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Continuous High-Intensity Illumination
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Abstract—Photovoltaic devices that operate under extremely
high irradiances, such as laser power converters (LPCs), may also
operate at elevated temperatures, even under active cooling, as the
result of large temperature gradients. We demonstrate the opera-
tion of GaAs LPC devices under orders of magnitude of irradiances
up to 150 W/cm2 in a monochromatic laser simulator with an
active cooling stage. The steady-state open-circuit voltage (VOC)
as a function of irradiance is known to droop at high irradiance
as the result of junction heating, but the junction temperature can
be difficult to measure by conventional methods. Fast, transient
VOC measurements under these extreme operating conditions are
used here to determine the junction temperature. Empirical VOC

temperature coefficients of the devices at each irradiance of interest
are determined and used as an integral part of this technique. We
show that the thermal design of different LPC devices strongly
affects the operating temperature of the junctions. Knowledge of
the operating temperature can be a strong tool for understanding
the nature of loss mechanisms and improving the design for the
operation of photovoltaic LPCs at high irradiances. This technique
can be used for laboratory devices during initial design as well as
to characterize mass-produced and packaged devices for quality
control.

Index Terms—Laser power converter (LPC), optical heating,
photovoltaic (PV) device, temperature measurement.

I. INTRODUCTION

LASER power converters (LPCs) are photovoltaic (PV)
devices that convert directed monochromatic light into

electricity. Optical wireless power transmission over fiber optics
or through free space that utilizes LPCs has many important
applications to transfer energy without electrical conductors [1].
Power conversion efficiencies of GaAs LPC devices around 69%
have been demonstrated [2] and efficiencies could theoretically
approach 85% [3]. As optical power densities are increased,
both the usefulness of practical LPC applications and the device
efficiencies could potentially increase, but loss mechanisms,
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such as nonradiative Auger recombination and resistance (I2R),
become increasingly dominant. These loss mechanisms collec-
tively generate heat, which further deteriorates the performance
of PV devices if not effectively dissipated. Under high-intensity
illumination, which is typically absorbed within the first several
micrometers of LPC device depth, large thermal gradients can
exist even when active cooling is utilized. The nonideal ther-
mal properties of typical semiconductor materials (e.g., GaAs
substrates) only exacerbate this problem. The proper design of
LPC devices requires a thorough understanding of the optical
properties of the semiconductor, which depend on the operating
temperature of the p-n junction [4]. Multijunction LPC device
performance can be particularly sensitive to temperature varia-
tions [5]. Understanding the heat transfer processes of packaged
or cooled high-power devices under extreme operating condi-
tions can be difficult and, sometimes, counterintuitive without
careful modeling. Due to the large thermal gradients within
micrometers, it is impossible to measure and, thus control,
the PV junction temperature under operating conditions using
conventional methods, such as thermocouples or RTD sensors.

Some previous LPC measurements have utilized a white-light
flash simulator, for which the short duration of the flash (on the
order of milliseconds) minimizes the heating effects during con-
trolled characterization [2], but these measurement conditions
are significantly different from the final application conditions. It
is, therefore, essential to devise a method to accurately measure
the temperature of PV LPC device junction within its intended
operating conditions for device characterization, modeling, and
design.

The open-circuit voltage (VOC) of solar cells [6], [7] and
thermophotovoltaic [8], [9] PV devices has long been recognized
as an excellent probe of temperature since it is a strong function
of temperature and irradiance [10], [11], [12] and can, thus, be
used to extract the temperature of the PV junction. In this article,
we present and demonstrate a practical method of determining
the junction temperature under LPC operating conditions using
VOC as a probe.

II. FAST VOC METHOD

When a PV device at thermal equilibrium (T0) in the dark
is suddenly illuminated, the absorption of photons leads to the
generation of electron–hole pairs and the concurrent production
of heat. This heat gradually accumulates in the device while it
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Fig. 1. Fast transient VOC measurements of inverted (blue) and upright
(red) GaAs 1J LPC devices under approximately 150-W/cm2 808-nm laser
illumination. The devices were mounted on a 20 °C temperature-controlled stage.
Data resolution is 2–9 ms and the shutter opened at 0.5 s within 6 ms.

