
Citation: Shi, Q.; Shu, B.; Jiang, J.;

Zhang, Y. Effect of Optical–Electrical–

Thermal Coupling on the Performance

of High-Concentration Multijunction

Solar Cells. Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 5888.

https://doi.org/10.3390/

app12125888

Academic Editors: Fabian

Ambriz Vargas

and Jianzhong Zhang

Received: 23 May 2022

Accepted: 7 June 2022

Published: 9 June 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

applied  
sciences

Article

Effect of Optical–Electrical–Thermal Coupling on the
Performance of High-Concentration Multijunction Solar Cells
Qi Shi , Bifen Shu *, Jingxiang Jiang and Yuqi Zhang

Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of Photovoltaic Technology, School of Physics, Sun Yat-sen University,
Guangzhou 510006, China; shiq5@mail2.sysu.edu.cn (Q.S.); 18029448382@163.com (J.J.);
zhangyq69@mail2.sysu.edu.cn (Y.Z.)
* Correspondence: shubifen@mail.sysu.edu.cn

Abstract: In the process of high-concentration photovoltaic (HCPV) power generation, multijunction
cells work in the conditions of high radiation and high current. Non-uniformity of focusing, the
mismatch between the focusing spectrum caused by the dispersion effect and the spectrum of
multijunction solar cell design and the increase in cell temperature are the key factors affecting the
photoelectric performance of the multijunction solar cell. The coupling effect of three factors on the
performance of multijunction solar cell intensifies its negative impact. Based on the previous research,
the light intensity and spectral characteristics under Fresnel lens focusing are calculated through the
optical model, and the optical–electrical–thermal coupling model under non-uniform illumination is
established. The results show that obvious changes exist in the concentration spectrum distribution,
energy and non-uniformity along different optical axis positions. These changes lead to serious
current mismatch and transverse current in the multijunction solar cell placed near the focal plane
which decreases the output power. The lost energy makes the cell temperature highest near the focal
plane. In the condition of passive heat dissipation with 500 times geometric concentration ratio, the
output power of the solar cell near the focal plane decreases by 35% and the temperature increases
by 15%. Therefore, optimizing the placement position of the multijunction cell in the optical axis
direction can alleviate the negative effects of optical–electrical–thermal coupling caused by focusing
non-uniformity, spectral mismatch and rising cell temperature, and improve the output performance
of the cell. This conclusion is verified by the experimental result.

Keywords: optical–electrical–thermal coupling; performance of concentrating photovoltaic cell;
non-uniform illumination; spectral mismatch

1. Introduction

With the development of photovoltaic technology, many cell technologies such as
crystalline silicon cells (c-Si), thin-film cells [1,2], multijunction cells and emerging PV
technology [3–6] were born and play import roles. Compared with other technologies, mul-
tijunction solar cells are commonly used in concentrated photovoltaic (CPV) technology for
its special advantages such as reducing cell area, high conversion efficiency and withstand-
ing high temperature [7]. In order to enhance the spectral response, its development has
changed from three junction, four junction to even more junctions [8,9]. The latest record
of multijunction solar cell has reached 47.1% and the latest record of module efficiency is
38.9% [9–11]. Multijunction cells are usually composed of III-V compound semiconductors.
GaAs-based compounds and InP-based compounds are commonly used.

During the processing of power generation, the photoelectric performance of the solar
cell is affected by many factors such as non-uniformity of concentration [12,13], spectral
response [14] and temperature [7,15–19], which may cause obvious losses of photoelectric
conversion of solar cells. Hasan Baig et al. [12] summarized nine factors that mainly lead
to the decline in power generation efficiency and concluded that the non-uniformity of
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illumination will bring a decline of 4% of the system efficiency. The increase in cell tem-
perature decreases efficiency by 7% and the spectral response cause an efficiency loss of
2%. A. Cuevas et al. [20] established a circuit model to study the effect of the concen-
trating cell under non-uniform illumination and indicated that there is still lateral carrier
flow which makes the open circuit voltage lower than that under uniform illumination.
A. Mellolt et al. [21] further studied and explored the current flow law on the surface of
multijunction cells in open circuit state under non-uniform illumination. Based on the sim-
ulation results, the paper proposed to increase the density of grid lines in the central area
of the solar cells to reduce the decline in filling factor (FF) and conversion efficiency caused
by non-uniformity of illumination. Bunthof et al. [22] explored the influence of spectral
mismatch on the photoelectric performance of CPV cells. They artificially constructed a
spectral non-uniform state by placing different filters at both ends of the cell surface and
found that the greater the distance between the two regions, the lower the filling factor and
open-circuit voltage. Kumar et al. [23] explored the effect of cell temperature and concluded
that the accumulation of thermal energy raises the temperature of the solar cells which will
lead to a reduction in the cell conversion efficiency in turn and mechanical failures on the
long-term operation of the cell.

