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Abstract—The goal of the present work is to maximize the self-sufficiency of power needs for telecommunication stations by 

installing PhotoVoltaic (PV) systems. The available land for PV installation in areas with telecommunication towers is, generally, 

poor, and a proper sizing procedure is required. In this work, it is supposed to dismiss the old telecommunication tower of three sites 

and install properly designed towers. Three types of towers with different active PV surfaces are analyzed for each site using 3D 

models. Then, energy balances and financial parameters are calculated and compared, demonstrating the feasibility of the 

investment. For one of the towers under analysis, the integration of a storage system is investigated by estimating its energy and 

economic benefits. 

Keywords—Photovoltaic plant, battery storage system, telecommunication systems, designed towers, self-sufficiency, self-

consumption. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

In future, most of the electricity users will have local renewable generators, in order to reduce the pollution. Among the 
renewables technologies, PhotoVoltaic (PV) generation is the most promising. First, PV systems are easy scalable; thus, they 
can be designed to meet the demand of small domestic users (few kW), up to the big factories (multi-MW). Another key point is 
the possibility to be installed in areas without available land: PV modules can be installed on the rooftops of the buildings [1] or 
integrated in walls, windows, balconies, etc. New plants are often equipped with multiple Maximum Power Point Tracking 
systems (MPPT) to increase the performance in case of shadows [2] from objects in the neighbourhood or in case of high 
electrical mismatch [3]. Finally, other two factors that increased the use of this technology in the last two decades are the decrease 
of PV costs, and the improvement in its efficiency. In the following papers, the most interesting applications for PV-storage 
systems in the telecommunications sector are presented. The techno-economic feasibility of the “grid, PV generators and storage” 
configuration as a possible power supply for telecom tower loads is analyzed in [4]. Moreover, in [5], a control algorithm for a 
PV-storage system is developed with the aim of reducing the dependency of telecommunications sector on diesel generators. 
Finally, in [6], a multi-objective optimization algorithm is proposed to size the components of a standalone PV-storage system 
for a mobile network base station. In the present work, PV generators and storage systems are sized to meet the electrical demand 
of telecommunication stations. The goal is to reduce their use of electricity from fossil fuels with cost effectiveness: thus, both 
technical and economical constraints are considered. In particular, the available space for the installation of the PV system is 
poor with a relatively high consumption. Thus, a key point is the installation of the PV generator on the telecommunication 
towers. The replacement of the old towers with new commercial ones is considered, and 3D models of the new towers are used 
to avoid shadows on the PV models. 

II. MODELLING OF PV GENERATORS AND BATTERIES 

An appropriate simulation procedure to design the electric supply of the telecommunication towers has been set up with 
respect to PV generators and batteries, modelled as functions of time with hourly update. 

A. Photovoltaic production model 

The PV power production is simulated according to the following model described in [7]: 

 𝑃𝐴𝐶 = 𝑃𝑃𝑉 ∙
𝐺−𝐺0

𝐺𝑆𝑇𝐶
∙  𝜂𝑡ℎ  ∙  𝜂𝐷𝐶/𝐴𝐶 ∙  𝜂𝑚𝑖𝑥   (1) 

The AC power production PAC from a PV generator is proportional to the solar irradiance G and depends on ambient 
temperature Ta. Losses due to low irradiance are taken into account by using the quantity G0, which is subtracted to the irradiance 
G. The quantity (G-G0) irradiance is normalized to the reference irradiance in Standard Test Condition (STC) GSTC [8]. The 
efficiency of DC/AC converter and thermal losses ηth are variable in time, while the other sources of losses are assumed constant 
and grouped in the factor ηmix. In particular, this quantity takes in consideration the Joule losses in wires, the losses due to glass 
reflection in the PV modules, mismatch in the characteristic curve of the PV modules, and the accuracy of the MPPT systems. 
Regarding the thermal losses, the performance reduction is proportional to a thermal coefficient γth and to the difference between 
the module temperature Tm and the STC temperature TSTC=25 °C: 

