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ABSTRACT: This study proposes a novel visual maintenance method for photovoltaic (PV) modules based on a
two-stage Wiener degradation model, addressing the limitations of traditional PV maintenance strategies that often
result in insufficient or excessive maintenance. The approach begins by constructing a two-stage Wiener process
performance degradation model and a remaining life prediction model under perfect maintenance conditions using
historical degradation data of PV modules. This enables accurate determination of the optimal timing for post-
failure corrective maintenance. To optimize the maintenance strategy, the study establishes a comprehensive cost
model aimed at minimizing the long-term average cost rate. The model considers multiple cost factors, including
inspection costs, preventive maintenance costs, restorative maintenance costs, and penalty costs associated with
delayed fault detection. Through this optimization framework, the method determines both the optimal maintenance
threshold and the ideal timing for predictive maintenance actions. Comparative analysis demonstrates that the two-
stage Wiener model provides superior fitting performance compared to conventional linear and nonlinear degradation
models. When evaluated against traditional maintenance approaches, including Wiener process-based corrective
maintenance strategies and static periodic maintenance strategies, the proposed method demonstrates significant
advantages in reducing overall operational costs while extending the effective service life of PV components. The
method achieves these improvements through effective coordination between reliability optimization and economic
benefit maximization, leading to enhanced power generation performance. These results indicate that the proposed
approach offers a more balanced and efficient solution for PV system maintenance.
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1 Introduction

The photovoltaic (PV) module serves as a core component of PV power generation systems, and
its stable performance directly influences the power output and economic viability of PV power stations.
During extended periods of outdoor operation, PV modules are vulnerable to various environmental factors,
including dust accumulation, hot spot effects, moisture infiltration, mechanical damage, and degradation.
These factors can result in diminished power generation efficiency and potentially cause permanent damage,
significantly reducing the operational lifespan of PV modules [1,2].

Maintenance is crucial for ensuring system reliability and safety in PV system operation. Currently, the
inspection interval of PV modules primarily relies on human experience and lacks quantitative standards.
While shortening the interval benefits equipment monitoring and hidden danger detection, it increases
inspection costs and accelerates component degradation. Conversely, extending the interval can reduce
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operation and maintenance costs and improve equipment utilization rates, but it may increase the risk of
failure [3,4]. Reference [5] examines existing research on PV operation and maintenance management,
categorizing it into four interrelated areas: maintenance strategy, performance indicators, degradation mod-
eling, and maintenance optimization and planning. It explores various PV system maintenance strategies
and emphasizes the necessity of a comprehensive PV operation and maintenance approach. Reference [6]
reviews operational and maintenance strategies and methods for mitigating various types of PV system
failures, discussing the characteristics of these strategies and their effectiveness in quickly and efficiently
detecting failures with minimal error. Reference [1] classifies PV module maintenance according to preven-
tion, correction, prediction, and emergency failure maintenance methods, discussing their corresponding
environmental impacts. It presents key comparisons between different strategies, along with an economic
assessment of maintenance costs and increased energy production. Therefore, studying maintenance strate-
gies that consider stable equipment operation, maximum effective time, minimal inspection costs, and
extended remaining life is of significant theoretical and practical importance for improving the overall
efficiency and economic benefits of PV systems.

