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Commercial rooftop PV systems with high tilt
angles, greater row spacing, and bifacial
o - L AP modules offer financial advantages to system
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optimized for cost or payback period. While energy vyield is lower in Boston vs. quick|y, but also provide greater equivalent
:| Albuquerque or Kansas City, the return on investment is higher due to the local

M cost of commercial electricity. Despite higher system costs of payback-period FEVENUES for the system owners In the
optimized systems, bifacial systems at high tilt and spacing offer the greatestlong fyture, demonstrated here across a range of

Optimized system tilt angle (left) and clearance height (right) are shown below for
each location/module type/surface albedo. Increasing tilt angle pays off for all
bifacial systems, and greater tilt angles also pay off for monofacial systems on high
albedo rooftops. Clearance height pays off for bifacial systems and high albedos.
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