𝜂𝑡ℎ = 1 + 𝛾𝑡ℎ ∙ (𝑇𝑚 − 𝑇𝑆𝑇𝐶) (2) 

In literature, different correlations permit to estimate the module temperature Tm starting from the knowledge of the air 
temperature. For each PV module, the manufacturer must provide the Normal Operating Cell Temperature (NOCT), which is the 
temperature reached by PV modules with Ta,NOCT=20 °C, GNOCT=800 W/m2, and wind speed of 1 m/s. The module temperature 
can be assessed by this relationship: 

𝑇𝑚 = 𝑇𝑎 + 𝐺/𝐺NOCT ∙ (𝑁𝑂𝐶𝑇 − 𝑇a,NOCT) (3) 



Finally, the DC/AC converter efficiency is the ratio between its output AC power and its input DC power: 

𝜂𝑖𝑛𝑣 =  
𝑃𝐴𝐶

𝑃𝐷𝐶
=  

𝑃𝐷𝐶−𝑃𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠

𝑃𝐷𝐶
  (4) 

𝑃𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 =  𝑃0 +  𝐶𝐿 ∙  𝑃𝐷𝐶 +  𝐶𝑄 ∙  𝑃𝐷𝐶
 2  (5) 

where Ploss is the lost power calculated as a parabolic function: the standby losses P0 are the constant contribution, the linear 

contribution is the conduction of the diodes CL, and the quadratic contribution is the resistive term CQ. 

B. Minimum distance between modules 

In the present work, the installation of PV modules on the vertical surfaces of telecommunication towers in Italy is simulated. 
Modules can be installed vertically, or with a lower tilt using proper metallic structures, similarly to sunblinds. This inclination 
is selected to increase the yearly energy production with respect to vertical installations. To avoid any shading on the modules, 
the angle corresponding to the maximum sun height is calculated during the summer solstice. Then, the minimum distance at 
which the PV modules can be placed on the towers is determined as follows: 

𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛 = 𝑚 ∙ cos 𝛽 ∙ tan 𝛼 (6) 

where dmin is the minimum distance between PV modules; m and h are the length and the height of each module, respectively. 
The parameter β is the tilt angle of the module, and α is the elevation angle of the sun. As a result, the minimum distance between 
PV modules is the sum between h and dmin. For the sake of clarity, these geometrical quantities are represented in Fig.1. 

 

Fig. 1. Geometrical quantities of vertical modules receiving solar beams. 

C. Electrochemical storage modelling 

The energy model of batteries is based on their State of Charge (SOC) [9]. For each time instant t, SOC(t) must be in the 

range SOCmin−SOCmax. In fact, an overcharge SOC(t)>SOCmax or a deep discharge SOC(t)<SOCmin may reduce the performance 
of batteries, as well as their useful life, leading to their failure. The quantity SOC(t) depends on its value at the previous time 
instant, on the charging efficiency ηbat,c, and on the nominal energy capacity Cbat. The energy injected or absorbed by the battery 
is the product of the average power during the selected time step Δt and the time step. The formula, in case of charge is the 
following: 

𝑆𝑂𝐶(𝑡) = 𝑆𝑂𝐶(𝑡 − 1) + (
|𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑡 |∙𝛥𝑡

𝐶𝑏𝑎𝑡 ∙𝜂𝑏𝑎𝑡,𝑐 
) (7) 

In discharge, instead, the equation is the following: 

𝑆𝑂𝐶(𝑡) = 𝑆𝑂𝐶(𝑡 − 1) − (
|𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑡 |∙𝛥𝑡

𝐶𝑏𝑎𝑡 
) (8) 

D. Self-sufficiency and self-consumption 

Two indicators quantifying how much energy is produced and consumed locally are the Self-Sufficiency (SS) and the Self-
Consumption (SC) [10], which are defined in the following way: 

• Self-sufficiency is the ratio between the energy locally produced and immediately used Elpc (or locally stored and then used) 
by the consumer, and the load (Eload).  

𝑆𝑆 =  𝐸lpc 𝐸load⁄  (9) 

• Self-consumption is the ratio of the energy locally produced and immediately used Elpc (or locally stored and then used) by 
the consumer, to the generation (Egen). 