In the outdoor application of high-concentration photovoltaic (HCPV) cells, multi-
junction solar cells are usually placed at the design focal plane of Fresnel lens. However,
not only the irradiance of illumination on the cell surface is non-uniform, but also the
spectrum of concentrating illumination is non-uniform. Our team’s previous research
found that the characteristics of focusing along the optical axis have a great impact on
the photoelectric conversion efficiency and the output performance of III-V multijunction
concentrating photovoltaic cells at the focal plane is not the best [24]. When testing the
newly developed cells, Steiner et al. [25] also found that the output current decreased
slightly in the focal plane of the Fresnel lens and the filling factor fluctuated significantly in
different optical axis positions. Li Xin et al. [26] analyzed the influence of dispersion effect
on the output characteristics of multijunction cells and proposed that the negative influence
of dispersion effect would be relieved by reducing the cell size. Our research showed
that irradiance and spectral non-uniformity on the focal plane lead to the loss of spectral
mismatch and reduce the photoelectric conversion efficiency of multijunction cells [24].
Moreover, due to the coupling between electricity and heat, the decrease in photoelectric
conversion efficiency causes the temperature of the cell to increase, which further reduces
the output performance. The electrical–thermal coupling effect is particularly prominent in
non-uniform illumination.

In the outdoor operating environment, the output performance of solar cells is dif-
ferent from those under IEC standard due to variable irradiance, temperature and other
factors [27]. Especially, in the field of high-concentration photovoltaics, non-uniformity
of irradiation, spectral mismatch and increase in temperature are hot issues and a lot of
research already exists about their effects on cell efficiency alone as mentioned above. The
novelty of this paper is to combine these factors and consider their coupled effect on solar
cells. Optimizing the placement of the solar cell is proposed to improve the output perfor-
mance according to the results of coupling effect. The reasons for the novelty of this paper
are in real power generation, non-uniform concentration and the change in temperature
often occur at the same time and affect each other, which causes further change in the
output of solar cells. When the cell is placed at the design focal plane, the efficiency of the
cell will reduce due to non-uniform concentration. The lost electrical energy converts into
internal energy to raise the cell temperature, which further reduces the output performance.
The performance of the cell is affected by the electrothermal coupling produced by the
non-uniform concentration and is not equal to the value in the standard testing condi-
tion. In order to study the influence of optical–electrical–thermal coupling in the actual
operation of the HCPV cells, we established an optical–electrical–thermal coupling model.
The non-uniform irradiance characteristics under the concentration of the Fresnel lens are
simulated and spectral distribution characteristics along the optical axis position will be
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calculated to explore their influence on the mismatch among sub cells. Based on ANSYS,
this paper depicts the cell temperature variation along the optical axis and analyzes the
coupling effect on the cell output performance. The outdoor measurement was carried out
to verify the coupling effect.

2. Theoretical Model
2.1. Optical Model

In the optical model without a homogenizer, the irradiance distributions of concen-
trated light were analyzed near the focal plane of the Fresnel lens. The physical structure of
the concentrated photovoltaic cell is shown in Figure 1a. The irradiance is concentrated by
a Fresnel lens, and the multijunction cell is placed directly under the Fresnel lens. The pa-
rameters of the Fresnel lens are as follows: material: PMMA (Poly (methyl methacrylate);
aperture area: 15,125 mm2; thickness: 2 mm; focal distance estimated at 500 nm: 110 mm;
and ring width: 0.5 mm. In this model, the position where the refracted light less than
500 nm intersects the optical axis will be at less than 110 mm. At the same time, due to
the non-ideality of focusing, the intensity and spectral distribution of the concentrated
illumination on the design focal plane are non-uniform.

Figure 1. (a) The structure of the concentrating photovoltaic cell. (b) The geometrical relationships
between the incident light and the refracted light.

The geometric relationships and the fundamental laws of refraction have been imple-
mented in a programming environment to calculate the reflection position and the light
power on the cell surface. The refracted light will go through three processes from the
Fresnel lens to the surface of cells: (1) the incidence on the front surface of the lens; (2) the
propagation through the lens; and (3) the exit from the rear surface of the lens. Figure 1b
shows a 2D cross-section geometric relationships sketch of an incident light and its refracted
light for a certain ring of the Fresnel lens. In the sketch, f represents the focal distance;
d is the distance between the incident light and the lens center; t represents the distance
between the refracted light and the front surface of the lens which equals half of the ring
height if the light incidents from the middle of the ring; α is the incident angle and also
equals angle of the slope of the facet; and Ω is the angle between the refracted light and
the optical axis. According to the geometric relationships, Ω at 500 nm (Ω500) is estimated
as follows:

Ω500 = tan−1
(

d
f − t

)
(1)

Once this angle is estimated, α at 500 nm (α500) is obtained by using the following
relationship:

α500 = tan−1
(

sinΩ500

n500 − cosΩ500

)
(2)
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where n500 is the refractive index at 500 nm, its value being 1.49 [28], the Ω angle as a
function of the wavelength can be estimated from the well-known Snell’s law as:

Ω(λ) = sin−1(n(λ)·sin α500)− α500 (3)

Based on the expressions above, the geometry slope of the refracted light functions
as the wavelength and can be approximated. Ray tracing can be then performed for each
ray height and wavelength. According to the spectral response of the triple junction cell,
the spectral range is 300–1700 nm. The calculation takes a wavelength every 20 nm in this
spectral range. The energy of this wavelength is obtained by integrating the wavelength in
the positive and negative 10 nm range according to the solar power spectral density curve.
A parameter (optical efficiency) is introduced here and it is defined as follows [29]:

µ =
G
I

, (4)

where G represents the irradiance actually irradiated on the cell surface; and I represents the
incident irradiance with the area of Fresnel lens. The incident spectral irradiance inputted
in the optical model is AM1.5D and the DNI is taken as a constant value of 1000 W/m2.

