
Ali et al. Sustainable Environment Research           (2024) 34:19  
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42834-024-00224-y

RESEARCH Open Access

© The Author(s) 2024. Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which 
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or 
other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory 
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this 
licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

Sustainable Environment
Research

Assessment and analysis 
of polydimethylsiloxane-coated solar 
photovoltaic panels for cost-efficient solutions
Mohd Syukri Ali1, Lilik Jamilatul Awalin2*, Amirul Syafiq Abdul Jaafar1, Azimah Omar1, Ab Halim Abu Bakar1, 
Nasrudin Abd Rahim1 and Syahirah Abd Halim3 

Abstract 

Solar photovoltaic (PV) is a crucial renewable energy source in the fight against carbon dioxide emissions, align-
ing well with growing energy demands. However, solar PV efficiency naturally degrades over time, primarily due 
to uncontrollable outdoor factors such as irradiance, humidity, shading, soiling, aging, and temperature. These col-
lectively lead to decreased efficiency in PV systems. Soiling on PV glass surfaces significantly impacts light penetra-
tion and subsequently reduces power generation. To combat this, a self-cleaning nano-calcium carbonate coating 
has been proposed. The effectiveness of this method is compared with a developed solar PV thermal (PV/T) system, 
evaluating both performance and cost-effectiveness. After six months of outdoor exposure, the coated glass solar 
PV achieved an efficiency of 7.6%, surpassing bare glass solar PV at 6.0%. Moreover, the coated glass solution boasts 
exceptional cost-effectiveness, incurring only an annual expense of 17.6 USD per panel compared to the PV/T system 
of 59.8 USD per panel. These findings highlight the potential of coatings to enhance solar PV performance and eco-
nomics, particularly in addressing challenging uncontrollable factors like soiling.
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1 Introduction
Renewable energy (RE) has emerged as the primary 
energy source due to the depletion of non-renewable 
resources like coal and fossil fuels. This shift is driven 
not only by the negative impacts associated with non-
RE, such as greenhouse gas emissions, global warming, 
rising oil costs, and increased electricity demands but 
also by the need for a more sustainable energy solution. 

Consequently, RE is positioned to completely transform 
the landscape of large-scale energy generation. Various 
forms of RE exist including solar, hydropower, wind, bio-
mass, and geothermal. Among these, solar power stands 
out as the most prominent, generating electricity through 
the conversion of solar radiation. The chief advantage of 
solar PV systems lies in their utilization of inexhaust-
ible solar energy, contributing to both energy security 
and cleaner air. This has prompted intensive research to 
enhance solar PV technology’s efficiency and effective-
ness. The primary goals include cost reduction and mini-
mizing environmental impact [1].

Figure 1 illustrates the net RE capacity contributed by 
solar PV, wind energy, hydropower, and other renewable 
sources from 2019 to 2022. As depicted in the figure, it is 
evident that solar PV maintains a dominant role in this 
contribution, displaying consistent annual growth. This is 
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primarily attributed to the maturation of solar PV tech-
nology, leading to cost reductions, as well as government 
policies that support its adoption. In 2021, solar PV con-
tributed around 145 GW, a figure projected to increase to 
162 GW in 2022 [2]. On the other hand, other renewable 
sources like biomass and geothermal exhibit relatively 
stable contributions, accounting for approximately 3% of 
the total capacity. Notably, the solar PV contribution is 
forecasted to reach nearly 60% of the total RE in 2026 [2]. 
To attain this target, various initiatives have been intro-
duced, including promoting commercial and residential 
solar PV installations.

One of the recent advancements designed primarily 
for residential applications is the hybrid solar PV-ther-
mal (PV/T) system. This innovative setup generates both 
electricity and heat energies simultaneously [3]. The sig-
nificance of the PV/T system lies in its ability to enhance 
the efficiency of solar PV technology. It is important to 
note that over 80% of solar energy is emitted as heat that 
typically goes unused. Furthermore, this excess heat con-
tributes to a reduction in the efficiency of solar PV as the 
operating temperature of the PV module rises [4]. There-
fore, maintaining a stable temperature for the PV module 
is crucial to ensuring the sustained efficiency of energy 
conversion.

Additionally, drops in PV efficiency can be attrib-
uted to various outdoor conditions, including soiling, 
shading, irradiance, humidity, and aging [5]. Except for 
soiling, these factors are natural phenomena that are dif-
ficult to mitigate. Soiling, for instance, results from the 
accumulation of dust on the PV surface, restricting the 
penetration of light to the cells. This accumulated dust 
diminishes both light transmittance and alters the angle 
of incident light, leading to an uneven distribution of 
light across the glass cover. Comparatively, a dirty panel 
can experience up to an 8.4% reduction in maximum 

power output compared to a clean panel [6, 7]. When 
evaluating the impact of dust accumulation on PV per-
formance, it is vital to consider the specific region. For 
instance, in the eastern region of Saudi Arabia, accu-
mulated and uncleaned dust led to approximately a 50% 
loss of PV power after over six months of exposure [8]. 
Conversely, in California, annual PV power loss has been 
reported to be around 1.5–6.2% [9]. In Spain, a daily 
reduction of 4.4% in PV power is observed, escalating to 
up to 20% during the dry season [10]. During the Har-
mattan season, a significant 29% loss in PV performance 
has been recorded due to accumulated dust [11]. There-
fore, it is crucial to routinely clean the panels to maintain 
optimal PV performance, especially in areas that are rural 
and prone to dust accumulation. Unfortunately, the uti-
lization of manual cleaning techniques with detergents 
can lead to panel degradation, demand a considerable 
amount of time, present safety hazards, and result in sig-
nificant expenses.

Another cleaning method is by using the wind-blowing 
method in the water-shortage area. The wind-blowing 
effectively repels accumulated thermal energy on the 
panel’s surface. The movement of the airstream at high 
speed also can reduce the temperature of the solar cell 
[12]. However, the drawback of strong winds is they cause 
dust deposition on the solar panel surfaces especially in 
desert areas. For example, the PV panel suffers low effi-
ciency by 32% after 8  months [13], 11% after 3  days in 
Riyadh [14], 17% after 6 days in Kuwait City [15], more 
than 65% after 6  months in Egypt [16] and about 40% 
after 6 months in Saudi Arabia [17].

In general, the performance of PV panels can be main-
tained during the rainfall period where the natural rain 
can wash the dust particles off the surface. However, 
the PV panel is unable to maintain its performance dur-
ing the summer period which forces the innovation of 

Fig. 1 Net additions of renewable capacity by technology, 2019–2022 [2]
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an automatic robotic cleaning system to clean the PV 
panel at large-scale PV plants [18]. The robot cleaning 
can vacuum the sticky power within 7 to 10 min as well 
and it can detect the highly concentrated dust areas on 
the PV surface. The active methods such as mechanical 
and robotic methods consume high power energy for 
cleaning purposes. A large amount of electrical energy 
has been consumed to generate the movement of clean-
ing robots on PV panels, furthermore, the cleaning robot 
works ineffectively during the rainfall and summer peri-
ods. In comparison, the passive coating method does not 
require any power generation to clean the PV surface. 
The cleaning process is fully applied using natural rain-
water sources and wind-blowing [19].