𝑆𝐶 =  𝐸lpc 𝐸gen⁄  (10) 
For the sake of clarity, the energy Elpc is represented in Fig. 2: at each time step, this quantity is the minimum between the 

production and the load. The remaining production is the surplus energy that can be injected into the grid; the remaining load is 
the deficit, i.e. the part of the load to be fulfilled by absorbing energy from the grid. 

Solar 
beam

m



 

Fig. 2. Example of daily profile with hourly time step. 

The SC is, generally, high in case of undersized plants: in such condition, the generation peak is, generally, lower than the 
load, and most of local production is immediately consumed. However, an undersized plant has low energy production, and 
cannot satisfy the whole load using renewable energy, with a consequent low SS (and, thus, with high absorption from the grid). 
On the contrary, an oversized plant generally produces more power than the requested amount to fulfil the load: in this case, SS 
is high, as well as the energy injection into the grid, with a consequent low SC. As a conclusion, the PV plant is properly sized, 
i.e., its production well matches the load, when both SC and SS are high. 

E. Improvement of self-sufficiency 

In order to increase the self-sufficiency, PV energy used to satisfy local loads has to be improved, lowering the energy 
injection into the grid. The compensation is performed in different ways according to the country. A first distinction is based on 
compensation time. The mechanisms created to compensate the mismatch between production and consumption of energy in 
real time (or in time intervals up to 15 min) are named “self-consumption schemes”. If the compensation occurs in a larger time 
frame, they are “net-metering schemes”. Another methodology is the compensation on cash-flow basis (rather than on energy 
basis): in this situation, the mechanism is called “net-billing scheme”. In some cases, these programs are hybrids of the 
abovementioned main schemes. In Italy, a net billing system (based on compensation during the whole year) is currently working 
for PV systems up to 500 kW. No feed-in tariffs for new plants are included, but a tax discount of 50 % of the investment (5 % 
per year in 10 years) is available for small-medium size PV systems [11]. 

F. Financial feasibility 

The Net Present Value (NPV) is an economic parameter taking into account, at each year t, the revenues Rt, the negative cash 
flows (e.g., costs of maintenance) Ct, and the investment cost IC. Cash flows are discounted with (1+i)t. The discount rate i is 

generally low (2%−4%), because the investment in PV systems has low risk and long duration. The number of years n is the 
investment lifetime, as shown in (11): 

𝑁𝑃𝑉 = −𝐼𝐶 + ∑ (
𝑅𝑡−𝐶𝑡

(1+𝑖)𝑡)𝑛
𝑡=1     (11) 

The Internal Rate of Return (IRR) is the discount rate that makes the NPV equal to zero; i.e., the interest rate that provides 
the balance between costs and revenues at the end of the useful life for the plant under analysis. In particular, the NPV equation 
is set equal to zero in order to evaluate i: 

∑ (
𝑅𝑡−𝐶𝑡

(1+𝑖)𝑡)𝑛
𝑡=1 − 𝐼𝐶 = 0    (12) 

The main difference in the two above-described terms is that the NPV provides the economic return of the investment, but it 
is not the best solution to compare investments. On the contrary, the IRR is useful to compare different kinds of investments. For 
example, in case of the comparison regarding the installation of two plants with different rated powers, the NPV might be higher 
for the biggest plant. Nevertheless, the economic effectiveness of the investment might be higher for the plant with the lower 
size [12]. This situation might be the comparison between the investments in an oversized plant, and in a properly sized plant. 

III. SIZING PROCEDURE FOR PV-BATTERY SYSTEMS 

The procedure to size a PV-battery system is summarized in Fig. 3. The goal is the definition of the optimal size to reach the 
highest self-sufficiency or the maximum economic return. Each step is described in the following sub-paragraphs. 

