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Abstract

Thermal anomaly detection in solar photovoltaic (PV) systems is essential for ensuring operational
efficiency and reducing maintenance costs. In this study, we developed and named HOTSPOT-YOLO, a
lightweight artificial intelligence (Al) model that integrates an efficient convolutional neural network
backbone and attention mechanisms to improve object detection. This model is specifically designed
for drone-based thermal inspections of PV systems, addressing the unique challenges of detecting
small and subtle thermal anomalies, such as hotspots and defective modules, while maintaining real-
time performance. Experimental results demonstrate a mean average precision of 90.8%, reflecting a
significant improvement over baseline object detection models. With a reduced computational load
and robustness under diverse environmental conditions, HOTSPOT-YOLO offers a scalable and reliable
solution for large-scale PV inspections. This work highlights the integration of advanced Al techniques
with practical engineering applications, revolutionizing automated fault detection in renewable energy
systems.

Keywords: Thermal anomaly detection; Solar photovoltaic inspections; Object detection;
Convolutional neural network.
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1. Introduction

The advancement of renewable energy technologies, particularly solar photovoltaics (PV), has gained
significant attention due to the global push toward sustainability and carbon neutrality. Ensuring the
operational efficiency and reliability of solar PV systems is crucial for maximizing energy output and
reducing maintenance costs. Thermal infrared (IR) imaging has emerged as a pivotal technology for
inspecting and diagnosing PV systems [1-3], offering a non-invasive and real-time method to identify
anomalies such as hotspots [4,5], defective modules [6], and mismatched cells [7]. These thermal
anomalies often signify critical issues, including degradation, shading effects, or electrical faults, which
can compromise the performance and safety of PV installations.

Thermal IR imaging is extensively used in the solar industry for monitoring PV systems, particularly in
large-scale installations [8]. Its ability to visualize temperature variations across PV arrays enables early
detection of faults that are otherwise invisible under standard visual inspections. These inspections
are typically conducted using drones equipped with thermal cameras, allowing rapid coverage of
expansive areas. However, the analysis of thermal images presents unique challenges [9,10] due to
variations in environmental conditions, resolution constraints, and the subtle nature of some thermal
anomalies.

Traditional methods for thermal image analysis often rely on manual inspection or rule-based
algorithms, which are time-consuming and prone to errors, particularly in large-scale deployments.
Moreover, these approaches struggle to adapt to the diverse and complex thermal patterns
encountered in real-world scenarios. This limitation underscores the need for data-driven approaches
capable of automating the detection process while maintaining high accuracy and robustness.

Recent advancements in artificial intelligence (Al) and deep learning have revolutionized object
detection tasks, providing powerful tools for automating the analysis of complex datasets.
Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) [11-13] have demonstrated exceptional performance in
extracting hierarchical features from images, enabling precise detection and localization of objects.
Specifically, object detection models such as the You Only Look Once (YOLO) [14,15] family have gained
prominence for their ability to balance accuracy and computational efficiency, making them ideal for
real-time applications like drone-based PV inspections. Despite their success, applying general-
purpose models like YOLO to specialized domains such as thermal imaging requires architectural
modifications and domain-specific optimizations [16]. The thermal domain presents unique
challenges, including low contrast, noise, and the presence of subtle anomalies that demand enhanced
feature extraction capabilities.

The YOLO framework is a cornerstone of modern object detection, renowned for its speed and
accuracy. Unlike traditional multi-stage detection pipelines, YOLO treats object detection as a single
regression problem [17], predicting bounding boxes and class probabilities directly from the input
image. YOLOv11 [18], the latest iteration, incorporates advanced techniques such as multi-scale
feature aggregation and anchor-free mechanisms to further improve detection performance.

To tailor YOLO for thermal anomaly detection in PV systems, several enhancements are necessary.
Incorporating lightweight backbones, such as EfficientNet [19], optimizes feature extraction for
thermal images, balancing accuracy and computational demands. Additionally, attention mechanisms
like Squeeze-and-Excitation (SE) [20,21] blocks enable the model to focus on thermally significant
regions, improving the detection of small and subtle anomalies. These architectural modifications
ensure that the adapted model can address the specific requirements of drone-based thermal imaging,
such as real-time processing and high precision.
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To further enhance the detection capabilities in thermal imaging, multi-scale feature aggregation [22]
plays a critical role. Thermal anomalies, especially in solar PV systems, can vary significantly in size and
intensity, making it essential for the model to capture both fine-grained local features and broader
contextual patterns. Multi-scale feature aggregation achieves this by integrating low, medium, and
high-level features, ensuring a comprehensive representation of the input image [23]. This hierarchical
approach allows the detection model to simultaneously identify small hotspots and larger defective
regions, thereby improving the robustness and accuracy of anomaly detection under varying
conditions.