The primary PV module maintenance strategies encompass restorative maintenance, preventive main-
tenance, and predictive maintenance [6]. Restorative maintenance primarily addresses system repairs after
failures, though the resulting damage may reduce the system’s reliability during service. Preventive mainte-
nance includes periodic and discretionary approaches. Reference [7] examines the impact of maintenance
behaviors and system reliability on PV power generation to explore minimal maintenance strategies ensuring
profitable system operation. Reference [8] expresses maintenance costs over a PV systemss lifetime as two
decision variables and functions, determining optimal value time and function to minimize expected total
maintenance costs. Reference [9] combines reliability and ash accumulation models to develop a preventive
maintenance cycle model for residential rooftop and distributed PV power plants, optimizing the cycle
by minimizing maintenance costs. However, fixed-cycle maintenance during optimal PV module opera-
tion can increase resource costs and may not address sudden, non-cyclical failures promptly. Dependent
maintenance can reduce unnecessary maintenance and costs by precisely identifying components and
fault types requiring repair, while also detecting and addressing potential failure hazards promptly, thus
minimizing failure-related losses [10]. Reference [11] addresses erratic power generation in PV systems
caused by complex external environments and extreme weather impacts. It proposes an opportunistic
maintenance approach under random impacts, integrating these into the natural degradation process,
formulating a reliability function, and modeling to minimize average maintenance expenses. The Zebra
algorithm is adopted to determine the reliability threshold for cost reduction. Although this approach’s
average maintenance cost is relatively high, it ensures reliability and reduces overall maintenance costs.
Reference [12] tackles high maintenance costs due to unreasonable PV system maintenance groups, focusing
on key components and proposing maintenance strategies considering structural correlation. By establishing
a reliability model and using the bacteria foraging algorithm to find the optimal threshold, the average
maintenance cost is reduced, decreasing costs by 26.7% and 4.9% compared to traditional methods. In
Reference [13], Wiener process modeling of element action unit performance degradation describes the
random deterioration of maintenance quality combined with Beta distribution. An optimization strategy
aiming at long-term maintenance cost rate determines the optimal preventive maintenance threshold,
inspection cycle, and frequency, with Monte Carlo simulation analyzing parameter influences. Reference [14]
proposes a two-stage condition-based maintenance (CBM) optimization method considering randomness
and economic dependence, optimizing multi-component system maintenance strategies based on prognostic
information. System-level decision-making combines preventive and corrective maintenance to improve
prediction reliability. Reference [15] examines repairable systems under dynamic environments, modeling
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system degradation with Wiener processes, simulating environmental changes with Markov processes,
and optimizing maintenance strategies using Markov decision process (MDP) frameworks and dynamic
programming to minimize expected costs. Reference [3] constructs a CBM strategy based on the expected
discounted cost function (EDCF) under the MDP framework for degraded systems described by diffusion
processes, analyzing structural characteristics and proposing an iterative algorithm to solve the optimal
strategy. Reference [16], based on the Wiener process degradation model, proposes combining degradation
trajectories to adaptively update the remaining life of PV modules, establishing an interest time-domain
rolling-optimized dynamic predictive maintenance strategy through remaining life prediction information,
reducing maintenance costs and prolonging service life. In practical applications, PV module performance
degradation typically exhibits two-stage characteristics due to natural environmental erosion, product aging,
and external unexpected shocks [17-20].

In summary, this paper presents a deeming maintenance strategy for two-stage degradation systems,
grounded in the degradation model of real PV modules. The strategy incorporates not only the costs
associated with inspection, preventive maintenance, and restorative maintenance but also introduces a
penalty cost for delayed fault detection in practical engineering scenarios. The optimization objective of
the proposed deeming maintenance strategy is to minimize the long-term average cost rate. It determines
the optimal values for two decision variables: the pre-maintenance threshold and the periodic inspection
interval. Furthermore, this study derives a mathematical analytical equation for the long-term average cost
rate based on the two-stage Wiener degradation model, thereby reducing maintenance costs and enhancing
the availability of PV power generation systems.

2 PV Module Dependent Maintenance Strategy
2.1 Maintenance Strategy Analysis

PV modules, when exposed to long-term outdoor operation, are subject to aging, dust accumulation,
and other natural factors. These factors not only lead to a gradual reduction in the power generation
efficiency of PV modules but may also cause permanent damage, significantly shortening their service life.
This paper establishes a performance degradation model based on the Wiener process using state monitoring
data of PV modules and develops a remaining life prediction model under perfect maintenance. The
execution time of corrective maintenance actions can be determined according to the predicted remaining
life. Furthermore, using the PV module power degradation threshold as the maintenance trigger limit for
predictive maintenance actions, an optimization model for maintenance strategy is established. This model
minimizes the sum of all maintenance action costs and monitoring costs within a maintenance update cycle,
determining the optimal maintenance threshold and execution time for predictive maintenance actions.
Lastly, the remaining life updates, combined with perfect and complete maintenance, adjust the execution
time of predictive maintenance actions.