also dissipates to the surroundings, approaching a steady-state
condition. The rate of heat flow is significantly slower than the
rates of photon and electron flow, so we assume that VOC of the
device is a direct function of the instantaneous temperature and
total irradiance (Etot), with the electrons at quasi-steady state.
If VOC is measured quickly enough, the highest voltage Vpeak

measured immediately after illumination can be assumed to be
VOC (T0, Etot). Over the course of the next few milliseconds,
seconds, minutes, or hours, the device heats up and VOC (T(t),
Etot) drops as a function of time as shown in Fig. 1 toward a
steady-state value VSS where the rate of heat extraction balances
the rate of optical heating [9]. By adjusting an active cooling
stage until VSS is the same as Vpeak measured at a previously
controlled reference temperature (e.g., T0 = 25 °C) [9], an IV
curve can be acquired at the reference temperature even though
the large thermal gradient still exists and the previous steady-
state temperature is still unknown. Alternatively, if we know the
behavior of VOC as a function of temperature at a particular
irradiance, we can directly determine the actual temperature
at the thermal steady-state [13]. Over the typical operating
temperature ranges of PV devices, this dependence is usually
found to be linear and is characterized by a VOC temperature
coefficient.

III. EXPERIMENTAL

In this study, we characterize two 500 μm × 500 μm
single-junction (1J) GaAs LPC devices with different structures,
as shown in Fig. 2. Both GaAs PV devices were grown by
organo-metallic vapor phase epitaxy with lattice-matched GaInP
window and back-surface-field layers for electrical passivation.
Thick window layers (nominally 1 μm) were used in order to
minimize the sheet resistance in LPC devices, but no antireflec-
tive (AR) coating was applied. The main difference between the
two devices is that one was grown upright and processed on the
GaAs substrate (as is most typical) while the other was grown
inverted, electroplated with gold, epoxied to a silicon wafer, and

Fig. 2. Schematics of inverted (left) and upright (right) LPC device structures.
The red arrows indicate optical radiation and the black arrows show various heat
flow pathways.

Fig. 3. Current density map of the 808-nm laser illumination spot as it was
rastered over a 500 µm × 500 µm 1J GaAs LPC device. The square in the center
shows the size of the device mesa in relation to the laser beam.

the GaAs substrate removed before final front-side processing
[14], [15], making a thin-film device. Both devices were ho-
mojunction structures with about 100 nm n-doped emitter and
thicker 2- or 3-μm p-doped base absorber. The inverted device
was thinner than the upright device by design because the gold
back-surface-reflector provided a double pass of light for nearly
complete absorption. An upright 3-GaAs-junction device with
thin GaAs/AlGaAs tunnel junctions, similar to the 1J upright
device, was also fabricated and designed for current-matched
junctions at 808 nm, but only the VOC temperature coefficients
of the 3J device are presented here.

The LPC devices were measured under 808-nm monochro-
matic light using a 35-W solid-state laser coupled to a reflective
collimator via a fiber optic cable. The resulting light profile has
a full width at half maximum of approximately 3 mm, which
significantly overfills the small device area, providing fairly uni-
form illumination (within about ±5%) on the device, as shown
in Fig. 3. The laser irradiance on the device was varied over
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Fig. 4. Steady-state light JV curves of upright LPC device (MU836) under
various irradiances of continuous 808-nm laser illumination and controlled stage
temperatures (shown by color). The lowest irradiances measured are not shown
here.

several orders of magnitude by adjusting the laser input current
and adding neutral density filters at a low input current just above
the laser threshold current (6 A). Light current density–voltage
(JV) curves at various irradiance and temperatures were obtained
using a source-meter unit, as shown in Fig. 4. Assuming linearity
of the photocurrent with incident intensity, the total irradiance
on the DUT was self-calibrated from the 1J device JSC by

Etot =
JSC

EQE (λ)

hc

qλ
(1)

where hc
qλ

= 1.53 eV for the λ = 808-nm laser illumination. The
external quantum efficiency (EQE) is measured using chopped
light scanned through a monochromator as typical for simple
PV devices. The EQE (808 nm) at 20 °C was about 60% to
67% for the devices without AR coating studied here, as shown
in Fig. 5. While the EQE of these devices at 808 nm is not
expected to change much with temperature, the EQE closer to
the band-edge may change significantly with temperature and
would, thus, need to be considered if the self-calibration of (1)
is used.