 

Fig. 3. Flow chart of the procedure for the sizing of the PV-battery system. 
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A. Step 1: Import of data inputs 

The first step is the definition of import data. Therefore, information about the installation location, meteorological data 
(temperature, irradiance and wind speed, if available, can be downloaded from public and private databases) are obtained. As an 
example, a large part of the globe is available in the PVGIS database [13]. This database makes values on an hourly basis 
available, for a set of 12 years (depending on the location). These profiles are the result of the processing of satellite data and 
measurements detected by ground weather stations. Another key input is to obtain the electricity consumption data of the users 
or of the equipment under consideration. In the present case, the consumption data of the telecommunications towers were 
measured. If measurements are not available, proper databases can be used to obtain typical consumption profiles [14]. 

B. Step 2: Definition of the parameters of energy models 

In the second step of the procedure, the parameters of the energy models are defined. In the present work, the parameters are 
selected as follows. Regarding the PV production calculation, the thermal losses with respect to the STC conditions are γth ≈ -
0.5 %/°C, while the NOCT=45 °C [15]. Losses due to reflection can be considered equal to about 3 %. Mismatch losses due to 
non-uniformity in I-V characteristic curves of PV modules lead to losses that can be assumed constant and equal to ≈3 %. Losses 
due to low irradiance are taken into account by setting the limit Glim=0.018 kW/m2, which represents the minimum level of 
irradiance needed to turn on the inverter. Joule losses in cables and losses due to limited MPPT accuracy lead to 1 % of efficiency 
reduction. Regarding the DC/AC converter, the losses P0, CL and CQ are equal to 0.7 % of the nominal power each, when the 
converter works at full load [16]. Concerning the storage model, a typical maximum number of discharge-charge cycles values 
for commercial batteries is 10000 with DOD=80 %, but the batteries life, generally, may be much longer. Even if the maximum 
number of cycles is not achieved, after ≈10 years the batteries are anyway replaced. This operation is performed in order to 
ensure the correct working of the system. Finally, the useful life of PV modules is supposed to be 25 years and the annual losses 
due to the aging of the plants is -0.5 %/year [17][18]. The average life of AC/DC converters is about 10 years. 

C. Step 3: Definition of the financial parameters  

The third step concerns the definition of the financial parameters. PV systems are modular; therefore, their installation cost 
should be quite constant. Nevertheless, there are fixed costs, which impact mainly in small PV plants; the unitary cost of standard 
crystalline PV modules and inverters decreases in case of big plants. In case of small plants (rated power of about few kW), the 
installation cost is about 2 k€/kW, while this term decreases down to 1.1−1.2 k€/kW in case of few MW plants, and it can be 
lower than 0.65 k€/kW for multi-MW systems [19]. Regarding the storage, the installation cost of Li-ion batteries is supposed in 
the range 300−400 €/kWh [20]. A minimum IRR of 6 % is considered as limit for the effectiveness of the investments in 
renewable sources [21]. In Italy, the price of electricity for small/medium commercial users is ≈16.5 c€/kWh, while the value of 
self-sufficiency is ≈11 c€/kWh. The selling price of electricity to the grid is 4 c€/kWh [22]. 

D. Step 4: 3D model of the plants for shadow analysis 

Shadowing is one of the most important sources of losses in PV system. Firstly, the production is reduced by a quota that is 
proportional to the ratio between the shadowed area and the total irradiate surface of PV modules. This quota depends on the 
presence of bypass diodes, and on the series-parallel connection of the modules. Secondly, continuous shadings during the life 
of the plant lead to a thermal stress for the diodes, with an increased failure probability [23]. Finally, the MPPT operation is 
affected by this phenomenon because the identification of the maximum power point may fail by finding local power peaks. In 
fact, multiple articles in literature discuss mathematical methods to increase the efficiency in shading conditions [24][25]. The 
presence of multiple MPPTs, up to one MPPT for each module, is a solution even more used to reduce the losses due to shadows 
[26]. In the present work, the installation of PV modules is simulated on a specific application, i.e. communication towers: hence, 
a 3D model of towers and PV modules is created in PVsyst. This model permits to simulate the shadows and assess the energy 
losses. For the sake of simplicity, the production of the shadowed modules is null, thanks to the operation of bypass diodes. No 
reduction on the production of the other modules and on the MPPT efficiency is considered. 

