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e The time for relaxation to a low-efficiency
state in the dark was found to be ~3-16
hours.

Fig. 5. Whisker-box plot showing the absolute
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values from the modules’ data sheets. See notes below on
plot interpretation.
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for a series of I-V curves with the linear fits used to extract
the corresponding temperature coefficients.
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The center of each box indicates the median value.

The upper and lower limits of the vertical lines drawn
through each box indicate the maximum and minimum
measured values, respectively.

Pmax/efficiency temp. coeffs. from the temp. coeffs. ®
measured on Day 1 for each module. Note that the data e
sheet values of the Pmax/efficiency temp. coeffs. of each
module were on the order of -0.3 %/°C to -0.45 %/°C.
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