Although the mesa-isolated LPC devices measured were
small, the entire sample wafers with many devices were much
larger (about 15 mm × 20 mm) providing better thermal contact
with the stage. The full samples were vacuum-held to a nickel-
plated, copper stage that was temperature-controlled between
0 and 60 °C with a thermoelectric controller. Although the
devices were similar in many respects, the specifics of the lateral
and vertical heat flow through thermal resistances in this setup
(shown schematically in Fig. 2) resulted in different junction
temperatures under high-intensity illumination, which helps to
demonstrate this temperature measurement technique.

At each illumination condition and stage temperature, fast
transient VOC measurements [9] were also recorded as a function
of time as a Uniblitz shutter was opened. This shutter is rated to
completely open within 6 ms. VOC was measured and recorded

Fig. 5. EQE as a function of wavelength of inverted (blue) and upright (red)
single-junction GaAs LPC devices without AR coating.

every 2–9 ms, as shown in Fig. 1. VOC initially rises to a peak
value Vpeak that is assumed to be VOC at the stage temperature
Tstage then falls to the steady-state VOC value VSS over the
course of several seconds. This steady-state VSS from the fast
VOC measurement is the same as VOC determined from the
JV curves, where the temperature was stabilized at the laser
irradiance for more than 20 s prior to measurement, and the
voltage was typically swept from reverse to forward directions.

IV. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

The junction temperature of the cell during steady-state JV
measurements TSS was calculated at each operating condition
from

ΔT = (TSS − Tstage) =
ΔV

dVOC/dT (JSC)
(2)

where ΔV = (VSS − Vpeak) from the transient measurement.
Vpeak is the maximum VOC achieved immediately after opening
the shutter and VSS is the steady-state VOC after the operating
LPC device heats up to its steady-state elevated temperature
under the laser irradiance used. The VOC temperature coeffi-
cient, dVOC/dT, is dependent on the photocurrent density that
results from a particular irradiance (i.e., JSC for 1J devices)
[10] so it is not often straightforward to extract the value from
the literature at high irradiance. Often PV VOC temperature
coefficients that can be found in the literature are given only
at one-sun solar irradiance [16] but for some concentrating PV
devices are given as a function of concentration [17], [18]. We
empirically extract the dVOC/dT slope from measurements of
Vpeak as a function of stage temperature [13] shown as triangles
in Fig. 6 at each irradiance level (color). We also note that the
data are, indeed, linear over this range as assumed. The actual
junction temperature at steady state is determined from (2); thus,
the shifted VSS versus TSS data (circles) fall on the same line as
the Vpeak versus Tstage data.
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Fig. 6. dVOC/dT coefficient is determined from the fit slope of Vpeak versus
Tstage data (triangles) at each irradiance level (labeled and indicated by color).
VSS is shifted to TSS using (2) and shown as circle markers. Data are only shown
for the upright LPC device (MU836) for clarity.

Fig. 7. VOC temperature coefficient (i.e., dVOC/dT) as a function of JSC for
several 500 µm × 500 µm GaAs LPC devices derived from slopes fit from
of Vpeak versus Tstage data, as illustrated in Fig. 6. The dVOC/dT slope for
the 3J device (green) was divided by 3 to show the dVOC/dT value for each
individual junction. The dashed lines show theoretical trends for n = 1 and 2.
Open black markers indicate literature values of larger area GaAs cells (circle
= [18], triangle = [11], square = [15]).

The empirically extracted dVOC/dT for several GaAs devices
including the two 1J devices studied here are shown as a function
of JSC in Fig. 7. Theoretically, the VOC temperature coefficient
can be understood by differentiating the diode equation

VOC =
n kBT

q
ln

(
JSC

J0
− 1

)
(3)

where n is the ideality factor, kB is Boltzmann’s constant, T is the
temperature, q is the elemental charge, J0 is the reverse saturation

current density, and JSC is the short-circuit current density. The
empirical temperature dependence of J0 given by [11], [12],
[17], [19], [20]

J0 ∝ T 3/ne−Eg/nkBT (4)

whereEg is the bandgap. Substituting (4) into (3), differentiating
and neglecting the (-1) term as well as the resulting JSC temper-
ature coefficient term (which is typically relatively small), the
VOC temperature coefficient can be estimated by

dVOC

dT
≈ 1

T

[
VOC − 3nkBT

q
− nEg

q

]
+

n

q

dEg

dT
. (5)

Substituting VOC from (3), we can understand the logarithmic
dependence of dVOC/dT with JSC

dVOC

dT
≈ nkB

e
ln (JSC)−nkB

e
ln (J0)− 3nkB

e
−nEg

e T
+
n

e

dEg

dT
.

