposition Effect on
Photovoltaic Modules Performance and Optimization of
Cleaning Period: A Combined Experimental–Numerical
Study,” Sustainable Energy Technologies and Assessments 51
(2022): 101946.

[46] V. Gupta, M. Sharma, R. K. Pachauri, and K. N. Dinesh Babu,
“Comprehensive Review on Effect of Dust on Solar
Photovoltaic System and Mitigation Techniques,” Solar Energy
191 (2019): 596–622.

[47] M. S. El-Shobokshy and F. M. Hussein, “Effect of Dust With
Different Physical Properties on the Performance of
Photovoltaic Cells,” Solar Energy 51, no. 6 (1993): 505–511.

[48] M. S. El-Shobokshy and F. M. Hussein, “Degradation of
Photovoltaic Cell Performance due to Dust Deposition on to
Its Surface,” Renewable Energy 3, no. 6-7 (1993): 585–590.

[49] M. Chegaar, A. Hamzaoui, A. Namoda, P. Petit, M. Aillerie,
and A. Herguth, “Effect of Illumination Intensity on Solar
Cells Parameters,” Energy Procedia 36 (2013): 722–729.

International Journal of Energy Research 17

 ijer, 2025, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1155/er/5792330 by D

aniel C
otfas - U

niversitatea T
ransilvania , W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [18/09/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://re.jrc.ec.europa.eu/pvg_download/map_index.html
https://re.jrc.ec.europa.eu/pvg_download/map_index.html
https://re.jrc.ec.europa.eu/pvg_download/map_index.html
https://re.jrc.ec.europa.eu/pvg_download/map_index.html
https://re.jrc.ec.europa.eu/pvg_download/map_index.html
https://re.jrc.ec.europa.eu/pvg_download/map_index.html
https://re.jrc.ec.europa.eu/pvg_download/map_index.html
https://delta-t.co.uk/product/spn1/#specification
https://delta-t.co.uk/product/spn1/#specification
https://delta-t.co.uk/product/spn1/#specification
https://delta-t.co.uk/product/spn1/#specification
https://www.ni.com/ro-ro/support/model.crio-9074.html
https://www.ni.com/ro-ro/support/model.crio-9074.html
https://www.ni.com/ro-ro/support/model.crio-9074.html
https://www.ni.com/ro-ro/support/model.crio-9074.html
https://www.ni.com/ro-ro/support/model.crio-9074.html
https://www.ni.com/ro-ro/support/model.crio-9074.html


[50] S. Mekhilef, R. Saidur, and M. Kamalisarvestani, “Effect of
Dust, Humidity and Air Velocity on Efficiency of Photovoltaic
Cells,” Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 16, no. 5
(2012): 2920–2925.

[51] N. M. A. Alrahim Shannan, N. Z. Yahaya, and B. Singh,
“Single-Diode Model and Two-Diode Model of PV Modules:
A Comparison,” in 2013 IEEE International Conference on
Control System, Computing and Engineering, (Penang,
Malaysia: IEEE, 2013), 210–214.

[52] D. M. Fébba, R. M. Rubinger, A. F. Oliveira, and
E. C. Bortoni, “Impacts of Temperature and Irradiance on
Polycrystalline Silicon Solar Cells Parameters,” Solar Energy
174 (2018): 628–639.

[53] P. Singh and N. M. Ravindra, “Temperature Dependence of
Solar Cell Performance—An Analysis,” Solar Energy Materials
and Solar Cells 101 (2012): 36–45.

[54] M. Piliougine, G. Spagnuolo, and M. Sidrach-de-Cardona, “Series
Resistance Temperature Sensitivity in DegradedMono–Crystalline
Silicon Modules,” Renewable Energy 162 (2020): 677–684.

[55] A. D. Dhass, E. Natarajan, and L. Ponnusamy, “Influence of
Shunt Resistance on the Performance of Solar Photovoltaic
Cell,” in 2012 International Conference on Emerging Trends in
Electrical Engineering and Energy Management (ICETEEEM),
(Chennai, India: IEEE, 2012), 382–386.

18 International Journal of Energy Research

 ijer, 2025, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1155/er/5792330 by D

aniel C
otfas - U

niversitatea T
ransilvania , W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [18/09/2025]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense


	Enhanced Electrical Characterization of Dusty Solar Modules: Integrating Outdoor Experiments With Single- and Double-Diode Models
	1. Introduction
	2. Experimental Method
	3. Improved Snake Optimization Algorithm
	4. Results and Discussion
	4.1. Data Validation
	4.2. Experimental Results
	4.3. Computational Results

	5. Conclusion
	Nomenclature
	Acronyms
	Greek symbols
	Nondimensional parameters
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Consent
	Conflicts of Interest
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Supporting Information
	References