2.2. Optical–Electrical–Thermal Model of Non-Uniform Concentration

Under high concentration, the model is equipped with the triple-junction solar cells,
type 3C44C produced by AZUR SPACE Solar Power GmbH [30]. The solar cell consists
of GaInP/GaInAs/Ge. All sub cells are connected by tunnel diodes. The sub cells are
simulated with the two-diode model which uses two diodes connected in parallel with a
current source. According to the equivalent circuit, the current–voltage equation of three
junctions is:

I = ILi − Ioi1

(
exp

qVi
kT

− 1
)
− Ioi2

(
exp

qVi
2kT

− 1
)

, (5)

where ILi (i = 1, 2, 3) represents the photogenerated current of the upper, middle and lower
diodes. Ioi1, Ioi2 (i = 1, 2, 3) are the reverse saturation currents of the upper, middle and
lower layer diodes, respectively. The expression of the variation with temperature is as
follows [31]:

Ioi1(T) = A·koi1·T3
[

exp
(
−

Egi(T)
kBT

)]
, (6)

Ioi2(T) = A·koi2·T
5
2

[
exp

(
−

Egi(T)
2kBT

)]
, (7)

Egi(T) = Egi(0)− αT2/(T + β), (8)

where A is the area of the triple-junction cell; koi1 and koi2 are constants related to the cell
material and can be calculated by fitting Equation (5), where the data are from irradiance-
VOC measurements [32]; Egi(T) indicates the band gap width at temperature T; α and β are
material-dependent constants; and kB is the Boltzmann constant.

Considering that the illumination from the Fresnel lens is non-uniform, the photoelec-
tric conversion of solar cells is calculated by circuit network model [30,33–35]. As shown in
Figure 2a,b, the multijunction solar cell is divided into several triple junction cells. Each
sub cell is simulated by an electrical circuit based on the two-diode model. These two
diodes represent the losses by recombination in the neutral and in the depletion region of
the p–n junction. Because it is a 3D model, all of them have the lateral series resistance
including both transverse and longitudinal resistance (R1x-R6x, R1y-R6y). Taking the GaInP
sub cell as an example, the emission layer and the window layer are regarded as a whole
and their lateral resistance in x, y direction is R1x, R1y. Similarly, the base layer and the
back surface field are also regarded as a whole and their resistance is R2x, R2y, respectively.
The sub cells are connected in tunnel diodes which in this model are fixed value resistors
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(Rsh1-Rsh3). Rc represents metal-semiconductor contact resistor and Rf is the resistance
of the grid finger. Since it is difficult to directly measure various resistance values of the
triple-junction solar cells and the basic production process is almost similar, the simulation
used the resistance data values in the literature [32]. It is worth noting that when the grid is
divided according to the grid lines of the cell, there are two situations: One is the area that
is not blocked by the metal grid line where the illumination can reach the cell surface to
produce photoelectric effect. This is simulated by one current source and two diodes. The
other is the area that is blocked by the metal grid line where the concentration cannot reach
on the cell surface. In this case, only two diodes exist and the current source equals zero.

Figure 2. (a) GaInP/GaInAs/Ge triple-junction solar cell; (b) Double diode circuit network model.

The equivalent circuit network model is calculated by NGSPICE. The input parameters
include the series resistance Rs, the reverse saturation current of three sub cells I0i1 and I0i2
and the photogenerated current source ILi. The reverse saturation current can be obtained
by fitting the relationship curve between the open-circuit voltage and light intensity. The
series resistance of triple-junction cell can be unified with one resistance Rs determined
according to the light and dark characteristic curve. As the short-circuit current of each
junction cannot be measured separately, in this paper the photogenerated current is ob-
tained indirectly through the external quantum efficiency (EQE) of the three sub cells [29].
The external quantum efficiency is defined as the ratio of the number of photogenerated
carriers that contribute to the short-circuit current generated by illumination to the number
of photons incident on the surface of the cell.

EQE(λ) =
IL(λ)

qϕ(λ)
, (9)

It can be seen from Equation (8) that with the increase in temperature, the band gap of
each sub cell decreases, which increases the absorbed wavelength range and changes the
EQE at different temperatures. Here, we get the triple-junction cell EQE characteristic curve
by measuring it at 25 ◦C. The EQE at other temperatures can be calculated by the linear
interpolation method mentioned in the literature [29]. According to the optical model,
the irradiance distribution incident on the battery surface can be calculated, which is the
function of position of the cell surface (x, y). If the density of the irradiance power on the
cell is G(λ), it can be expressed as follows:

G(λ) = f (x, y) (x1 < x < x1 + ∆x, y1 < y < y1 + ∆y), (10)
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Photon energy is calculated by hc/λ (where c is the speed of light and h is the Planck
constant). The photogenerated current of a certain wavelength range [λ1, λ2] at a given
temperature can be expressed as follows:

IL =
∫ λ2

λ1

qEQE(λ)G(λ)λ

hc
dλ (11)

2.3. Heat Transfer Model

Non-uniform illumination not only affects photoelectric performance but also affects
the temperature distribution of the module receiver. ANSYS is used to simulate finite
element coupled multiple physics fields and calculate the temperature distribution of the
receiver at different positions along the optical axis. The receiver consists of a multijunction
solar cell, DBC (Direct Bonded Copper) and heat sink. DBC is used to maintain the
electrical insulation between the cell and the base plate has good performance on thermal
conductivity. Figure 3 shows the heat dissipation diagram of the receiver.