The principle of solar PV is to convert the absorbed 
light energy (from sunlight) into electrical energy [20]. 
The main components of a solar PV module include a 
junction box, back sheet, solar cells, encapsulant, glass, 
and frame as shown in Fig. 2. All the components ensure 
the solar module is well-protected from any interactions, 
exposure to ultraviolet (UV) radiation, resistance to 

temperature fluctuation, and enduring mechanical stress 
[21].

Solar PV technology has evolved through three gen-
erations. The first generation comprises monocrystalline 
and polycrystalline silicon PV cells, boasting the highest 
efficiency and cost among the generations [22]. The sec-
ond generation aimed to lower production costs, albeit 
with a reduction in efficiency. It encompasses cadmium 
telluride, copper indium gallium selenide, and amor-
phous silicon technologies. The third generation employs 
novel materials and technologies to enhance PV cell effi-
ciency at a reduced cost. This includes polymer PV cells, 
organic solar cells, dye-sensitized solar cells, and perovs-
kite solar cells. A concise comparison of the PV technol-
ogy generations is presented in Table 1 [23, 24].

Several factors influence the degradation of solar PV, 
including cracking, corrosion, delamination, discolora-
tion, and bubbles. It is of utmost importance not to over-
look these factors as they can cause major problems and 
are potentially dangerous, as well as degrading the elec-
trical performance of solar PV [25]. Solar cell cracking 

Fig. 2 Solar PV Structure

Table 1 Comparison of three PV generation systems

Technology generation Efficiency Cost Commercialization Solar technology  [23, 24]

First generation High High Yes Silicon wafers such as single-crystalline, multi-crystalline, and amorphous silicon

Second generation Low Low Yes Thin film materials such as amorphous silicon, nanocrystalline silicon, cadmium 
telluride, or copper indium selenide

Third generation High Low No (Lab scale) Emerging or novel materials such as dye-sensitized solar cells, colloidal quan-
tum dots, perovskite, and organic solar cells
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predominantly occurs during transportation, installa-
tion, and maintenance processes [26]. The presence of 
cracks in cells leads to a decline in their electrical output 
performance. Corrosion primarily arises from moisture 
infiltrating the edges of the module [27]. Delamination, 
which denotes a loss of adhesion between the encapsu-
lant and solar cells, induces light reflection and water 
penetration, thereby contributing to chemical and physi-
cal deterioration [28]. Discoloration arises when frequent 
changes in light transmittance occur due to the inter-
action of UV rays with water at temperatures exceed-
ing 50  °C [29]. Bubbles are the trapped gases within the 
PV module and are released during chemical processes 
after the compromise of ethylene vinyl acetate adhesion 
[28]. With its potential for producing clean energy, solar 
PV has been implemented in a wide range of scenarios, 
including desalination plants [30], building-integrated PV 
systems [31], solar home systems [32], and other numer-
ous sectors.

On the other hand, it should be noted that the oper-
ating temperature has an inverse relationship with the 
efficiency of a solar PV module. Higher operational tem-
peratures can increase the likelihood of activating sev-
eral deterioration mechanisms and causing hotspots on 
the crystalline silicon cells, thereby degrading the power 
performance of the solar module. Moreover, rooftop-
mounted modules tend to experience faster deterioration 
compared to ground-mounted modules [33]. As a solu-
tion to this challenge, an innovative approach has been 
developed, known as the PV/T system. This integrated 
system not only converts solar energy into electricity 
but also harnesses thermal energy. The PV/T system is 
designed to enhance overall efficiency by actively cool-
ing the temperature of the solar cells. Six primary types 
of heat transfer mediums are utilized in PV/T systems: 
water-based PV/T, air-based PV/T, nanofluid-based 
PV/T, phase change material-based PV/T, heat pipe 
PV/T, and commercial PV/T [34]. Among these options, 
water-based PV/T systems are recognized for providing 
the highest level of efficiency [35].

Self-cleaning coatings can be categorized as hydro-
philic or hydrophobic, based on the behavior of water 
droplets. A hydrophilic surface employs water to spread 
and clean away dust and dirt. Conversely, a hydrophobic 
surface uses a rolling motion to carry away dust and dirt. 
The efficiency of the self-cleaning mechanism is deter-
mined by factors such as the roll-off angle and the static 
wettability contact angle.

The application of self-cleaning coatings is proposed as 
a solution to enhance the performance of PV systems and 
to mitigate the challenges posed by the high initial invest-
ment and maintenance costs. It is crucial to recognize 
that the efficiency of solar PV technology relies on its 

ability to efficiently absorb photons from sunlight. There-
fore, the accumulation of dust and dirt on the surface 
of solar panels can significantly diminish their photon 
absorption capacity, consequently leading to a notable 
decline in PV efficiency. However, the traditional man-
ual cleaning approach necessitates substantial amounts 
of water and detergents, proving to be time-consuming, 
expensive, and potentially hazardous. Moreover, manual 
cleaning carries the risk of unintended consequences 
such as module cracks and scratches.

Various types of hydrophobic polymers are employed 
in the development of self-cleaning nano-coatings, 
including polymethylmethacrylate, polytetrafluoroeth-
ylene, and polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS). PDMS poly-
mer is widely used due to its low refractive index, which 
significantly enhances glass transparency by up to 85%. 
This heightened transparency is crucial for PV systems, 
enabling them to maximize photon absorption from sun-
light. Additionally, the strong adhesion of PDMS polymer 
to glass ensures the longevity of the coating, further con-
tributing to its effectiveness.

A study by Tayel et al. [36] highlights the effectiveness 
of PDMS/SiO2 nanocoating in mitigating the negative 
impact of dust accumulation on PV panel performance, 
emphasizing its potential as a viable solution for improv-
ing solar energy generation. The proposed nanocoating 
demonstrated superior performance in reducing dust 
accumulation on PV panels compared to commercial 
nanocoating and uncoated panels, with a 31% increase in 
efficiency after 40  days of outdoor exposure. The effec-
tiveness of super-hydrophilic coatings in mitigating dust 
deposition on solar PV cell surfaces under water spraying 
conditions was investigated in [37]. The results prove that 
the super-hydrophilic coating significantly reduces dust 
deposition and improves spectral transmittance, with a 
self-cleaning efficiency 92% higher than bare glass cases, 
particularly notable with specific deposition and spraying 
tilt angles. Another study investigated the effectiveness 
of a self-cleaning hydrophobic nanocoating technique 
in enhancing PV performance in a semi-arid environ-
ment, with a 13% increase in output power generation 
and a 50% reduction in water consumption compared 
to uncoated panels [38]. Additionally, the coated panels 
eliminate the need for conventional cleaning methods, 
offering potential cost savings and environmental ben-
efits for large-scale PV module production. The enhance-
ment of electrical efficiency in PV systems through a 
self-cleaning approach was performed in [39], with the 
use of  SiO2 nanoparticle coatings to mitigate the negative 
impact of dust accumulation. A significant improvement 
in electrical performance and temperature uniform-
ity of the PV cells was recorded, with a 10.2% increase 
in electrical performance and a 29.5% enhancement in 
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temperature uniformity achieved through the installation 
of cooling fins and the incorporation of graphene nano-
particles in the cooling system.