E. Step 5: Calculation of energy and cash flows 

The fifth step of the procedure is the calculation of the energy and cash flows. Regarding the energy flows, the PV production 
is calculated, and the effect of shadows is taken into account. For each time step, the battery operation Ebat is calculated to balance 
generation Egen and load Eload according to the technical constraints, e.g., the limits for the SOC. The storage has the priority over 
the grid; thus, only the remaining deficit/surplus Egrid is exchanged with the grid [27]. 

In the following formula, the active sign convention is used: 

𝐸load = 𝐸gen + 𝐸bat + 𝐸grid (13) 

After the energy flows calculation, the self-sufficiency and self-consumption parameters are calculated, according to Section 
II. B. Finally, NPV and IRR are estimated. 

F. Step 6: Optimal plants sizes definition 

The last step of the procedure is the calculation of the optimal size for the PV generator and the storage. The calculation starts 
from a PV size suitable to produce an energy quantity equal to the annual load, while the initial storage capacity is sized to supply 
the load for an entire day without PV production. An iterative procedure changes the sizes of the plants and calculates, at each 
step, the energy and cash flows. Results are stored at each iteration, and the best result is selected. In literature, optimization 
methods are used to solve the sizing problem [28]. 



IV. FEASIBILITY STUDY OF PV-STORAGE SYSTEMS FOR TELECOMMUNICATION TOWERS 

The case study presented in this work is related to three existing telecommunication stations in Northern Italy. A typical 
station has a fenced area of 50−100 m2 and includes a tower with antennas, and electronic equipment inside containers. Power is 
supplied by the LV distribution grid. The three telecommunication stations under analysis have the characteristics described in 
Table I. For the sake of clarity, an example of tower is shown in Fig. 4. An example of daily load profiles related to the first site 
is shown in Fig. 5. The consumption is quite constant during day/night with a base load of ≈5 kW. The peak occurs during 
daytime hours due to the conditioning of the containers. Fig. 5 shows that the shape of the load profiles is similar among seasons, 
with an increase (up to ≈9 kW) due to conditioning of the containers with electronic equipment. Site#1 is the most favorable case 
for production, because it is located in the plain, and the fenced area is south oriented. 

TABLE I.  CHARACTERISTICS OF TELECOMMUNICATION TOWERS 

Latitude 44°53'N (#1) 44°45'N (#2) 46°07'N (#3) 

Tower height (m) 35 30 25 

Site area (m2) 59 132 103 

Tower type Truss Pole Truss 

Load (kWh/year) 51.510 59.164 43.991 

Tower azimuth (°) 0 +45 +40 

 

Fig. 4. Photo of the telecom tower in Site#1 and related 3D image. 

 

Fig. 5. Examples of daily profiles with hourly time step in Site#1. 

Thus, it is possible to install a tower with an azimuth angle of 0°. On the contrary, Site#2 is surrounded by mountains and 
has a SO azimuth (≈40°) leading to a lower PV production. Moreover, this site has the highest electrical load. Site#3 is in plain 
area but has a SO azimuth equal to +45°; this site has the lowest load. In each site under analysis, the installation of new towers 
with different shapes is simulated. The goal is to identify the configuration with the highest self-sufficiency and economic return. 
The three towers are commercial, and have the following characteristics: 

• (TW1) - triangular section, and 40 m height; 

• (TW2) - hexadecagonal section, and 24 or 30 m height; 

• (TW3) - hexagonal section, and 24 or 30 m height. 

Regarding PV modules, in case of TW1 and TW3 the installation of commercial c-Si modules with high efficiency (≈22 %) 
is supposed. The modules have a standard size of 1 m x 1.7 m and a metallic frame for an adequate installation on the tower. On 
TW2, it is supposed to install customized modules (details are in the next subsections). 

A. Tower layout #1 (TW1) 

The first tower under analysis is made by wood, and it has a triangular section. As shown in Fig. 6, the tower can be installed 
with two orientations: 

α - facing south with one of the three sides; 
β - with two sides exposed to southeast and southwest with azimuth angles of +60° and -60°. 