Figure 3. Heat dissipation diagram of the receiver.

The receiver is divided into five layers according to the types of materials. The top
layer is the triple-junction solar cell. As the main component of the cell is Ge, the cell
material can be set as Ge in the calculation of heat dissipation model. The DBC layer is
divided into three parts: the upper layer and lower layer are copper and the middle layer
is ceramic. The upper copper layer is also used as an electrode of the cell, and the ceramic
layer is used for electrical insulation. The bottom layer is aluminum for heat dissipation [36].
Table 1 lists the material and thickness of each layer of the receiver.

Table 1. Parameters of each layer material of the receiver.

Category Thickness (mm) Length (mm) Width (mm)

Cell 0.19 5.5 5.5
DBC upper layer 0.25 23 25

DBC ceramic layer 0.32 24.5 26.5
DBC lower layer 0.25 24 26

Aluminum heat spreader 0.6 90 90

In the photovoltaic module, the sunlight converges to the cell surface through the lens
to join in photoelectric conversion. Part of the remaining light energy is reflected by the cell
surface and part is converted into internal energy of the cell [37]. The illumination energy
converted into the internal energy is used as the boundary heat source [38] flowing into the
cell. Because the cell efficiency is related to temperature, the boundary heat source can be
considered as a function of temperature. In passive cooling environment, for the cell layers,
the exposed surface of the DBC layer and heat dissipation aluminum layer, the boundary
equations can be expressed as follows:

− ki

(
∂Ti

∂y

)
= Q1i + Q2i, (12)
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where ki and Ti are thermal conductivity and temperature of each layer, Q1i refers to the
radiation heat transfer with surrounding environment and Q2i represents the convection
heat transfer with air [39]. They can be expressed as the following equations:

Q1i = εi·Ai·
(

T4
i − T4

s

)
, (13)

Q2i = hconv(i)(Ti − Tamb), (14)

where εi and Ai are the emissivity and heat exchange area of each layer; hconv(i) is the
convective heat transfer coefficient of each layer; and Ts is the sky temperature. For two
adjacent materials (i, j), the heat is transferred in the way of heat conduction. The boundary
condition of them can be expressed as follows:

ki
∂Ti

∂y
= kj

∂Tj

∂y
, (15)

3. Calculation Results and Analysis
3.1. Concentrated Light Intensity and Spectral Analysis along the Optical Axis

The optical efficiency calculations in the optical model are shown in Figure 4a for
several distances of the receiver from the Fresnel lens position (Z). The on-focus position is
at Z = 110 mm. As can be seen from that, the optical efficiency of the Fresnel lens is related
to the distance from the cell to the lens. For Z = 110 and 111 mm, the optical efficiency of
the full-wave band is maximum. The optical efficiency of the short-wave band decreases at
Z = 112 mm. With the distance from the cell to the lens being further, the optical efficiency
of 500 nm decreases to 34.5% at 116 mm. The optical efficiency of long wavelength decreases
at Z = 109 mm and the optical efficiency of 1500 nm decreases to 76.4%. When the distance
is 108 mm, the optical efficiency of the medium-wave band begins to decrease and the
long-wave band continues to decrease which the optical efficiency of 1500 nm has decreased
to 59%.

Figure 4. (a) Optical efficiency at different optical axis positions (in the range of 300–1700 nm);
(b) Radiation power at different positions in the optical axis direction.

The optical efficiency of the lens at different optical axis positions is different, indicating
that it is affected by the dispersion effect. When the distance from the lens to the cell is
less than the focal distance, long wavelength efficiency decreases because the cell surface
cannot cover all illuminations and part of long-band sunlight is lost. For Z > 100 mm,
the short band optical efficiency decreases, and part of the short band light cannot be
concentrated on the cell surface. When the cell is placed at the focal plane, there is no energy
loss, but the short-wave spot is smaller and more concentrated in the center of the cell whose
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distribution is seriously non-uniform. It can be seen that due to the dispersion effect, the
energy proportion of the three bands irradiated on the cell does not change synchronously,
and there is spectral mismatch at different optical axis positions (including on the focal
plane). The spectral distribution deviates from the solar spectrum, which is bound to
make an adverse impact on the performance of the cell. Figure 4b shows the change in the
irradiance power calculated with the position of the optical axis, reflecting the changes
in the short, medium and long bands, respectively. It can be seen that the changes in the
irradiance power of the medium band and long band are basically the same. The maximum
value position is between 110 and 116 mm and the position of the maximum value of the
short band radiation power is between 108 and 111 mm which is consistent with the change
tendency of the optical efficiency reflected in Figure 4a. Because the radiation power of the
short-wave band accounts for about half of the total radiation power, the total change in
the radiation power is mainly affected by the short-wave band.