Lukong et  al. investigated the synthesis and charac-
terization of titanium dioxide  (TiO2) thin film for self-
cleaning PV applications [40]. It was found that the  TiO2 
thin film, synthesized via the sol–gel method and spin 
coating, exhibits a snowflakes-like morphology with 
clustered structures, predominantly anatase phase crys-
tal structure, super hydrophilic tendency, and UV–vis-
ible light absorption properties, suggesting its potential 
for enhancing self-cleaning and photocatalytic activities 
on PV panels. Adak et  al. present the development of a 
highly transparent and self-cleaning coating for PV mod-
ules using a sol–gel method, achieving a static contact 
angle of 150° and contact angle hysteresis of ∼ 2° [41]. 
The coating exhibits improved transmission of solar glass 
covers from 91.8 to 95.5% and reduced reflectance from 
8.7 to 3.2%, attributed to its antireflection properties. 
Another study investigated the potential of a novel nitro-
gen-doped  TiO2/single-wall carbon nanotube nanocom-
posite for self-cleaning coating on solar PV panels [42]. 
Results demonstrated enhanced photocatalytic activity 
with a 72.4% degradation rate of Methylene Blue, high 
wettability of 94.3 ± 2°, and maintained voltage output of 
solar cells, indicating the effectiveness of the coating in 
maintaining optimal performance despite dust deposi-
tion. A novel anti-reflective and superhydrophobic coat-
ing for PV modules, featuring a durable double-layer film 
structure with improved adhesion, connection strength, 
and mechanical stability is presented in [43]. Experimen-
tal results show that the coating increases glass transmit-
tance by 5%, achieves high hardness and adhesion grades, 
and enhances the maximum output power of PV modules 
by 5.7%, with excellent self-cleaning ability demonstrated 
through simulated dust accumulation and rainfall tests, 
restoring power to 97% compared to 83% for uncoated 
modules.

In this paper, the performance of solar PV is ana-
lyzed based on the effect of coating on solar PV glass. 
A composition of self-cleaning nano-coating is applied 
by spraying it onto the surface of the solar panel, creat-
ing robust adhesion to the glass substrate and instilling 
self-cleaning properties within the solar PV panel. Addi-
tionally, the robust mechanical properties of the coating 
ensure consistent self-cleaning efficacy in outdoor envi-
ronments. Moreover, the proposed coating materials 
offer anti-scratch, high transparency, and anti-fogging 
characteristics. The significant benefits of this formulated 
coating encompass lowered maintenance and labor costs, 
shortened cleaning periods, and enhanced efficiency of 
solar panels. Consequently, a comprehensive compara-
tive analysis is undertaken between solar PV panels with 

the coating and PV/T systems to pinpoint the most eco-
nomically advantageous strategy for boosting solar PV 
performance. In summary, this study begins by compar-
ing the efficiency of coated and uncoated solar PV panels. 
Subsequently, the paper proceeds to compare the coated 
solar PV panels with PV/T systems, assessing their cost-
effectiveness. The significance and novelty of this paper 
can be highlighted as follows:

1. The study addresses the natural degradation of solar 
PV efficiency over time due to uncontrollable out-
door factors such as irradiance, humidity, shading, 
soiling, aging, and temperature.

2. The proposed novel self-cleaning nano-calcium car-
bonate coating can combat the impact of soiling, 
which results from the accumulation of dust on PV 
glass surfaces that significantly affect light penetra-
tion and power generation.

3. The study provides a comprehensive experimental 
setup and comparative analysis between solar PV 
panels with the coating and PV/T systems to pin-
point the most economically advantageous strategy 
for boosting solar PV performance.

4. After six months of outdoor exposure, the coated 
glass solar PV achieved an efficiency of 7.%, surpass-
ing bare glass solar PV at 6.0%. Moreover, the coated 
glass solution boasts exceptional cost-effectiveness, 
incurring only an annual expense of 18 USD per 
panel compared to the PV/T system.

5. The cost per unit of efficiency (cost/efficiency) of the 
coated solar PV glass system proves to be the most 
economical option, with the smallest value of 0.7 
USD per percentage point of efficiency as compared 
to PV/T systems.

6. The study utilizes the electroluminescence (EL) 
system to detect defects and features in solar cells 
quickly and effectively.

2  Experimental material and methods
Figure  3 presents a flowchart outlining the study’s pro-
cedural steps. It commences with the selection of three 
solar PV modules, two of which are treated with the 
proposed coating, while the third remains uncoated to 
serve as a control group. Subsequently, all modules are 
subjected to outdoor conditions for 6 months. The pan-
els were exposed to environmental stress factors such as 
temperature, irradiance, humidity, dust accumulation, air 
pollution, bird droppings, etc. Following this exposure 
period, EL indoor testing is conducted on the modules to 
quantify any possible defects on the panels and to meas-
ure their efficiency. The data obtained from the EL testing 
is then analyzed to facilitate a comparison between the 
efficiency of the coated and uncoated modules.
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Upon completing the efficiency assessment, a compre-
hensive cost analysis is undertaken to evaluate the cost 
associated with applying the proposed coating against 
those of a standard PV module. This analysis encom-
passes an in-depth examination of both material and 
application costs related to the coating process. Subse-
quently, the study moves forward to assess how effec-
tively the coated module functions in comparison to a 
widely recognized PV/T system. This assessment encom-
passes considerations of both efficiency and cost. By 
conducting this comparative analysis, the study gains 
valuable insights into the potential advantages and limi-
tations of the proposed coating when compared with the 
PV/T system. The provided flowchart establishes a sys-
tematic framework for evaluating the efficiency and cost-
effectiveness of the proposed coating within an outdoor 
context, while also facilitating a direct comparison with 
an existing PV/T system.

2.1  Polymer coating
There are two types of coatings prepared using the 
sol–gel method. The first coating was developed using 
hydrophobic PDMS mixed with a curing agent, Sylgard 
elastomer, in a weight ratio of 1:1. It was stirred on a 
magnetic stirrer at 50  °C for 24  h. Next, 10  mL of con-
centrated transparent PDMS/Sylgard resin was dissolved 
in 250 mL of ethanol solvent at ambient temperature for 
2  h. The second coating, PDMS/nano-calcium carbon-
ate (PDMS/nano-CaCO3), was prepared as follows: 5  g 
of nano-CaCO3 with an average diameter of 50 nm was 
dispersed in ethanol solvent through an ultrasonica-
tion process for 30 min. It was then mixed with 150 mL 
of PDMS/Sylgard solution at a temperature of 80  °C for 
1  h via a stirring process. Finally, 0.3 wt% of 3-amino-
propyltriethoxysilane binder system was added to the 

PDMS/nano-CaCO3 solution and continuously stirred 
for another hour.