The predictive maintenance approach for PV modules is predicated on the following premises:

(1) The maintenance strategy addresses the issue of power generation performance degradation resulting
from progressive deterioration during array operation;

(2) The array’s continuous condition monitoring behavior is flawless and instantaneous, with a unit
condition monitoring cost of C;;

(3) The maintenance behavior is full maintenance, meaning the service condition of the array after
maintenance is equivalent to brand new, and the restorative cost is C;

(4) When the degradation reaches the failure threshold, i.e., X (t) > w, there is a period of failure
delay time between the equipment’s failure and its replacement. This delay occurs because the equipment’s
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failure state can only be determined through detection d (t). The cost per unit of failure delay time is
C4. When w, < X (t) < w, with predictive maintenance moments planned and predictive maintenance
behaviors implemented, the average cost is recorded as C,. In general, C; < C, < C. < Cy. Fig. 1 illustrates
the perfect repair process.

X(t)p

»
»

0 t

Figure 1: Schematic diagram of perfect maintenance

2.2 Degradation Model and Remaining Life Distribution of PV Modules under Perfect Maintenance

(1) The degradation process presents two stages. A change point is evident, although its precise location
remains undetermined. Engineers and technicians may identify a time either preceding or following this
change point [21].

(2) Throughout all stages, X (t) adheres to a linearly independent Wiener process:

X (t)=x0+ut+0B(1) 1)

where x is the initial degeneracy, 4 denotes the drift parameter, o signifies the diffusion parameter, and B(¢)
represents the standard Brownian motion.

Based on the previously stated assumptions, the degradation behavior of the system can be characterized
by the following model:

X()+‘Lllf+0'lB(t),0<t§T

X+ (t-T)+0B(t—1),t>7 ()

X0~
where x( = 0 denotes the initial degradation amount; 7 denotes the time at which the change point occurs; x,
denotes the amount of degradation after the change point; 4; and o, denote the drift coefficient and diffusion
coeflicient of the first stage of the degradation process, respectively; and y, and 0, denote the drift coefficient
and diffusion coefficient of the second stage, respectively. If y; and p, follow the normal distributions
of N ( P> 02) and N ( Hp> aé), respectively, to characterize sample differences, and g; (x;|pq, 0, ) denotes
the probability of transition from 0 to x after time T, then the probability density function (PDF) can be
expressed as follows [22]:
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3 Visual Maintenance Method for PV Modules Based on Two-Stage Wiener Degradation Modeling

fu(Ly) =

,0<ti <7 (3)

Due to the stochastic nature of component failures, the costs associated with lost generation and
maintenance vary for each maintenance cycle. To address this issue, a component reliability model is
developed, which incorporates a maintenance strategy optimization model. The primary objective is to
determine the optimal predictive maintenance interval while minimizing the average cost of maintenance
actions. The number of inspections, predictive maintenance instances, after-the-fact corrective maintenance
occurrences, and the failure delay time of the in-service system running up to moment ¢ are set to N; (t),
N, (t), Nc(t), and d (t), respectively. The corresponding average number or time is set to E[C; (t)],
E[C,(t)], E[C.(t)], and E[d (t)], respectively. As a result, the cost C (¢) and the long-term average cost
rate EC, in the time interval [0, ¢] can be expressed as [23]:

C (1) = CiN; (1) + CpNp (1) + CeNe (1) + Cad (1) (5)
ECe = lim [&t(f”]
(6)
-t [t [P o [ o [£14]