In addition to the dispersion effect, the spot focused by the Fresnel lens also has
obvious Gaussian distribution. This kind of non-uniformity also has an important impact
on the output characteristics of multijunction solar cells [21]. Therefore, this paper explores
the change in the spot non-uniformity along the optical axis. Figure 5 shows the spot
diagram at typical positions along the optical axis (Z = 108 mm, 109 mm, 110 mm, 111 mm,
112 mm and 114 mm). Concentration ratio is defined as the ratio of the actual irradiance on
the cell surface to the standard irradiance (1000 W/m2) and the peak to average ratio (PAR)
is defined as the ratio of the highest irradiance on the cell surface to the average irradiance
on the surface, which is used to quantify the non-uniformity of the spot. When the cell is
located at Z = 108 mm, the central focusing ratio is about 283 and the PAR is 4. When the
cell is placed near the focal plane (for a range of Z values between 110 and 112 mm), the
non-uniformity increases rapidly and the PAR increases to 47.2, 62.7 and 55.0. When the
cell is far away from the focal plane (at Z = 114 mm), the non-uniformity begins to improve
and the par falls back to 9.1. The maximum PAR of the short, medium and long bands and
their positions on the optical axis are shown in Table 2. The maximum PAR of the short,
medium and long bands is at Z = 110.5 mm, 111.4 mm and 112.3 mm. The maximum PAR
of the full-wave band is at Z = 111.8 mm, which is the result of the synthesis of the three
bands. The non-uniformity of focusing is strong near the focal plane. On the contrary, there
is a better uniform spot away from the focal plane. The output characteristics of the triple-
junction cell placed near the focal plane will be negatively affected by the non-uniformity.
Improving the distance from the cells to the lens can improve the output performance.

Table 2. The optical axis position of the maximum peak-to-average ratio (PAR) of different wave-
lengths.

Maximum PAR Optical Axis Position of
Maximum Par (Z)

short wavelengths (300–700 nm) 55.5 110.5 mm
middle wavelengths (700–900 nm) 67.4 111.4 mm
long wavelengths (900–1700 nm) 74.8 112.3 mm
all wavelengths (300–1700 nm) 64.1 111.8 mm
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Figure 5. Light spot distribution on the cell surface. (a) Z = 108 mm; (b) Z = 109 mm; (c) Z = 110 mm
(focal plane); (d) Z = 111 mm; (e) Z = 112 mm; (f) Z = 114 mm.

3.2. Analysis of the Cell Temperature along the Optical Axis

When the parameters of the Fresnel lens and cell are determined, the illumination
along the optical axis is determined. In addition, the power generation performance of
photovoltaic cells is affected by temperature, which is affected by the cooperation of the
optic–electric–thermal. In order to determine the parameters of photoelectric conversion, it
is necessary to calculate the temperature of the cell in the steady state. Through the optical–
electrical–thermal coupling model, the temperature distribution of the receiver and the
thermal response of the cell at different positions are calculated. Figure 6 shows the surface
temperature distribution of the receiver at 108 mm, 109 mm, 110 mm, 111 mm, 112 mm
and 114 mm when the ambient temperature is 25 ◦C and the heat transfer coefficient is
10 W/m2K. Figure 6a shows that the surface temperature of the cell reaches 49.8 ◦C at
Z = 108 mm and the minimum temperature is 39.9 ◦C on the edge of the receiver. Figure 6b
shows that the surface temperature of the cell at 109 mm is 53.4 ◦C and the edge temperature
of the receiver is 42.1 ◦C. In Figure 6c, the cell is at the design focal plane of the lens where
the surface temperature rises to 55 ◦C and the temperature at the edge of the receiver is
43.1 ◦C. In Figure 6d, the surface temperature of the battery continues to rise to 55.5 ◦C at
Z = 111 mm.

In Figure 6e, the cell is located at 112 mm, the temperature of the cell surface is a
maximum of 57.4 ◦C and the temperature of the receiver edge is 44.4 ◦C. In Figure 6f, the
cell temperature decreases and the surface temperature decreases to 51.4 ◦C. The minimum
temperature of the receiver decreases to 40.9 ◦C. From the temperature change trend of the
cell, it can be noticed that when Z < 112 mm, the temperature of the cell gradually increases
in the direction away from the lens. The temperature of the cell is the highest at 112 mm.
With the distance is further, the temperature of the cell gradually decreases. It can be seen
that the temperature change in the cell surface is basically consistent with the change in
radiation power because the surface temperature distribution of the receiver is related to
the heat dissipation. The illumination non-uniformity near the focal position is the most
serious thus causing photoelectric efficiency to decrease. The value of temperature is the
highest for Z = 112 mm. In addition, the temperature difference between the cell and the
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edge of the receiver at 116 mm is 7.5 ◦C while the temperature difference at 112 mm is
13 ◦C. The higher the heat dissipation, the greater the temperature gradient inside the cell,
resulting in a greater temperature difference between the cell and the edge of the receiver.

Figure 6. Surface temperature distribution of the receiver. (a) Z = 108 mm; (b) Z = 109 mm;
(c) Z = 110 mm (focal plane); (d) Z = 111 mm; (e) Z = 112 mm; (f) Z = 114 mm.

3.3. Analysis of the Optical–Electrical–Thermal Coupling Effect of Output Characteristics
3.3.1. Short-Circuit Current

The change in the short-circuit current of the triple-junction cell along the optical axis
is shown in Figure 7a. It can be seen that although the radiation power near the focal plane
is the strongest, the short-circuit current of the cell is minimum near the focal plane and the
maximum value on both sides (Z = 108.5 mm, 114.0 mm) is about 24% higher than it, which
is related to the current mismatch between sub cells caused by non-uniform irradiance and
dispersion effect.