Another important consideration is the post-processing of detection outputs. Thermal imagery often
contains overlapping or redundant detections, particularly in noisy or cluttered environments.
Techniques like Non-Maximum Suppression (NMS) [24,25] are essential for refining the final
predictions by eliminating duplicate bounding boxes and retaining only the most confident detections.
This step is crucial for maintaining precision and clarity in the results, especially when dealing with
large-scale PV arrays where overlapping anomalies may occur.

In this study, we introduce HOTSPOT-YOLO, a lightweight and attention-driven adaptation of YOLOv11
specifically tailored for detecting thermal anomalies in PV systems. By incorporating an EfficientNet
backbone, the model optimizes feature extraction, achieving a remarkable balance between detection
accuracy and computational efficiency. This adaptation is critical for handling drone-based inspections,
where real-time processing is a necessity. Additionally, the integration of SE attention mechanisms
enables HOTSPOT-YOLO to focus on thermally significant regions, significantly enhancing its ability to
detect subtle anomalies, such as small hotspots, with precision. The proposed model achieves a mean
average precision of 90.8%, which is a notable improvement of 5.9% compared to the baseline
YOLOv11 model. Furthermore, HOTSPOT-YOLO reduces the number of parameters by 2.12 million,
reducing the computational overhead while maintaining robust performance across diverse imaging
conditions, including variations in brightness, contrast, and thermal noise. This reduction makes it not
only highly effective but also deployable on resource-constrained platforms, such as drones. The
architecture’s ability to adapt to high-noise environments and isolate meaningful anomalies
demonstrates its potential for scalable applications in large-scale PV inspections, making it a practical
and efficient solution for addressing the growing demand for automated solar monitoring systems.

2. Methodology
2.1 Description of HOTSPOT-YOLO Model

YOLOv11 is the latest iteration of the "You Only Look Once" family of object detection models [18],
renowned for its state-of-the-art performance in real-time object detection tasks. Building on the
legacy of its predecessors, YOLOv11 represents a significant advancement in detection accuracy,
computational efficiency, and scalability, making it one of the most advanced models available for a
wide range of applications. However, while YOLOv11 excels in generic object detection tasks, adapting
it to specialized domains, such as thermal anomaly detection in solar PV systems, requires careful
architectural enhancements and domain-specific optimizations.

To address this need, we propose the HOTSPOT-YOLO model (presented in Figure 1), an enhanced
version of YOLOv11 tailored for drone-based thermography. HOTSPOT-YOLO incorporates a lightweight
EfficientNet backbone to optimize feature extraction, offering a superior balance between accuracy
and computational efficiency, which is critical for processing thermal imagery in real-time.
Furthermore, we integrated SE attention mechanisms into the architecture to enable the model to
focus on the most thermally significant regions in the images, such as hotspots or defects, while
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suppressing irrelevant background information. These modifications were introduced to improve the
model’s detection accuracy for small and subtle thermal anomalies that are often difficult to detect
with conventional approaches. In addition, by maintaining the core real-time capabilities of YOLOv11
and optimizing its computational demands, HOTSPOT-YOLO is designed to be deployable on drones for
large-scale solar PV inspections. These enhancements ensure that the model not only achieves high
detection performance but also remains practical and efficient for real-world applications.
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Figure 1. Conceptual overview of the HOTSPOT-YOLO model. The model builds upon YOLOv11 with
significant enhancements, including a lightweight EfficientNet backbone for feature extraction,
Squeeze-and-Excitation attention mechanisms to focus on critical regions, improved detection
accuracy, and real-time performance optimized for drone-based thermal anomaly detection.

2.2 Detailed Operation of HOTSPOT-YOLO Model

The proposed HOTSPOT-YOLO architecture, illustrated in Figure 2, operates by systematically
transforming input thermal imagery into bounding box predictions and class labels that identify
thermal anomalies in solar PV systems. The process is structured into multiple computational stages,
which are seamlessly integrated to maximize efficiency and accuracy. Each stage is described below,
along with its corresponding mathematical formulations.

The input images, captured through drone thermography, are resized to a fixed resolutionof H X W =
640 X 640 and normalized to ensure consistent intensity distribution. Let X € R7*W*3 represent the
pre-processed input image. The EfficientNet backbone is responsible for extracting hierarchical
features from the input image [26]. The backbone comprises a series of depthwise separable
convolutions, denoted as (1).