Two application methods were used. For the glass sub-
strate, the dip-coating method was applied with a dipping 
time of 30 s. For the solar PV panel, the spraying method 
was used with a distance of approximately 10 cm between 
the solar PV glass and the spray nozzle. The thickness of 
both coating systems was measured using an Ellipsom-
eter (M-2000, J.A. Wollam Co., US). The average thick-
ness of the PDMS/Sylgard coated glass was recorded at 
58.0 ± 1.2 μm, while the average thickness of the PDMS/
nano-CaCO3 coated glass was recorded at 148.8 ± 1.1 μm.

2.2  EL
Detecting defects and features in solar cells can be chal-
lenging. To identify such issues quickly and easily, an EL 
system can be used. This system measures the emitted 
luminescence’s intensity, influenced by the solar cell’s 
optical, electrical, and resistive properties. It is based on 
radiative recombination of carriers, resulting in emitted 
photons on the cell’s surface.

Energy harvesting’s cost-effectiveness depends on effi-
ciency and aging. Efficiency gauges how much sunlight is 
converted to power while aging tracks change over time. 
PV modules degrade through processes like encapsulant 
discoloration, anti-reflective coating degradation, hot-
spot formation, moisture damage, delamination, corro-
sion, tears, bubbles in the back sheet, and cracks from 
mechanical stress.

The EL system employs a dark current–voltage (I-V) 
measurement, involving an external power source. Cur-
rent and voltage points obtained in this way represent 
the solar cell as a large diode. The light-measured I-V 
curve is the result of combining the dark-measured solar 
cell diode I-V curve. Solar panel parameters like short 
circuit current  (Isc), open circuit voltage  (Voc), fill factor 
(FF), and efficiency can be determined from the dark I-V 
curves.

2.3  Validation of the proposed coating
To validate the effectiveness of the proposed coating, 
indoor and outdoor self-cleaning tests have been con-
ducted. The indoor self-cleaning test follows the guide-
lines of the International Standard BS EN 1096–5:2016. 
In this test, artificial dust is applied to both coated glasses 
at a flow rate of 0.6 ± 0.03 L  min−1. The dirty coated glass 
is then washed by sprinkling it with water sprayed at a 
volume of 30 ± 1.5 mL for 30 s. The coating performance 
is evaluated by measuring the haze value of each glass 
after the self-cleaning test.

The outdoor self-cleaning test takes place at the Uni-
versity of Malaya Power Energy Dedicated Advanced 
Centre Solar Garden. Three solar panels rated at 45 W 

Fig. 3 Flowchart of the study
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are exposed to the outdoor environment for 6  months. 
The first panel serves as a reference and remains bare. 
The second and third panels are coated with PDMS/Syl-
gard and nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard, respectively. Dur-
ing this test, the efficiency of each PV panel is measured 
using EL to analyze the impact of the coating.

2.4  Cost comparison with PV/T system
PV/T system is a combination of PV technology and 
solar thermal technology. The system uses air or water as 
a flowing fluid to cool down the PV panel’s surface area. 
In this study, the cost comparison was based on the PV/T 
water system. For one PV/T panel, we considered 10 h of 
water flow and therefore required 4 L  min−1 or 2400 L 
 d−1. This amount of water was converted to a local water 
tariff rate whereby 1000 L is equal to 0.1 USD. For one 
month, the amount of water needed is approximately 
72,000 L at the expense of 8.2 USD per month.

3  Results and discussion
3.1  Impact of self‑cleaning coating
The initial haze value is measured for all glass substrates 
using a haze meter following the ASTM D1003 stand-
ard. It is observed that the bare glass starts with a haze 
value of approximately 0.05%. The initial haze values for 
PDMS/Sylgard and nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coated 
glass are 0.15 and 0.20%, respectively. The adhered 
nano-CaCO3 particles on the coated glass increase the 
absorption of coating towards the visible light, thereby 
increasing the value of haze. However, due to the trans-
parent PDMS polymer property, the discrepancy in 
initial haze value between the coated and non-coated 
glasses is around 0.1–0.15%. After the self-cleaning 
test, the haze value of the glasses increases due to dust 
impact. As shown in Table 2, the haze value for the bare 
glass is the highest, indicating the adherence of the dust 
layer. This is because the bare glass surface is hydrophilic, 
strongly attracting dust particles and requiring additional 
mechanical cleaning tools for dust removal.

On the other hand, the hydrophobic coated glasses 
that were prepared exhibit lower haze values compared 
to the bare glass. For the PDMS/Sylgard coated glass, the 
haze value is approximately 10.5%. This is because water 

droplets slide dust particles away as the coated glass pos-
sesses low surface energy. It is important to note that the 
developed coated glass contains a high density of outer 
methyl groups with inherent water-repellent properties. 
As a result, the developed PDMS/Sylgard coated glass 
causes the water droplets to easily slide off the surface at 
a sliding angle as low as 25°.

Furthermore, the movement of water droplets is influ-
enced by the adhesive force and mass of the droplet. It is 
known that the adhesion of water droplets on the surface 
can be modified by altering the material’s properties. By 
incorporating nanoparticles, the Van Der Waals forces 
can be reduced, weakening the contact between dust 
particles and the glass surface [44]. This developed nano-
CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coating effectively removes dust 
at a sliding angle as low as 15°. This is observed when 
glass coated with nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard results 
in the lowest dust haze value of approximately 3.5%. 
This points to minimal dust impact on the glass surface. 
Moreover, the embedded inorganic nano-CaCO3 creates 
more air pockets, known as the solid-air interphase in the 
PDMS matrix. Consequently, with low adhesive force, 
dust particles can be easily washed away, leaving no dirt 
streaks.

3.2  EL analysis on solar PV performance
Figure  4 presents acquired EL images in grayscale for-
mat, which effectively highlight microcracks and cracks 
on both the uncoated (bare) PV panel and the coated 
PV panels (PDMS/Sylgard and nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Syl-
gard). There exist three categories of cracks, classified as 
Mode A (microcracks), Mode B (less severe cracks), and 
Mode C (severe cracks with a dark region) [45].