Figure 8 shows the variation in photogenerated current density of InGaP, InGaAs and
Ge in the direction of cell surface and 0 mm is the center position of the cell. Figure 8a–f
show the cases where the cell is placed at 108 mm, 109 mm, 110 mm, 111 mm, 112 mm
and 114 mm, respectively. It can be seen that the photogenerated current is approximately
Gaussian distributed and there is an obvious current mismatch between the sub cells
especially in the central area.

Comparing Z = 110 mm (on-focus position) with Z = 108 mm, when the cell is at the
focal plane, the photogenerated current density of the InGaP sub cell is 3.427 A/mm2 at
0 mm (center of the cell). InGaAs sub cell is 0.396 A/mm2 and the photogenerated current
density of the Ge sub cell is 0.219 A/mm2. The photogenerated current density of the
InGaP sub cell is significantly higher than that of the InGaAs and Ge sub cells and is about
16 times higher than that of Ge. When the cell is located at 108 mm, the current density
of the InGaP sub cell is slightly higher than that of the InGaAs and Ge sub cells, which is
about 4 times higher than the Ge sub cell. The current mismatch is greatly improved. It can
also be seen that at the focal plane, the central photogenerated current density of InGaP
is 265 times that of 1 mm from the cell center. Meanwhile, when Z = 108 mm, the central
photogenerated current density of the upper sub cell at 0 mm is 1.5 times than that at 1 mm
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from the cell center. It can be seen that the lateral current caused by the non-uniformity
of the focusing is also greatly improved. For a range of Z values between 108 to 110 mm,
the photogenerated current of InGaP sub cell in the central area is greater than that of the
InGaAs and Ge sub cell because short wavelengths basically have maximum radiation
power while the radiation power of medium and long bands do not reach maximum value.
When the cell is placed at the on-focus position, the PAR of short wavelengths is close
to the maximum and the photogenerated current of InGaP sub cell in the central area
also reaches maximum. For the InGaAs and Ge sub cells, the position of maximum PAR
values are 111.4 mm and 112.3 mm so they have the maximum photogenerated current at
relevant positions.

Figure 7. Variation in cell characteristic parameters in the direction of optical axis: (a) short-circuit
current; (b) open-circuit voltage; (c) filling factor; (d) maximum output power.

Figure 8. Photogenerated current density in the cell width direction at different optical axis positions.
(a) Z = 108 mm; (b) Z = 109 mm; (c) Z = 110 mm (focal plane); (d) Z = 111 mm; (e) Z = 112 mm;
(f) Z = 114 mm.
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Under non-uniform illumination, the overall short-circuit current of the multijunction
solar cell is affected by vertical current mismatch between the sub cells. Generally, the
overall output current will be limited by the minimum current of the sub cells [40,41].
In order to explore the influence of vertical current mismatch, we calculated the short-
circuit current of each sub cells [42]. Figure 9a shows the short-circuit current of the InGaP,
InGaAs and Ge sub cells. The minimum values occur at 110 mm, 111 mm and 112 mm,
respectively, which is affected by the non-uniformity of light spots of short, medium and
long wavelengths. The optical axis position of the minimum short-circuit current is basically
consistent with the position of the maximum PAR (Table 2). Moreover, current mismatch
exists between sub cells in the range of Z values between 107 to 116 mm. For Z < 108 mm,
the short-circuit current of the InGaP sub cell was slightly larger than that of InGaAs and
Ge because the spot diameters of three bands are larger than the size of the cell while
the spot of short wavelengths is relatively more concentrated. From 108 mm to 114 mm,
the minimum value of the short-circuit current of each sub cell is taken and compared
with the short-circuit current of the triple-junction solar cell (Figure 9b). The curve of the
minimum value of the short-circuit current of the sub cell basically coincides with the curve
of the triple-junction solar cells. However, when the cell was between 108 and 114 mm,
the short-circuit current of the triple-junction cell is less than the minimum value of the
short-circuit current of each sub cell, indicating that serious current mismatch exists near
the focal position.

Figure 9. (a) Short-circuit current of three sub cells; (b) Minimum short-circuit current of sub cells
and short-circuit current of triple-junction solar cell.

3.3.2. Open-Circuit Voltage

The change in the open-circuit voltage along the optical axis is shown in Figure 7b.
It can be seen that a minimum of the open-circuit voltage near the focal plane also exists, and
the maximum on both sides (Z = 108 mm, 114.5 mm) is about 3% higher than it, which is
related to the optical–electrical–thermal coupling effect caused by the non-uniform focusing.
Figure 10a shows the change in the open-circuit voltage of the InGaP, InGaAs and Ge
sub cells along the optical axis without considering the temperature. It can be seen that
the open-circuit voltages of the InGaP, InGaAs and Ge sub cells of the triple-junction cell
reach minimum at the position of Z = 110 mm, 111 mm and 112 mm, respectively. The
non-uniformity of the focusing and the mismatch between the sub cells will decrease the
open-circuit voltage. Due to the non-uniformity of illumination, the carrier concentration
is non-uniform and a potential difference on the surface of the emission region exists,
resulting in transverse current on the cell surface [43]. It can be seen from the diode model
of the solar cell that the greater the transverse potential difference on the cell surface, the
smaller the open-circuit voltage of the cell. The open-circuit voltage changes exponentially
with the radiation power. Therefore, when the concentration heterogeneity increases, the
carrier concentration gradient on the surface of the cell increases thus increasing the surface
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potential difference. Figure 10b compares the sum of the open-circuit voltage of the InGaP,
InGaAs and Ge sub cells with the open-circuit voltage of the triple-junction solar cell. The
sum of the open-circuit voltage of the sub cells basically coincides with the curve of the
triple-junction cell, indicating that the open-circuit voltage of the triple-junction solar cell is
mainly the result of the non-uniform irradiance.