Calculating the number of repairs as the system running time approaches infinity is challenging.
Therefore, renewal process theory is employed to solve the equation above. According to renewal process
theory, the average maintenance rate in a renewal cycle CR equals the long-term average cost rate ECo.
Here, a renewal cycle denotes the time interval between any two maintenance activities. Consequently, it
suffices to only calculate CR. Define E [S] as the average time of a renewal cycle, and E [C (S)] as the total
average cost of a renewal cycle. The average cost rate (i.e., the long-term average cost rate) of a renewal cycle
CR can then be expressed as follows:

_E[C(S)] E[IC]+E[PC]+E[CC]+E[DC]

CR= E[S] E[S] @

where E[IC], E[PC], E[CC], and E[DC] denote the unit cost of inspection, the average predictive
maintenance cost, the average corrective maintenance cost, and the average failure delay cost, respectively,
for an update cycle. These costs are calculated by multiplying the respective prescribed costs with the average
number of inspections, repairs, and failure delays. To derive the analytical form of the aforementioned
objective function, it is necessary to calculate the probability of occurrence for both preventive and corrective
maintenance. Let P (NC = k) denote the probability that restorative repair occurs at the kth detection of the
system. Given that the presence of degradation variable points alters the degradation rate of the two-stage
degradation system, the following three scenarios must be considered:
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(1) When the current detection moment precedes the degradation change point, i.e., k0 < 7, the
probability of a restorative repair is:

PI(NC=k):fOGﬁ(x,(k—l)S)[l—d)(H;x—\/_{llé)]dx 8)

(2) When the previous detection moment precedes the degenerate variable point and the current
detection moment follows it, i.e., (k — 1) § < 7, the probability that a restorative repair occurs is:

H—x—(yl(r—(k—1)8)+y2(k8—1))):|dx
a\/8

(3) When both the previous detection moment and the current detection moment occur after the
degenerate variable point, i.e., (k —1) § > 7, the probability of a restorative repair occurring is:

P, (chk):focf2 (x, (k1)) [1—®(H_Gx—\/_(_s”26)]dx (10)

Subsequently, the mean restorative repair cost E [ CC] can be articulated as:

PZ(NC:k):[OGfl(x;(k—l)S)x[l—d)( )

E[CC] = Cc [i P(NC=k)+ i P,(NC=k)+ i P; (NC = k)] (11)
k=1 k=vi+1 k=v,+1

In the above equation, if we stipulate that [c] is the largest integer less than or equal to ¢, then, v, =
[%]vl = [ﬁ] It is easy to know that v, = v; + 1, then when we take v = v}, Eq. (11) can be transformed into:

E[CC] = Ce [ipl (NC=k)+P,(NC=v+1)+ 3 Py(NC= k)] 12)

k=1 k=v+2

The system’s average penalty cost from failure to detection can be calculated by:

S (k& — E[T]) P, (NC = k) + ((v +1) 6 - E[T])
E[ DC |=Cp| ¥ oo (13)
« P (NC=v+1)+ 5 (k8—E[T])P;(NC=k)
k=v+2

where E [ T|] represents the mean lifetime of the system at the specified threshold H, as formulated by:
H- H-x)? (H- H - x0)’
E[T]:—xO[I—FIG(( %) (Hom) zxo) )]
# THi # o

N H—(!41—Mz)TFIG([H—(#1—M2)T]2;H—(H1—#2)T) [H—(#l—#z)T]z)
U2

(14)

72 b 7
where Fig (x; a, b) represents the cumulative distribution function of the inverse Gaussian distribution.