(6)
Here, the first term gives the JSC dependence of the VOC

temperature coefficient as shown as dashed lines in Fig. 7 for
ideality factors of n = 1 and 2. The second term results in
differences between devices based on diode quality through J0.
This term may be influenced by the junction structure and by
perimeter recombination in small cells. The remaining terms
depending on the bandgap are well described by the Varshi
equation and are the same for all GaAs PV devices. Finally,
it should be recognized that the ideality factor may itself be
a function of JSC, as GaAs devices often require a two-diode
model. Thus, we see from Fig. 7 that the VOC temperature
coefficient varies between similar device structures and is a
strong function of current density, so it is extremely helpful to
actually measure each device design at the intended operating
conditions for the lowest uncertainty in junction temperature
determination.

A summary of all the VOC measurements for temperature
extraction of the two 1J GaAs LPC devices is shown in Fig. 8 as
a function of the laser irradiance. The peak VOC from transient
measurements (see Fig. 1) is shown in the top panel and the
steady-state VOC, which is the same as the JV extracted VOC,
is shown in the second panel. The difference between these
VOC values is shown in the third panel, on a logarithmic scale.
This VOC difference is negligible and below the measurement
uncertainties at low irradiances but is extremely large at high
irradiances, particularly in the upright LPC device, whereΔVOC

due to heating exceeds 100 mV. The temperature rise in the last
panel is calculated from (2) using the empirically determined
dVOC/dT values of the particular device taken from Fig. 7 as
a function of the current density. The temperature rise is fairly
linear with irradiance (on a log–log scale) for both devices, but
the slope is very different between devices depending on how
efficiently the heat is extracted. While the temperature rise at a
steady state with 150-W/cm2 laser illumination of the inverted
GaAs LPC is only about 20 °C, the temperature of the upright
GaAs LPC device rises by about 100 °C.
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Fig. 8. Peak (top panel) and steady-state (second panel) VOC as a function of
irradiance (bottom axis) and stage temperature (color). The VOC difference
(third panel) and temperature rise (bottom panel) calculated from (2) using
dVOC/dT from Fig. 7. Data for inverted (triangles) and upright (circles) GaAs
LPC devices are both shown. Uncertainty of ΔT is indicated by shading for
inverted (pink) and upright (blue) assuming 50% uncertainty in dVOC/dT.

The relative uncertainty of ΔT from (2) is given by

U (ΔT )

ΔT
=

√(
U (ΔVOC)

ΔVOC

)2

+

(
U (dVOC/dT )

dVOC/dT

)2

. (7)

While the relative uncertainty ofΔVOC is limited by the speed
and accuracy of the transient VOC measurement to determine
Vpeak, this uncertainty term is typically quite small compared
to the second term whenever ΔVOC is above the noise. The
uncertainty in the junction temperature derived by this method is,
therefore, dominated by the uncertainty of dVOC/dT. Any degra-
dation or instability in device performance as the temperature
is changed to make this measurement makes the accurate deter-
mination of dVOC/dT difficult. Measurement of devices at high
temperatures and irradiances to cover the range of interest could
cause them to degrade slightly in voltage performance. Thus,
the importance of careful empirical measurement of dVOC/dT
is evident for highly accurate temperature determination. Even
assuming high relative uncertainties in dVOC/dT (perhaps as
high as 50% based on the spread in Fig. 7), it is clear from the
order-of-magnitude difference in ΔVOC in Fig. 8 that there is a

Fig. 9. Fill factor and efficiency of JV curves of the upright GaAs LPC
device shown in Fig. 4 as a function irradiance (bottom axis), controlled stage
temperature (marker), and calculated steady-state junction temperature (color).
Lines are inserted and labeled to guide the eye between similar steady-state
junction temperatures.

significant difference in the heating of the two 1J LPC devices
studied here.