Figure 10. (a) Open-circuit voltage of three sub cells; (b) Open-circuit voltage of sub cells and
open-circuit voltage of triple-junction solar cell.

In order to analyze the influence of optic–electric–thermal coupling on the open-circuit
voltage specifically, a photoelectric conversion simulation without considering coupled
effect is set in this paper in which the temperature of the cell along the optical axis is set as
a fixed value for calculation. Figure 11 shows the comparison of the open-circuit voltage
characteristics of each sub cell and the whole cell with coupling and no coupling. When
there is no coupling effect, the maximum open-circuit voltage of triple-junction cells is
2.675 v at Z = 108 mm, which is 0.047 v greater than the minimum value of 2.628 v at
Z = 112 mm. When considering the optical–electrical–thermal coupling, the maximum
voltage is 2.702 v at Z = 108 mm, which is 3% higher than the minimum. Compared with
no coupling, the difference between the maximum and minimum of open-circuit voltage
increases by 57.4%. The change in the open-circuit voltage along the optical axis cannot
be ignored due to the optical–electrical–thermal coupling caused by the non-uniform
irradiance. The minimum of open-circuit voltage near the focal plane is caused by the
strongest optical non-uniformity and the optical–electrical–thermal coupling exacerbates
the decrease in open-circuit voltage. On the contrary, at the position slightly away from
the focal plane, due to the great improvement of the non-uniformity, the photoelectric
conversion efficiency is improved and the boundary heat source is reduced. Under the
same conditions of heat dissipation, the temperature at the position slightly away from the
focal plane is reduced, which further improves the output performance of the cell and the
optical–electrical–thermal coupling further increases the open-circuit voltage.

3.3.3. Output Power

Besides the short-circuit current and open-circuit voltage, the filling factor and max-
imum power also change with the installation position of the cell (Figure 7c,d). When
Z = 112 mm, the illumination non-uniformity is the strongest and the filling factor is the
lowest, which is about 50%. At the position away from the focal plane, the filling factor
is close to 90%. The filling factor is mainly closely related to the non-uniformity of con-
centration. In the case of non-uniform illumination, the current generated in the highly
illuminated central area of the cell flows to the darker edge area through the grid line where
the transverse current is generated and the effective series resistance is increased [23,44].
The conversion efficiency is lower than that in the case of current matching and the filling
factor also decreases. The filling factor has an obvious negative correlation with PAR. Opti-
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mizing the distance can improve the non-uniformity of the illumination so as to improve
the filling factor. Figure 7d shows the variation in the maximum output power of the
triple-junction cell along the optical axis. The minimum output power at the focal plane
is 1.21 w, while the maximum output power at both sides of the focal plane (Z = 108 mm,
114.5 mm) is 2.06 wand 1.85 w. When the cell is placed at the focal plane, the maximum
output power decreases by 35%. The main reason is the decrease in the short-circuit current,
open-circuit voltage and filling factor caused by the non-uniform illumination as well as
the negative impact of comprehensive optical–electrical–thermal coupling. Compared with
the short-circuit current and open-circuit voltage, the filling factor fluctuates more signifi-
cantly. The filling factors at 108 mm, 110 mm and 114.5 mm in the optical axis direction are
76%, 62.6% and 68.8%, respectively. The optical–electrical–thermal coupling intensifies the
negative effect of the non-uniformity near the focal plane, causing the cell temperature to
increase by 15%, the open-circuit voltage to decrease from 2.7 v to 2.63 v and the maximum
output power to decrease further by 1.2%. It can be seen that the coupling effects of the
non-uniformity of the focusing, the spectral mismatch between the focusing spectrum and
the multijunction cell design and the increase in cell temperature are the key reasons for
the decline in the output power of the multijunction cell near the focal plane.

Figure 11. Open-circuit voltage at different optical axis positions. (a) InGaP sub cell; (b) InGaAs sub
cell; (c) Ge sub cell; (d) Triple-junction solar cell.

4. Experiment Results

In order to verify the influence of optical–electrical–thermal coupling on the cell
along the optical axis, an outdoor experimental platform was built for test and verification.
As shown in Figure 12, The experimental equipment is fixed on the sun tracker so that the
lens and solar cell front are facing the sun at all times. The solar cell with the focusing spot
irradiated on the surface is shown in the insect. The aperture area of the lens is 15,125 mm2

and the focal length is 110 mm. The material of the Fresnel lens is PMMA and the size of
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the triple-junction cell is 5.5 mm × 5.5 mm in which case the geometric concentration is
about 500×.

Figure 12. Outdoor performance test of the triple-junction solar cell. The insect shows the solar cell
with the focusing spot irradiated on the surface.