Their respective coordinates and the percentage of area 
ratio are determined and recorded in Table  3. The per-
centage of area ratio is estimated based on the dimension 
of each mode following the equation below:

To determine the dimension of cracks, consider one 
cell as depicted in Fig. 5. We divide the cell into smaller 
pieces, resulting in 418 tiny boxes within a single cell. As 
shown in Fig. 5, approximately 4 tiny boxes are covered 
by Mode C cracks. Therefore, the dimension of the crack 
in one cell = 4 ÷ 418 = 9.6 ×  10–3. The estimated percent-
age of area ratio for Mode C cracks in that panel is as 
follows:

area ratio(%) =
dimension of cracks

total number of cells

area ratio(%) =
9.6x10−3

36
x100% =∼ 0.03%

Table 2 Haze value for bare and coated glass

Haze value (%)

Initial Final

Bare glass 0.05 25.1

Glass coated with PDMS/Sylgard 0.15 10.5

Glass coated with nano-CaCO3-PDMS/
Sylgard

0.20 3.5
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Microcracks, classified as Mode A, do not significantly 
impact solar cell efficiency and do not lead to the crea-
tion of inactive cell regions causing power losses. In con-
trast, Mode B cracks denote areas of solar cell fracture 
that are partially disconnected from the module’s elec-
trical circuit. Mode C cracks represent situations where 
cells are fractured, causing a complete disconnection 
of the electrical circuit. Mode C cracks are particularly 
severe as they can result in power losses, hotspot forma-
tion, and reverse biasing of solar cells [45, 46]. Early-stage 

cracks can arise from improper solar panel installation or 
transportation-related damage. Cracks may also originate 
during manufacturing due to the delicate nature of solar 
cells. Over time, thermal stresses from exposure to envi-
ronmental conditions such as wind, dust, and snow loads 
can lead to crack development.

Based on Table 3, it can be observed that there are no 
microcracks captured for the bare PV panel. However, it 
has six coordinates for Mode B cracks and a tiny spot for 
Mode C cracks. In contrast, the PDMS/Sylgard coated 

Fig. 4 EL images PV panel with Mode A microcracks (yellow squares), Mode B cracks (blue squares), and Mode C cracks (red squares) (a) bare PV 
panel, (b) PDMS/Sylgard coated PV panel, (c) nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coated PV panel

Table 3 Mode A (microcracks), Mode B (less severe cracks), Mode C (severe cracks with dark region) coordinates for bare and coated 
panels

a The number inside the bracket indicates the percentage area of cracks

Crack mode Bare panel PDMS/Sylgard coated panel nano‑CaCO3‑PDMS/
Sylgard coated 
panel

Mode A - (4,2), (6,1), (6,2), (7,3), (10,2), (10,3), (12,3) (5,2), (11,1), (12,2)

Mode B (5,2), (9,2), (9,3), (10,2), (10,3), (11,1)
[~ 9.7%]a

(3,3), (4,1), (7,2), (8,3)
[~ 7.2%]a

(6,1), (8,1), (5,2), (7,2)
[~ 5.5%]a

Mode C (9,2)
[~ 0.03%]a

- (8,1), (11,1)
[~ 0.04%]a

Fig. 5 Cross-section of one cell from Fig. 4a
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panel has more microcracks detected on the solar panel 
with four spots of Mode B cracks. The panel with nano-
CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coatings consists of all types of 
cracks and fewer microcracks. There is also one dead cell 
at coordinate (1,3) and two tiny spots of Mode C cracks 
at (8,1), and (11,1) coordinates on the panel. A color 
code has been assigned for Mode A, Mode B, and Mode 
C with yellow squares, blue squares, and red squares 
respectively.

To investigate the impact of self-cleaning coating in 
enhancing the efficiency of the solar module is conducted 
via solar I-V measurement. The PV performances for the 
bare and coated PV panels were measured. Table 4 and 
Fig.  6 highlight the obtained PV parameters such as  Isc, 
 Voc,  Imax,  Vmax,  Pmax, and panel’s efficiency, η.  Isc repre-
sents the amount of electron or current flow through-
out the panel and is measured when the voltage across 
the load is zero.  Voc is the maximum voltage available 
from the solar panel and is measured at zero current. 
From Table  4, similar  Voc values were measured for all 
panels, hence the increment of  Isc influenced the solar 
panel output and efficiency. Figure 7 shows the I-V and 

power-voltage (P–V) curves obtained from the I-V 
measurement. To evaluate the coating performance, 
the efficiency between bare PV and coated PV panels is 
compared after the PV panels were exposed outdoors 
for 6  months. The efficiency of the bare panel is meas-
ured at around 6.0, whereas, for the PDMS/Sylgard and 
nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coated panels, the efficiency 
is at 6.2 and 7.6%, respectively. It shows that the nano-
CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coated panel has improved the 
panel’s efficiency by 26.2% with  Isc of 1.23 A and  Voc of 
22 V. The panel also obtained the highest  Pmax of 20 W 
compared to only 16 W for the bare PV panel, and slightly 
around 16.7 W for the PDMS/Sylgard coated panel. The 
highest  Pmax of 20 W represents the maximum current, 
 Imax of 1.14 A, and maximum voltage,  Vmax of 17.8 V the 
nanomaterial coated panel can provide at its peak power 
point or maximum capacity,  Pmax.

Although the panel has one dead cell and a few spots 
of cracks, the PV performance is still the highest due to 
the effectiveness of the nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard 
coating. It is of utmost importance to understand that 
the self-cleaning coating does not protect the cells from 

Table 4 Photovoltaic performance of the bare panel and two variants of coated panels

Panel Isc (A) Voc (V) Imax (A) Vmax (V) Pmax (W) Efficiency, 
η (%)

Bare panel 0.96 22 0.89 18.1 16.1 6.0

PDMS/Sylgard coated panel 1.01 22 0.94 17.8 16.7 6.2

nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coated 
panel

1.23 22 1.14 17.8 20.2 7.6

Fig. 6 Efficiency comparison between bare panel and two variants of coated panels
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degradation but helps to enhance the panel’s efficiency, in 
which more solar irradiance can be absorbed by the cells 
and converted to power.

3.3  Discussion on cost‑effectiveness
The development of solar PV/T helps to mitigate the 
rise in temperature in solar cells. Every 1 °C rise in tem-
perature might cause the efficiency of the solar modules 
to decrease by approximately 0.5% for crystalline silicon 
solar cells [47]. Extensive research has been conducted to 
leverage water as a heat transfer medium instead of air, 
to enhance the efficiency of both thermal and electrical 
solar modules. This is evident in Table 5, which demon-
strates the influence of geographical factors and water 
flow rates on solar module efficiency. The table highlights 
the significant role played by geographical factors and 
water flow rates in affecting solar module efficiency. For 
instance, the water flow of 4 L  min−1 amounts to 2400 
L  d−1 (considering a 10  h water flow). In Malaysia, the 
water tariff is 0.1 USD per 1000 L. Thus, the daily cost 
would be 0.3 USD. While the daily expense might seem 
small, it accumulates to 8.2 USD in a month and 98.8 
USD in a year. It is important to note that these cost cal-
culations are based on a single panel. This demonstrates 
the substantial financial investment required for solar PV 
plants to adopt this approach. Notably, for countries with 

limited water resources like those in the Middle East, the 
cost of water would likely be even higher.