For each configuration, simulations are performed with two PV installations: in the first case, PV modules are applied on the 
faces of tower, while in the other they are installed on a canopy created on the container roof. In configuration α, PV modules on 
the tower are south oriented, but the available space is limited (the maximum number of modules is 32). 
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Fig. 6. Cross section of tower TW1 (left) and its possible orientations: with a face facing south (center) or with two faces facing southeast and southwest 

(right). 

In the three sites, the SS is in the range 18−22 %. The IRR of the investments are in the range 3−5 %. The best energy results 

are obtained in the configuration β, in which 54 modules are installed, with worse azimuth angles. The SS is in the range 29−34 %, 

and the IRR is 3−5 %. Tables II and III show the main results of the two configurations for TW1. The results show that the IRR 
is lower than 6 %, due to the low PV production. If the modules are installed only on the canopy, the IRR of the investments is 

in the range 6−8 %, but the self-sufficiency is much lower (8−15 %). 

TABLE II.  RESULTS OF CONFIG. 𝛼 IN THE THREE SITES (TW1) 

 Site#1 Site#2 Site#3 

PV power (kW) 11.8 11.8 11.8 

Production (MWh/year) 12.2 11.0 10.6 

Self-sufficiency (%) 22 18 22 

IRR (%) 5.2 4.1 3.4 

NPV (k€) 5.8 2.7 0.9 

TABLE III.  RESULTS OF CONFIG. 𝛽 IN THE THREE SITES (TW1) 

 Site#1 Site#2 Site#3 

PV power (kW) 20 20 20 

Production (MWh/year) 19.0 18.3 16.6 

Self-sufficiency (%) 32 29 31 

IRR (%) 5.2 4.9 3.4 

NPV (k€) 8.8 7.7 1.4 

B. Tower layout #2 (TW2) 

The layout of the second tower is shown in Fig. 7. Two towers with a hexadecagonal section are considered: they have a 
height of 24 and 30 m, respectively. Standard modules cannot be installed on this kind of towers, because the faces width is 
<1 m, while standard modules are 1 x 1.7 m. Thus, the installation of custom modules with sizes 1.1 x 0.3 m is supposed. On the 
24 m high tower, 46 modules can be installed, while on the 30 m high one, 68 modules can be applied. The faces are those 
oriented from south-east to south-west. Nevertheless, the investment and installation cost of custom modules is higher than 
standard modules (investment of ≈6 k€/kW). Standard modules can be installed on the canopy (Fig. 7). Due to the high price of 
custom modules, the NPV is negative for each possible configuration. Acceptable results are obtained only for traditional modules 
installed on the canopy in front of the tower (for a total of 24 modules). The results from the simulations are shown in Table IV. 

 

 

Fig. 7. Cross section of tower TW2 (left) and its 3D model with a canopy over the containers (right). 

In these first two layouts (TW1 and TW2), the operation of the battery is not simulated. In fact, the installable plants are, 
generally, undersized with respect to the local loads due to the low available space. In a few cases, the sizes of the plants are 
more adequate, but the financial limit (IRR≥6 %) does not permit the installation of batteries. 

TABLE IV.  RESULTS FOR TW2 IN THE THREE SITES 

 Site#1 Site#2 Site#3 

PV power (kW) 8.9 8.9 8.9 

Production (MWh/year) 12.8 11.3 11.1 

Self-sufficiency (%) 24 19 24 

IRR (%) 10.2 8.7 8.3 

NPV (k€) 14.7 11.5 10.7 



C. Tower layout #3 (TW3) 

Tower in the layout #3 (TW3) has a hexagonal section. Two commercial towers are considered, with 24 m and 30 m height, 
respectively. The installation of modules in two conditions is simulated: actually, PV generators can be inclined (with a metallic 
support linked to the tower) or vertically installed. Fig. 8 shows the 3D models of the two installations. The inclined modules 
have a tilt angle of 35° when south oriented, while the modules of the SE-SO sides have a tilt angle of 25°. The number of 
modules on the towers are shown in Table V. In addition, 18 modules are installed on the canopy. 