The experiment was carried out from 12:30 to 13:00 on the top floor of the Solar Energy
Research Institute of Sun Yat-sen University in Guangzhou. During this period, the outdoor
ambient temperature is around 36 ◦C. The temperature difference fluctuation is no more
than 1 °C and the DNI is 830–850 w/m2. Moreover, the average wind speed is 1 m/s.
The experiment is carried out by adjusting the triaxial displacement table to change the
relative distance between the Fresnel lens and the cell. The adjustment range is 10 mm
away from the focal plane. The thermocouple for measuring the cell temperature is pasted
on the back of the aluminum plate so that the focus incident on the cell surface was not
interfered. Under the experimental conditions, the changes in the short-circuit current,
open-circuit voltage, filling factor and output power of the triple-junction cell along the
optical axis are shown in Figure 13a–d. It can be clearly seen that the short-circuit current
decreases by 7.7%, the open circuit voltage decreases from 2.67 v to 2.62 v and the maximum
output power decreases by 24%. Table 3 shows the key photovoltaic parameters and cell
temperature with the different distances of the cell from the Fresnel. It can be seen that
due to the non-uniformity, the output power is minimum near the focal plane and the
temperature reaches maximum 63.2 ◦C, which is 6.4 ◦C higher than the maximum output
power positions (Z = 108 mm). The irradiance and temperature would change slightly in a
short time under the outdoor conditions, but the test results are basically consistent with
the change trend calculated by the model.

Table 3. The output performance and temperature of the cell at different positions of the optical axis.

Distance of the Cell
from the Fresnel (mm) 108 110 112 114 116

Tcell (
◦C ) 56.8 62.2 63.2 58.2 51.9

Isc (A) 0.957 0.924 0.943 0.973 0.821
Voc (V) 2.656 2.636 2.621 2.645 2.667

FF 0.783 0.726 0.617 0.687 0.777
Pmax (W) 1.990 1.769 1.529 1.767 1.702
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Figure 13. Variation in output parameters in the optical axis direction. (a) Short-circuit current;
(b) Open-circuit voltage; (c) Filling factor; (d) Output power.

5. Conclusions and Discussion

The non-uniform irradiance, the mismatch between the focusing spectrum and the
spectrum of multijunction cell design and the increase in cell temperature are the key
factors affecting the photoelectric performance of the multijunction cell. The coupling
effect of three factors intensifies its negative impact. Through the optical model, the light
intensity and spectral characteristics under the concentration of the Fresnel lens are calcu-
lated, and an optical–electrical–thermal coupling model under non-uniform illumination is
established to analyze the coupled influence on the cells. The results show that optimizing
the placement position of the multijunction cell in the direction of the optical axis can
effectively alleviate the negative effects of optical–electrical–thermal coupling caused by
non-uniformity of focusing, spectral mismatch and increasing temperature. The main
conclusions are as follows:

1. Non-uniformity of concentration: The dispersion effect causes the irradiance concen-
trated, the spectrum distribution, energy and non-uniformity change significantly at
different positions along the optical axis. Moreover, the energy proportion of short,
medium and long wavelengths on the cell surface does not change synchronously
thus causing the spectrum mismatch (including on the focal plane). For a Z value
smaller than the focal distance, the loss of medium and long wavelengths mainly
exists. For a Z value larger than the focal distance, the loss of short wavelengths
mainly occurs. The non-uniformity of short, medium and long bands is the largest at
110.5 mm, 111.4 mm and 112.3 mm, respectively, and the non-uniformity of all wave
bands is the largest at 111.8 mm, which is the result of the synthesis of the three bands.

2. Output performance of multijunction cells: The non-uniformity of the focusing causes
the photoelectric performance of the cell placed near the focal plane to decline the most.
The optical–electrical–thermal coupling caused by the temperature rise aggravates the
negative impact at the focal plane. Based on the numerical analysis of the coupling
model and experiments, it was recommended that optimizing the placement position
of the multijunction cell in the direction of the optical axis can effectively alleviate the
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negative effects of optical–electrical–thermal coupling caused by non-uniformity. In
the passive heat dissipation condition of 500 times geometric concentration, compared
with the cell placed on the on-focus position, the output power of the solar cell placed
2 mm in front of the focal plane increases by 35% and cell temperature decreases
by 15%.

The proposed coupled model gives the effects of optical–electrical–thermal coupling
on the output performance and the temperature of the multijunction solar cells. However,
the simulated value of efficiency decline on the focal plane is higher than those in our
experiments. It may result from several factors not modeled, such as the limit of tunneling
current of tunnel diodes. However, the coupled effect of multiple physical fields is very
common because the non-uniform illumination is a frequent occurrence during the process
of power generation. Overall, the simulated trends agree with the experiment result. It can
be highlighted that the optical–electrical–thermal coupling effect is strongly affected by
non-uniform illumination caused by the dispersion effect. The negative effects caused by
non-uniform focusing near the focal plane are exacerbated by the coupled effect, which
is caused by the non-uniformity of focusing, spectral mismatch and rising temperature.
Therefore, optimizing the distance of the cell on the optical axis is essential for effectively
alleviating the negative impact of coupling without extra cost. The choice must be carried
out through experimental procedures rather than simulation-only approaches. Further
work will focus on the analysis of the coupled effect on a CPV system equipped with
secondary optical elements, as well as the analysis of other unavoidable problems of the
system such as illumination change caused by sun tracker error.
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