While heated water is commonly used for daily tasks 
such as washing, bathing, and cooking, concerns arise 
over water quality and safety due to its contact with alu-
minum pipes or the glass surface. Even with filtration, the 
water quality remains untested for consumption and skin 
safety. Furthermore, additional expenses are incurred for 
filter and hot water tank installation. It is important to 
recognize that a constant water flow over the glass sur-
face can lead to corrosion within the solar module, facili-
tated by moisture penetration at the module’s laminate 
edges. This corrosion can subsequently trigger issues like 
delamination and discoloration.

The proposed coating method offers a significant 
advantage, requiring only 200  ml of spray coating at an 
approximate cost of 8.8 USD per bottle. Each solar panel 
needs two rounds of spraying annually, totalling a mere 
17.6 USD per year. The cost comparison presented here 
is favorable when contrasted with solar PV/T systems, 
which can account for 1 to 3% of the initial installation 
cost [52]. For example, if the initial installation cost of a 
PV/T panel is 880 USD, the estimated annual operating 
cost would be approximately 26.4 USD per panel. The 
total annual cost for a PV/T system, including the water 
bill, is approximately 59.8 USD, with the water bill alone 

Fig. 7 I-V and P–V curves (i) bare panel (ii) PDMS/Sylgard coated panel (iii) nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coated panel

Table 5 Comparative evaluation of cost and energy efficiency for PV/T systems across diverse geographical locations

Location and latitude Flowrate (L min−1) Efficiency increment (%) Cost 
per year 
(USD)

Odeh and Behnia [48] (2009) Jordan (32.0˚) 4 15 99

Nizetic et al [49] (2018) Croatia (43.5˚) 2.4 16 59

Sainthiya et al [50] (2018) India (26.9˚) 2.5 28 62

Nateqi et al [51] (2021) Iran (15˚) 1.35 33 33
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costing 33.4 USD. This represents a 240% increase in cost 
when using a PV/T system as opposed to a coating sys-
tem. Furthermore, this coating method saves a considera-
ble amount of time spent on regular solar panel cleaning.

Moreover, solar panels typically use covered glass with 
thicknesses of around 2.0, 3.2, and 4.0  mm. The glass 
thickness directly impacts light transmittance, which 
can be disrupted. Moreover, about 8–10% of solar irradi-
ance is reflected by the covered glass, causing optical loss 
in electrical power. The proposed self-cleaning coating 
incorporates an antireflective coating with a refractive 
index of about 1.2–1.3. This helps counteract electrical 
power losses and enhances light transmittance.

Table  6 presents a comparative analysis of the effi-
ciency of coated solar PV glass and PV/T systems. After 
six months of exposure to outdoor conditions, the coated 
solar PV glass demonstrated a significant improvement 
in efficiency, with an increase of 26% compared to the 
bare solar PV glass. This data highlights the beneficial 
impact of the self-cleaning coating on the efficiency of 
PV modules. It is important to note that even though 
the efficiency of this system is lower than the PV/T sys-
tems studied by Nateqi et  al. [51] and Sainthiya et  al. 
[50], when considering cost-effectiveness, defined as the 
cost per unit of efficiency (cost/efficiency), the coated 
solar PV glass system proves to be the most economical 
option, with a value of 0.7 USD per percentage point of 
efficiency. This finding is particularly significant for the 
development and operation of large-scale solar PV power 
plants. The enhanced efficiency and cost-effectiveness of 
coated solar PV glass can lead to substantial savings over 
time, making it a highly advantageous solution for these 
applications.

4  Conclusions
This study aims to evaluate the impact of a proposed 
self-cleaning coating on the efficiency of solar PV mod-
ules, comparing its cost-effectiveness to an alternative 
PV/T system. The self-cleaning feature of the coating 
is emphasized as a significant advantage, as it enhances 

the efficiency of solar PV modules by eliminating accu-
mulated dust. This is crucial since dust can progressively 
reduce the efficiency of solar panels. Additionally, the 
application of the coating is straightforward, suitable for 
solar panels of any size through a simple spray method, 
and its final preparation can be conducted at room tem-
perature. Despite a reduction in transparency, the coating 
still maintains 90% transparency in visible regions, pre-
serving aesthetics and functionality considerations.

The proposed coating incorporating nano-calcium car-
bonate attracts carbonate dust particles due to attractive 
forces. However, when combined with a hydrophobic 
PDMS, the dust particles do not adhere to the PV glass. 
The results show a 26% enhancement in the efficiency 
of the coated solar PV glass compared to bare solar PV 
glass after 6 months of outdoor exposure, indicating the 
positive impact of the self-cleaning coating on PV mod-
ule efficiency. From a cost-effectiveness perspective, the 
nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coated panel proved to 
be the most economical option compared to the devel-
oped PV/T systems. With the cost per unit of efficiency 
(cost/efficiency) value of 0.7 USD per percentage point 
of efficiency, this suggests that the self-cleaning coat-
ing can lead to substantial savings over time, making it 
a highly advantageous solution for large-scale solar PV 
power plants. However, it’s important to note that the 
self-cleaning coating does not protect the cells from deg-
radation. Whereas PV/T systems present potential issues 
such as discoloration, corrosion, delamination, and other 
long-term problems.

For future research, the study proposes subjecting 
solar PV panels to extended outdoor exposure to assess 
the long-term sustainability of the coating. Additionally, 
a durability assessment should be conducted to evalu-
ate the coating’s resilience against various environmen-
tal conditions, including sunlight, rain, temperature 
fluctuations, and other weather elements. Continuous 
monitoring during extended outdoor exposure will verify 
the coating’s efficacy in repelling dust and maintaining 
improved PV module efficiency. Moreover, long-term 

Table 6 Comparative analysis of cost and energy efficiency between PV/T systems and coated PV modules

Efficiency increment (%) Cost per year (USD) Cost/
efficiency 
(USD/%)

Odeh and Behnia [48] (2009) 15 99 6.6

Nizetic et al. [49] (2018) 16 59 3.7

Sainthiya et al. [50] (2018) 28 62 2.2

Nateqi et al. [51] (2021) 33 33 1

PDMS/Sylgard coated panel vs bare panel 4 18 4.5

nano-CaCO3-PDMS/Sylgard coated panel vs bare panel 26 18 0.7
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studies can also shed light on the coating’s environmen-
tal impact, investigating potential negative effects on the 
environment. The accumulation of continuous data over 
an extended period can provide insights into perfor-
mance trends, degradation patterns, and any unforeseen 
challenges that might emerge.

Acknowledgements
The authors wish to thank the Ministry of Higher Education Malaysia (MOHE) 
and the Faculty of Advanced Technology and Multidiscipline, Universitas 
Airlangga, Gedung Kuliah Bersama, Kampus C Unair, Jl. Mulyorejo, Surabaya 
60155, Indonesia for providing technical and financial support in completing 
this study through Fundamental Research Grant Scheme (FRGS), grant code: 
FRGS/1/2022/TK07/UKM/02/6.