While the low thermal conductivity (0.95 W/m/K from TRA-
bond 2151 spec sheet) of the ∼10-μm-thick epoxy layer would
intuitively suggest poor heat dissipation in the inverted LPC
device shown schematically in Fig. 2(left), it may be that the
very effective lateral heat transport through the ∼1-μm-thick
gold (318 W/m/K) away from the laser-illuminated area allows it
to remain cooler than the upright LPC device, which is limited by
the 300-μm-thick GaAs substrate (56 W/m/K) with thermal con-
ductivities much less than gold. In addition, the area around the
small cell of the inverted LPC is a highly reflective back-contact
gold, which prevents much of the beam outside the device area
from being absorbed by the substrate. The machined temperature
stage is, upon close inspection, very jagged, preventing close
contact with the flat sample back, so thermal pastes may improve
the thermal contact of both devices. Detailed three-dimensional
thermal modeling of these devices could better elucidate these
results but it is beyond the scope of this article.

In a well-designed LPC package, excellent thermal extraction
is of primary importance. The temperature of the package may
not be actively controlled, but if the LPC package temperature
can be measured at thermal equilibrium with the laser OFF, then
this technique can be used with similar fast VOC measurements
after turning the laser ON. This technique for the operando tem-
perature measurement could confirm and quantify the efficacy
of the thermal packaging of the LPC device.

Finally, the fill factor (FF) and efficiency of the measured
JV curves (upright device only) are summarized in Fig. 9.
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The efficiency of the 1J LPC device was determined by [2]

η =
Pout

Etot
=

Vmpp Jmpp

JSC

qλ

hc
EQE (λ) (8)

where Vmpp and Jmpp are the voltage and current density at
the maximum power point of the JV curve, respectively. Note
that while this technique can also be used for vertical multi-
junction LPCs [21], the second equality of (8) is invalid for
stacked multijunction LPC devices, due to different EQEs in
each junction. A multijunction LPC requires Etot to be deter-
mined with a separate 1J calibration device for the efficiency
calculation.

The fill factor and efficiency data in Fig. 9 are parameterized
as a function of both the controlled stage temperature (shown
by symbol) and by the junction temperature determined from
this method (shown by color and connected with guiding lines).
The significant drop in (FF) and efficiency that occurs at high
irradiances at a constant stage temperature can now be seen to
be largely the result of voltage loss due to sample heating of
this device. The remaining drop in FF and efficiency at high
irradiance can be attributed to resistive losses. Separating these
two loss mechanisms is essential for the optimization of LPC
device designs for high irradiance operation. For example, it is
clear from Fig. 9 that the efficiency of this upright LPC at high
irradiance could be greatly improved just by improving the heat
extraction.

V. CONCLUSION

This article describes an invaluable technique to determine
the junction temperature of PV LPC devices under continuous
monochromatic illumination even at very high irradiances in
their typical operating conditions. The VOC temperature coeffi-
cient is determined empirically in this technique as a function of
JSC so no assumptions must be made about the device properties.
We have quantified significant differences in the thermal design
of two similar GaAs LPC devices using this technique. Knowl-
edge of the true steady-state junction temperature elucidates
the mechanisms of power loss at high irradiances and could
accelerate the development of thermal packaging for improved
optical power transfer efficiencies.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors thank Michelle Young and Sarah Collins for
device fabrication; Kevin Schulte, Nikos Kopidakis, and Stephen
Gorin for discussions, and for support of this work and its
dissemination for further business development. The views ex-
pressed in the article do not necessarily represent the views
of the DOE or the U.S. Government. The U.S. Government
retains and the publisher, by accepting the article for publication,
acknowledges that the U.S. Government retains a nonexclusive,
paid-up, irrevocable, worldwide license to publish or reproduce

the published form of this work, or allow others to do so, for
U.S. Government purposes.

REFERENCES

[1] C. Algora et al., “Beaming power: Photovoltaic laser power converters for
power-by-light,” Joule, vol. 6, pp. 1–29, 2021.

[2] H. Helmers et al., “68.9% efficient GaAs-based photonic power conversion
enabled by photon recycling and optical resonance,” Phys. Status Solidi
RRL, vol. 15, 2021, Art. no. 2100113.

[3] S. D. Jarvis, “Towards high efficiency photovoltaics for applications in
laser power beaming,” Ph.D. dissertation, Univ. Surrey, Guildford, U.K.,
Jul. 2017. [Online]. Available: https://www.proquest.com/openview/
633120259c8551f337b5da2ca6cc1325/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=202
6366

[4] O. Hohn, A. W. Walker, A. W. Bett, and H. Helmers, “Optimal laser
wavelength for efficient laser power converter operation over temperature,”
Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 108, 2016, Art. no. 241104.