Similarly, if we define P (NP = k) as the probability that preventive maintenance will occur at the kth
inspection of the system, then the following three scenarios warrant consideration:
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(1) The probability of performing preventive maintenance when the current detection moment precedes
the degradation change point, i.e., k§ < 7, is expressed as follows:

P (NP=k) = fOGfl(x;(k—l) d) [@(H‘Gx—%‘la) —(D(G_Ox—\/_g#ls)]dx (15)

(2) The probability of performing preventive maintenance when the previous detection moment
precedes the degradation change point and the current detection moment follows it, i.e., (k = 1) § < 7k > 1,
is expressed as follows:

H—x—(m(r—(k—l)5)+#z(k5—f)))
d

6 ‘D( NS
B(NP=K) = [ fi(xi(k=1)8)x _@(G_x—(yl(r—(k—1)5)+ﬂz(k‘9‘f)))

a8

(3) When both the previous detection moment and the current detection moment occur after the
degenerate variable point, i.e., (k — 1) § > 7, the probability of performing preventive maintenance is:

P3(NP:k):[OGf2(x;(k—1)5)x[@(%)—@(%)]h (17)

Drawing from the definition of v in the restorative maintenance discussion process, the average

x (16)

preventive maintenance cost E [ PC] can be formulated as follows:

E[PC] = Cp [ipl (NP=k)+P,(NP=v+1)+ i Py (NP = k)] (18)

k=1 k=v+2

Consequently, the average cost of testing E [IC] can be calculated as follows:

v [ P (NP=k) P, (NP=v+1) = [ Py(NP=k)
E[IC]:CI{,;]‘[ +P1(NC:k)]+(V+1)[ +P2(chv+1)]+k_vz+2k[ +P3(NC:k)]} (19)

Given that the system undergoes either one preventive maintenance or one restorative maintenance in
an update cycle and both cannot occur at the same time, i.e., P(NP = k) P (NC = k) = 0, then E [S] can be
expressed as:

v P (NP =k) P, (NP=v+1) s P; (NP = k)
E[S]=) ké +(v+1)0 + ké 20
[S] ;; [+p1(NC:k) VD)o (NC=v1) k:Zv;z + P, (NC=k) (20)
Substituting Fqs. (8)-(20) into Eq. (7) yields the analytical formulation for the long-term average cost
rate CR. Fig. 2 provides a comprehensive illustration of the overall maintenance strategy process.
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Figure 2: Maintenance policy flowchart

To demonstrate the viability of the proposed method, an exemplary study is conducted using a case
from Reference [24]. Initially, the data is processed according to the case study, resulting in the output power
degradation data shown in Fig. 3, which represents 12 years (1200 cycles) of service for S73L47.
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Figure 3: Degradation curve
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The S73L47 power decay model stipulates that the actual output power of the PV module decreases
to 80% of its initial output power P,, which is established as its scrap threshold [25]. Initially, Schwarz
information criterion (SIC) is employed to monitor the change point of the degradation model. Fig. 4
illustrates the corresponding trend of SIC value changes, which reveals three distinct minimum peaks. The
peak at the 152nd monitoring point is attributed to early equipment break-in and production issues, while
the peak at the 970th monitoring point may result from equipment aging in the later stages, leading to a
change point. As this study utilizes a two-stage random degradation modeling approach, the maximum peak
7 = 671 is identified as the change point in the PV module’s degradation process.
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Figure 4: SIC value of the PV module

Reference [26] observes a two-stage phenomenon in PV modules through blackout experiments,
aligning with the stage division hypothesis of the Wiener degradation model presented in this paper.
Furthermore, as suggested by [22], a comparison of the average degradation curves for the four groups of
PV modules is made in Fig. 5, where the degradation curve of the S73L47 PV module closely adheres to the
two-stage process. Additionally, Fig. 5 reveals that the proposed method exhibits smaller errors compared to

linear and nonlinear methods, further supporting its efficacy.

—— Average degradation
— = Nonlinear degradation
= Linear degradation
— - = Two—stage degradation

—— Failure threshold

35 F

30 F
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Figure 5: Comparison of component performance degradation trajectories
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Table 1 presents the costs associated with the predictive maintenance strategy for the PV module and
corresponding parameter settings.