Authors’ contributions
Category 1: Conception and design of the study: Mohd Syukri Ali, Lilik Jamilatul 
Awalin, Amirul Syafiq Abdul Jaafar. Acquisition of data: Mohd Syukri Ali, Amirul 
Syafiq Abdul Jaafar, Azimah Omar. Analysis and/or interpretation of data: 
Mohd Syukri Ali, Amirul Syafiq Abdul Jaafar, Azimah Omar. Category 2: Drafting 
the manuscript: Mohd Syukri Ali, Lilik Jamilatul Awalin, Amirul Syafiq Abdul 
Jaafar, Azimah Omar, Ab Halim Abu Bakar, Syahirah Abd Halim. Revising the 
manuscript critically for important intellectual content: Ab Halim Abu Bakar, 
Syahirah Abd Halim. Category 3: Approval of the version of the manuscript 
to be published: Mohd Syukri Ali, Lilik Jamilatul Awalin, Amirul Syafiq Abdul 
Jaafar, Azimah Omar, Ab Halim Abu Bakar, Syahirah Abd Halim.

Funding
This work was supported by the Ministry of Higher Education Malaysia 
(MOHE) through Fundamental Research Grant Scheme (FRGS), grant code: 
FRGS/1/2022/TK07/UKM/02/6 and the Faculty of Advanced Technology and 
Multidiscipline, Universitas Airlangga, Surabaya, Indonesia.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets during and/or analyzed during the current study are available 
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Declarations

Competing interests

• All authors are aware the given information regarding this manuscript is 
correct.
• All authors have agreed that there is no conflict of interest in this 
manuscript.
• All authors have declared that they have no known competing financial 
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence 
the work reported in this paper.

Received: 7 September 2023   Accepted: 27 July 2024

References
 1. Weliwaththage SRG, Arachchige USPR. Solar energy technology. J Res 

Technol Eng. 2020;1:67–75.
 2. IEA. Renewable Energy Market Update Outlook for 2021 and 2022. Inter-

national Energy Agency Report.
 3. Hamzat AK, Sahin AZ, Omisanya MI, Alhems LM. Advances in PV and PVT 

cooling technologies: A review. Sustain Energy Techn. 2021;47:101360.
 4. Popovici CG, Hudişteanu SV, Mateescu TD, Cherecheş NC. Efficiency 

improvement of photovoltaic panels by using air-cooled heat sinks. 
Energy Procedia. 2016;85:425–32.

 5. Chanchangi YN, Ghosh A, Baig H, Sundaram S, Mallick TK. Soiling on PV 
performance influenced by weather parameters in Northern Nigeria. 
Renew Energ. 2021;180:874–92.

 6. Dida M, Boughali S, Bechki D, Bouguettaia H. Output power loss of crys-
talline silicon photovoltaic modules due to dust accumulation in Saharan 
environment. Renew Sust Energ Rev. 2020;124:109787.

 7. Kazem HA, Chaichan MT, Al-Waeli AHA, Sopian K. A review of dust accu-
mulation and cleaning methods for solar photovoltaic systems. J Clean 
Prod. 2020;276:123187.

 8. Adinoyi MJ, Said SAM. Effect of dust accumulation on the power outputs 
of solar photovoltaic modules. Renew Energ. 2013;60:633–6.

 9. Kimber A, Mitchell L, Nogradi S, Wenger H. The Effect of Soiling on Large 
Grid-Connected Photovoltaic Systems in California and the Southwest 
Region of the United States. In: 2006 IEEE 4th World Conference on 
Photovoltaic Energy Conference. Waikoloa; 2006 May 07–12.

 10. Zorrilla-Casanova J, Piliougine M, Carretero J, Bernaola-Galvan P, Carpena 
P, Mora-Lopez L, et al. Losses produced by soiling in the incoming radia-
tion to photovoltaic modules. Prog Photovoltaics. 2013;21:790–6.

 11. Owusu-Brown B. The Effect of Settling Harmattan Dust on Photovoltaic 
Modules in Walewale, Northern Ghana [Master’s Thesis]. Kumasi: Kwame 
Nkrumah University of Science and Technology; 2016.

 12. Mekhilef S, Saidur R, Kamalisarvestani M. Effect of dust, humidity and 
air velocity on efficiency of photovoltaic cells. Renew Sust Energ Rev. 
2012;16:2920–5.

 13. Salim AA, Huraib FS, Eugenio NN. PV power-study of system options and 
optimization. In: 8th E.C. Photovoltaic Solar Energy ConferenceProc. Flor-
ence; 1988 May 9–13.

 14. Sayigh AAM. Effect of dust on flat plate collectors. In: de Winter F, Cox M, 
editors. Sun: Mankind’s Future Source of Energy. Oxford: Pergamon; 1978, 
p. 960–4.

 15. KISR. Introduction of Photovoltaic Power Generation to Kuwait. Kuwait: 
Kuwait Institute for Scientific Research; 1979.

 16. Hassan AH, Ali Rahoma U, Elminir HK. Effect of airborne dust con-
centration on the performance of PV modules. J Astron Soc Egypt. 
2005;13:24–38.

 17. Nimmo B. and Said SAM. Effects of dust on the performance of thermal 
and photovoltaic flat plate collectors in Saudi Arabia: preliminary results. 
In: 2nd Miami International Conference on Alternative Energy Sources. 
Miami Beach; 1979 Dec 10–13.

 18. Gheitasi A, Almaliky A, Albaqawi N. Development of an Automatic Clean-
ing System for Photovoltaic Plants. In: 2015 IEEE PES Asia-Pacific Power 
and Energy Engineering Conference. Brisbane; 2015 Nov 15–18.

 19. Syafiq A, Pandey AK, Adzman NN, Rahim NA. Advances in approaches 
and methods for self-cleaning of solar photovoltaic panels. Sol Energy. 
2018;162:597–619.

 20. Sharma S, Jain KK, Sharma A. Solar cells: in research and applications-a 
review. Mater Sci Appl. 2015;6:12:1145–55.

 21. Ndiaye A, Charki A, Kobi A, Kébé CMF, Ndiaye PA, Sambou V. Degrada-
tions of silicon photovoltaic modules: A literature review. Sol Energy. 
2013;96:140–51.

 22. Zhang T, Wang M, Yang H. A review of the energy performance and 
life-cycle assessment of building-integrated photovoltaic (BIPV) systems. 
Energies. 2018;11:3157.

 23. Kenu ES, Uhunmwangho R, Okafor Ephraim NC. A review of solar photo-
voltaic technologies. Int J Eng Res Technol. 2020;9:741–9.

 24. Ibn-Mohammed T, Koh SCL, Reaney IM, Acquaye A, Schileo G, Mustapha 
KB, et al. Perovskite solar cells: An integrated hybrid lifecycle assessment 
and review in comparison with other photovoltaic technologies. Renew 
Sust Energ Rev. 2017;80:1321–44.