 

  

Fig. 8. Cross section of tower TW3 (left) and its 3D model with inclined PV modules (center) and vertical PV modules (right). 

TABLE V.  NUMBER OF MODULES INSTALLED ON THE TW3 

Modules Tower height 24 m Tower height 30 m 

Inclined 11 19 

Vertical 21 36 

The best results are obtained when the modules on the tower are inclined. The 24-meter height tower has a self-sufficiency 
in the range 23−27 %. The 30-meter height tower permits to install more modules; thus, self-sufficiency is higher (27−30 %). 
Regarding financial feasibility, all the solutions have a high IRR (in the range 9−12 %). 

TABLE VI.  RESULTS FOR TW3 IN THE THREE SITES (HEIGHT 24 M) 

 Site#1 Site#2 Site#3 

PV power (kW) 11 11 11 

Production (MWh/year) 14.7 14.1 13.7 

Self-sufficiency (%) 27 23 27 

IRR (%) 12.2 11.6 10.6 

NPV (k€) 20.0 18.6 16.3 

TABLE VII.  RESULTS FOR TW3 IN THE THREE SITES (HEIGHT 30 M) 

 Site#1 Site#2 Site#3 

PV power (kW) 13.7 13.7 13.7 

Production (MWh/year) 18.1 17.5 17.0 

Self-sufficiency (%) 30 27 30 

IRR (%) 10.4 10.1 9.1 

NPV (k€) 21.3 20.2 17.1 

This highest tower is simulated also with the installation of batteries to store the surplus energy and use it during night hours. 
Their specifications are the following: the charging efficiency ηbat,c is 90 %, the maximum number of cycles is 10 000, the SOC 

is supposed to be in the range 20 %−100 % [min–max], and the maximum power charging or discharging the batteries is 2 kW. 
An example of hourly energy flows is shown in Fig. 9: batteries are charged in the hours at sun peak and discharged in the 
evening. If they cannot satisfy all the night load, the deficit energy is absorbed by the grid. At midday, if generation is higher 
than load and batteries are full, the surplus is injected into the grid. In Site#1 and Site#3, the optimal size of the batteries is 
16 kWh. 

 

Fig. 9. Example of hourly energy flows with battery charge-discharge. 

In Site#2, a high storage capacity is useless, because PV generation and surplus are low with respect to the load. For all these 

configurations, the storage increases SS up to 31−35 %, while the IRR decreases due to the high investment cost of batteries, and 
their replacement after 10 years. 
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TABLE VIII.  RESULTS FOR TW3 IN THE THREE SITES (HEIGHT 30 M) WITH ELECTROCHEMICAL STORAGE 

 Site#1 Site#2 Site#3 

PV power (kW) 13.7 13.7 13.7 

Storage size (kWh) 16 8 16 

Production (MWh/year) 18.1 17.5 17.0 

Self-sufficiency (%) 34 31 35 

IRR (%) 7.2 8.4 6.0 

NPV (k€) 13.7 16.4 9.7 

V. CONCLUSIONS 

The present work describes the sizing of PV-battery systems to increase self-sufficiency for telecommunication stations. The 
sizing procedure faces the problem of the low available space for PV modules and the high electric consumption. For these 
reasons, the study considered the installation of PV modules on the surfaces of the towers, and on a canopy protecting the 
electronic equipment. To increase as much as possible the production, it was supposed to replace the existing towers with new 
ones. Thus, more than ten different PV modules arrangements were investigated and different towers were approximated by 3D 
models to define the number of installable PV modules. The PV generators reached a rated power of 13.7 kW and permit to 

obtain a self-sufficiency of ≈30 % in their best configuration. The investment was effective with IRR ≈ 9−10 %. In order to 
furtherly increase the self-sufficiency, electrochemical storage was simulated to fulfil local loads first. The storage increased self-
sufficiency up to 35 % in the best site; nevertheless, the IRR decreased down to 6 % due to the current cost of batteries. 
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