Table 1: Related maintenance costs

Associated cost/$ C,  C, C. C,
Specific value 10 1000 3000 4000

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed predictive maintenance strategy, we compare it with
established methodologies.

Strategy A (Reactive Corrective Maintenance)

The maintenance strategy employed is failure-triggered, wherein no continuous real-time condition
monitoring occurs during the PV module’s operational lifespan. Maintenance procedures are initiated
only when the power output degradation surpasses a predetermined safety threshold. This approach is
particularly appropriate for scenarios characterized by well-defined degradation trajectories and manageable
failure consequences.

Strategy B (Static Periodic Maintenance Based on Wiener Process)

A fixed-interval maintenance system is implemented, wherein periodic comprehensive maintenance
is scheduled according to the device’s nominal service life. Each maintenance intervention restores the
degradation state to its initial level, without considering the historical maintenance effects on actual
operational conditions.

Strategy C (CBM Based on Two-Stage Wiener Process)

This strategy is an advanced operations and maintenance (O&M) solution integrating two-phase
degradation characteristics. Through continuous performance data monitoring, a dual-mode degrada-
tion recognition model is developed to facilitate dynamic maintenance timing decisions and optimize
resource allocation.

Under the aforementioned three scenario types, the optimized maintenance strategy results for the PV
module are as follows:

Strategy A (Reactive Corrective Maintenance)

Analysis of implementation data indicates that this strategy initiates a single technical intervention after
11.2 years (4088 days) of system operation, coinciding with the PV unit’s output power degradation to 80% of
its rated capacity. The economic assessment shows that this approach incurs a daily maintenance cost of ¥11.71
RMB, with total lifecycle operational expenditures amounting to ¥47,800 RMB, rendering it appropriate for
application scenarios with low risk tolerance.

Strategy B (Static Periodic Maintenance Based on Wiener Process)

As demonstrated in Table 2, the adoption of a fixed 3.25-year (1187.46-day) maintenance interval resulted
in performance threshold failures occurring before the third maintenance cycle, necessitating emergency
repairs through passive response mechanisms. This operational approach leads to an increase in total
maintenance costs to ¥38,743.81 RMB, representing an 8.3% cost premium compared to the baseline solution.
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Table 2: Optimization results for maintenance strategy B

Update cycle Maintenance cycles/day Average cost/¥ Total cost/¥

1 1187.46 6.85 8134.10
2 1187.46 6.85 8134.10
3 1713.08 13.12 22,475.61

Strategy C (CBM Strategy Based on Two-Stage Wiener Process)

The CBM strategy is implemented using a fixed 1469.58-day cycle. Based on the data presented
in Table 3, this approach results in a final average total maintenance cost of ¥32,821.4 RMB. This represents
cost reductions of 31.4% and 15.3% compared to Strategies A and B, respectively, demonstrating substantial
maintenance cost savings. The optimization process for Strategy C is illustrated in Fig. 6.

Table 3: Optimization results for maintenance strategy C

Update cycle Maintenance cycles/day Average cost/¥ Total cost/¥

1 1469.58 5.23 7685.9
2 1469.58 5.23 7685.9
3 1148.84 1.2 17,449.6

20

Average cost/$

Maintenance period/day

Maintenance threshold/%

Figure 6: Maintenance thresholds and monitoring intervals vs. average costs

To assess the effects of maintenance thresholds and intervals on the average maintenance cost of PV
module maintenance strategies, sensitivity analysis is conducted using varying values. Figs. 7 and 8 illustrate
the average maintenance costs under different maintenance thresholds and intervals, respectively.