 25. Charki A, Laronde R, Bigaud D. The time-variant degradation of a photo-
voltaic system. J Sol Energ-T ASME. 2012;135:024503.

 26. Wohlgemuth JH, Kurtz S. Reliability Testing Beyond Qualification as a 
Key Component in Photovoltaic’s Progress Toward Grid Parity. In: 2011 
International Reliability Physics Symposium. Monterey; 2011 April 10–14.

 27. Kempe MD. Control of Moisture Ingress into Photovoltaic Modules. In: 
Conference Record of the Thirty-first IEEE Photovoltaic Specialists Confer-
ence. Lake Buena Vista; 2005 Jan 3–7.

 28. Munoz MA, Alonso-Garcia MC, Vela N, Chenlo F. Early degradation of sili-
con PV modules and guaranty conditions. Sol Energy. 2011;85:2264–74.

 29. Oreski G, Wallner GM. Evaluation of the aging behavior of ethylene 
copolymer films for solar applications under accelerated weathering 
conditions. Sol Energy. 2009;83:1040–7.

 30. Mahmoud MAM. Renewable energy power reverse osmosis system for 
seawater desalination plant. Desalin Water Treat. 2020;193:48–56.



Page 13 of 13Ali et al. Sustainable Environment Research           (2024) 34:19  

 31. Yang L, Liu X, Qian F. Optimal configurations of high-rise buildings to 
maximize solar energy generation efficiency of building-integrated 
photovoltaic systems. Indoor Built Environ. 2019;28:1104–25.

 32. Bond M, Fuller RJ, Aye L. A policy proposal for the introduction of solar 
home systems in East Timor. Energy Policy. 2007;35:6535–45.

 33. Dubey R, Zachariah S, Chattopadhyay S, Kuthanazhi V, Rambabu S, 
Bhaduri S, et al. Performance of Field-Aged PV Modules in India: Results 
from 2016 All India Survey of PV Module Reliability. In: 2017 IEEE 44th 
Photovoltaic Specialist Conference. Washington, DC; 2017 Jun 25–30.

 34. Das D, Kalita P, Roy O. Flat plate hybrid photovoltaic- thermal (PV/T) 
system: A review on design and development. Renew Sust Energ Rev. 
2018;84:111–30.

 35. Aste N, del Pero C, Leonforte F. Water flat plate PV–thermal collectors: A 
review. Sol Energy. 2014;102:98–115.

 36. Tayel SA, Abu El-Maaty AE, Mostafa EM, Elsaadawi YF. Enhance the perfor-
mance of photovoltaic solar panels by a self-cleaning and hydrophobic 
nanocoating. Sci Rep. 2022;12:21236.

 37. Zhao W, Lu H. Self-cleaning performance of super-hydrophilic coatings 
for dust deposition reduction on solar photovoltaic cells. Coatings. 
2021;11:1059.

 38. Aljdaeh E, Kamwa I, Hammad W, Abuashour MI, Sweidan Te, Khalid 
HM, et al. Performance enhancement of self-cleaning hydrophobic 
nanocoated photovoltaic panels in a dusty environment. Energies. 
2021;14:6800.

 39. Sheikholeslami M, Khalili Z, Mousavi SJ. Influence of self-cleaning coating 
on performance of photovoltaic solar system utilizing mixture of phase 
change material and Graphene nanoparticle. J Build Eng. 2023;77:107540.

 40. Lukong VT, Mouchou RT, Enebe GC, Ukoba K, Jen TC. Deposition and 
characterization of self-cleaning  TiO2 thin films for photovoltaic applica-
tion. Mater Today-Proc. 2022;62:S63–S72.

 41. Adak D, Bhattacharyya R, Saha H, Maiti PS. Sol–gel processed silica based 
highly transparent self-cleaning coatings for solar glass covers. Mater 
Today-Proc. 2020;33:2429–33.

 42. Appasamy JS, Kurnia JC, Assadi MK. Synthesis and evaluation of nitrogen-
doped titanium dioxide/single walled carbon nanotube-based hydro-
philic self-cleaning coating layer for solar photovoltaic panel surface. Sol 
Energy. 2020;196:80–91.

 43. Wang P, Yan X, Zeng J, Luo C, Wang C. Anti-reflective superhydrophobic 
coatings with excellent durable and Self-cleaning properties for solar 
cells. Appl Surf Sci. 2022;602:154408.

 44. Quan YY, Zhang LZ. Experimental investigation of the anti-dust effect of 
transparent hydrophobic coatings applied for solar cell covering glass. 
Sol Energ Mat Sol C. 2017;160:382–9.

 45. Kontges M, Kunze I, Kajari-Schroder S, Breitenmoser X, Bjorneklett B. 
Quantifying the Risk of Power Loss in PV Modules Due to Micro Cracks. In: 
25th European Photovoltaic Solar Energy Conference. Valencia; 2010 Sep 
6–10.

 46. Spataru S, Hacke P, Sera D, Glick S, Kerekes T, Teodorescu R. Quantifying 
Solar Cell Cracks in Photovoltaic Modules by Electroluminescence Imag-
ing. In: 2015 IEEE 42nd Photovoltaic Specialist Conference. New Orleans; 
2015 Jun 14–19.

 47. Zhu L, Raman AP, Fan S. Radiative cooling of solar absorbers using a vis-
ibly transparent photonic crystal thermal blackbody. P Natl Acad Sci USA. 
2015;112:12282–7.

 48. Odeh S, Behnia M. Improving Photovoltaic module efficiency using water 
cooling. Heat Transfer Eng. 2009;30:499–505.

 49. Nizetic S, Giama E, Papadopoulos AM. Comprehensive analysis and 
general economic-environmental evaluation of cooling techniques for 
photovoltaic panels, Part II: Active cooling techniques. Energ Convers 
Manage. 2018;155:301–23.

 50. Sainthiya H, Beniwal NS, Garg N. Efficiency improvement of a photovol-
taic module using front surface cooling method in summer and winter 
conditions. J Sol Energ-T ASME. 2018;140:061009.

 51. Nateqi M, Rajabi Zargarabadi M, Rafee R. Experimental investigations of 
spray flow rate and angle in enhancing the performance of PV panels by 
steady and pulsating water spray system. Sn Appl Sci. 2021;3:130.

 52. IRENA. Renewable Power Generation Costs in 2022. Abu Dhabi: Interna-
tional Renewable Energy Agency; 2023.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


	Assessment and analysis of polydimethylsiloxane-coated solar photovoltaic panels for cost-efficient solutions
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 Experimental material and methods
	2.1 Polymer coating
	2.2 EL
	2.3 Validation of the proposed coating
	2.4 Cost comparison with PVT system

	3 Results and discussion
	3.1 Impact of self-cleaning coating
	3.2 EL analysis on solar PV performance
	3.3 Discussion on cost-effectiveness

	4 Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