[5] S. K. Reichmuth et al., “On the temperature dependence of dual-junction
laser power converters,” Prog. Photovolt.: Res. Appl., vol. 25, pp. 67–75,
2017.

[6] D. H. Levi et al., “Self-reference procedure to reduce uncertainty in
module calibration,” in Proc. IEEE 44th Photovolt. Specialists Conf., 2017,
pp. 467–471, doi: 10.1109/PVSC.2017.8366752.

[7] Photovoltaic Devices - Part 5: Determination of the Equivalent Cell
Temperature (ECT) of Photovoltaic (PV) Devices by the Open-Circuit
Voltage Method, Standard IEC 60904-5, IEC, Geneva, Switzerland, 2011.

[8] K. Emery, “Characterizing thermophotovoltaic cells,” Semicond. Sci.
Technol., vol. 18, pp. S228–S231, 2003.

[9] T. Moriarty and K. Emery, “Thermophotovoltaic cell tempera-
ture measurement issues,” AIP Conf. Proc., vol. 460, pp. 301–311,
1999.

[10] A. Braun, E. A. Katz, and J. M. Gordon, “Basic aspects of the temperature
coefficients of concentrator solar cell performance parameters,” Prog.
Photovolt.: Res. Appl., vol. 21, pp. 1087–1094, 2013.

[11] J. C. C. Fan, “Theoretical temperature dependence of solar cell parame-
ters,” Sol. Cells, vol. 17, pp. 309–315, 1986.

[12] G. S. Kinsey et al., “Concentrator multijunction solar cell characteris-
tics under variable intensity and temperature,” Prog. Photovolt., vol. 16,
pp. 503–508, 2008.

[13] R. M. France and M. A. Steiner, “High-irradiance degradation studies
of metamorphic 1eV GaInAs solar cells,” MRS Online Proc. Library,
vol. 1432, pp. 105–110, 2012.

[14] J. F. Geisz et al., “High-efficiency GaInP/GaAs/InGaAs triple-junction
solar cells grown inverted with a metamorphic bottom junction,” Appl.
Phys. Lett., vol. 91, 2007, Art. no. 023502.

[15] M. A. Steiner et al., “Optical enhancement of the open-circuit volt-
age in high quality GaAs solar cells,” J. Appl. Phys., vol. 113, 2013,
Art. no. 123109.

[16] M. A. Steiner et al., “Temperature-dependent measurements of an
inverted metamorphic multijunction (IMM) solar cell,” in Proc.
37th IEEE Photovolt. Specialists Conf., 2011, pp. 002527–002532,
doi: 10.1109/PVSC.2011.6186461.

[17] H. Helmers, M. Schachtner, and A. W. Bett, “Influence of temperature and
irradiance on triple-junction solar subcells,” Sol. Energy Mater. Sol. Cells,
vol. 116, pp. 144–152, 2013.

[18] K. Nishioka et al., “Evaluation of temperature characteristics of
high-efficiency InGaP/InGaAs/Ge triple-junction solar cells under con-
centration,” Sol. Energy Mater. Sol. Cells, vol. 85, pp. 429–436,
2005.

[19] E. E. Perl et al., “Measurements and modeling of III-V solar cells
at high temperatures up to 400°C,” IEEE J. Photovolt., vol. 6, no. 5,
pp. 1345–1352, Sep. 2016.

[20] D. J. Friedman, “Modelling of tandem cell temperature coefficients,”
in Proc. 25th IEEE Photovolt. Specialists Conf., 1996, pp. 89–92,
doi: 10.1109/PVSC.1996.563954.

[21] S. Fafard et al., “Ultrahigh efficiencies in vertical epitaxial heterostructure
architectures,” Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 108, 2016, Art. no. 071101.

This article has been accepted for inclusion in a future issue of this journal. Content is final as presented, with the exception of pagination. 

Authorized licensed use limited to: University of Ottawa. Downloaded on September 06,2023 at 15:30:23 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 

https://www.proquest.com/openview/633120259c8551f337b5da2ca6cc1325/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=2026366
https://www.proquest.com/openview/633120259c8551f337b5da2ca6cc1325/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=2026366
https://www.proquest.com/openview/633120259c8551f337b5da2ca6cc1325/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=2026366
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/PVSC.2017.8366752
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/PVSC.2011.6186461
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/PVSC.1996.563954


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 900
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00111
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 1200
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00083
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00063
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