The maintenance threshold denotes the quantified critical standard that initiates a PV module main-
tenance intervention, typically based on a power decay threshold. For instance, this threshold may be
reached when the module’s output power decreases to 80% of its initial value. A higher maintenance
threshold indicates a more lenient definition of PV module degradation failure, resulting in reduced
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average maintenance costs. Conversely, a lower maintenance threshold implies a more stringent definition of
degradation failure, leading to increased average maintenance expenses. As illustrated in Fig. 7, the optimal
maintenance threshold for the initial maintenance update cycle occurs when the PV module’s output power
degradation reaches 14.88% of its initial power. At this point, the average maintenance cost of the module
is minimized.

Average cost/$
~
(4]

5 10 15 20
Maintenance threshold/%

Figure 7: Average maintenance cost for different maintenance thresholds

16

12t 1

Average cost/$
IS

) . .
500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Maintenance cycle/day

Figure 8: Average maintenance cost at different maintenance intervals

Through the classification of various threshold ranges, this study examines their effects on maintenance
expenses and overall system efficiency, as illustrated in Table 4.

The average maintenance cost of the PV system exhibits a U-shaped relationship with the maintenance
interval, with its lowest point determined by a multi-parameter dynamic balance. In the short interval area
(left branch), high-frequency maintenance results in increased labor and spare parts costs. The optimal
interval (lowest point) represents the balance between preventive maintenance and the risk of failure.
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As illustrated in Fig. 8, the optimal maintenance period for the first maintenance update cycle is 1475.78
days, at which point the average maintenance cost of the module is minimized. In the long interval area
(right branch), the failure rate increases significantly, and power generation loss costs become predominant.
Furthermore, the timing analysis of the two-stage degradation model indicates that the first periodic
monitoring is appropriate after the performance turning point. This pattern aligns with the reliability bathtub
curve theory: in the first stage (early stable period), the system failure risk is low and primarily affected
by accidental factors. Upon entering the second stage (wear and degradation stage), material aging leads
to continuous deterioration of performance indicators, and the failure risk escalates rapidly with extended
operating time. At this juncture, it becomes necessary to mitigate the probability of sudden failure through
increased monitoring frequency.

Table 4: Correlation analysis of costs and characteristics under different thresholds

Threshold Average Key performance impacts Applicable scenarios
range maintenance
cost
Strict High Minimal power loss, but High-tarift
(>90%) frequent maintenance raises regions/Critical power
labor costs projects
Moderate Low Balanced cost-benefit, aligns Utility-scale PV plants
(85%-80%) with most plant design lifespans
Lenient High Significant power degradation =~ Remote areas/Temporary
(<85%) plants

5 Conclusions

This paper proposes a visual maintenance method for PV modules based on a two-stage Wiener degra-
dation model. This approach introduces a two-stage residual life prediction method for PV modules, which,
compared to periodic maintenance, avoids unnecessary maintenance work when there is no actual failure
or performance degradation. The method incorporates a penalty cost for delayed fault detection, aligning
more closely with the actual maintenance status of PV modules and effectively improving the development
of an optimal O&M cycle strategy. The visual maintenance strategy adopts long-term average cost rate
minimization as its optimization objective, considering comprehensive costs to enhance resource utilization
efficiency. This approach provides robust data support for optimizing maintenance strategies. Comparative
analysis with ex-post corrective maintenance schemes demonstrates that this visual maintenance approach,
based on the remaining life of the two-stage degradation process, reduces average maintenance costs while
increasing the service life and operational benefits of PV modules.
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Nomenclature

PV
RUL
PDF

Photovoltaic.
Remaining useful life.
Probability density function.

Distribution
0> 08 Standard variance of 0; and 0.
fa> g Mean of py and p,.

Monitoring cost.
Maintenance fixed cost.
Cost of failure delay time.
Predictive maintenance cost.

N;(t)  Monitoring times at time .
N, (t)  Predictive maintenance times at time ¢.
N.(t)  Number of post-corrective repairs at time ¢.

) Perjodic monitoring interval.

CR Repair cost rate within a single renewal cycle.

EC. Average cost rate.

E[S] Mathematical expectation of the length of the update period.

E [C(S)] Expected value of the cumulative cost over the period.
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