Fiy1 = U(Convdepthwide (Fy) * Convpointwise (F) (1)

where F; is the input feature map at stage i, o represents the activation function (ReLU), and * denotes
the convolution operation. To enhance the feature extraction process, Squeeze-and-Excitation blocks
are integrated into the backbone. The SE mechanism recalibrates feature maps by first applying Global
Average Pooling (GAP) [27] as in (2). One of the key advantages of using GAP is its ability to retain the
most critical information while discarding spatial details, enabling the model to learn channel-wise
dependencies rather than spatial relationships. This simplification ensures that the SE mechanism can
focus on recalibrating the importance of feature maps based on their contribution to the task, such as
detecting small and subtle thermal anomalies in solar PV systems. Additionally, GAP eliminates the
need for fully connected layers at the classification stage [28], reducing the model’s complexity and
risk of overfitting.

1

S¢ = mZﬁzlzyv/:ch(h' w) (2)
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where s, is the scalar summary of channel c. This is followed by fully connected layers that learn
channel-wise importance, and the recalibrated features, FSE, are multiplied back into the original
feature maps as expressed by (3).

ESE = F, - g(W, - ReLU(W; - 5,)) (3)
where W, and W, are the learnable weights of the fully connected layers.

The recalibration process detailed in Equation (3) reflects the core functionality of the Squeeze-and-
Excitation block, where channel-wise attention is applied to enhance the feature maps dynamically.
The scalar summary s,, derived through GAP, represents the global activation strength of each channel,
effectively capturing the overall significance of each channel's features across the entire spatial
domain. By feeding this scalar summary into two fully connected layers with non-linear activation
functions (RelLU) [29,30], the SE block learns the relative importance of each channel. The weight
values W, and W,, being learnable parameters, adapt dynamically during training to assign higher
importance to channels that contribute significantly to detecting thermal anomalies, such as hotspots
or defects, while suppressing less relevant features. This recalibration mechanism ensures that the
feature maps are optimally weighted, enhancing the model's ability to focus on subtle patterns and
anomalies often present in thermal imagery.
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of HOTSPOT-YOLO.
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Feature maps from low, medium, and high layers are aggregated in the Feature Aggregation Block.
These multi-scale features are fused using element-wise addition and dimensionality reduction
through 1x1 convolutions and can be expressed as (4), where Fy 4 is the unified multi-scale feature
map of the low-level features (Fjy—iever), Mid-level features (Fpnig—iever), and the high-level features
(Fhigh—tevet), that all were detected from the input thermal PV image.

Fagg = Conlel(Flow—level + Fmid—level + Fhigh—level) (4)

The feature aggregation process, as described in Equation (4), serves as a critical component in the
HOTSPOT-YOLO architecture, ensuring the integration of hierarchical information from different
feature levels. Low-level features (Fjyy,—jever) Capture fine-grained spatial details such as edges and
textures, which are essential for detecting small thermal anomalies. Mid-level features (F,iq—1evet)
represent more abstract patterns, such as geometric shapes or regions of interest, while high-level
features (Fpign—iever) Capture broader contextual information that is crucial for recognizing larger or
more complex structures. By combining these features using element-wise addition, the Feature
Aggregation Block preserves the unique contributions of each level, ensuring that the resulting multi-
scale representation leverages both local and global information. The inclusion of a 1x1 convolution
further refines this process by performing dimensionality reduction, which not only unifies the feature
map into a consistent representation (F,44) but also minimizes computational overhead, making the
model more efficient.

The YOLOv11 detection head processes the aggregated features to predict bounding boxes, class
probabilities, and confidence scores. This head operates at three scales to detect small, medium, and
large objects. For each grid cell in the feature map, the detection head predicts:

y=1{b,c,p} (5)

where b = (x,y,w, h) are the bounding box coordinates, c is the class label (thermal anomaly in the
detected thermal PV image), and p is the confidence score. The detection head minimizes the loss
function as in (6), where Lj,, measures the intersection over union (loU) between predicted and
ground truth boxes [31], Lg4ss is the classification loss, and Ly, s penalizes incorrect confidence
predictions. The loU is a standard metric used in object detection to evaluate how well the predicted
bounding box overlaps with the ground truth bounding box.

L = Lpox + Leiass + Lconf (6)

The final predictions are post-processed using NMS to eliminate overlapping bounding boxes and
retain the most confident predictions using (7), where By is the set of predicted bounding boxes.
The NMS is a post-processing technique used in object detection to eliminate redundant bounding
boxes that overlap significantly and retain only the most confident ones. It ensures that only the best
bounding box for each object is kept, improving detection precision. As an example, the resulting
thermal anomalies are presented as annotated bounding boxes on the original input image, as shown
in Figure 2.

Bfinat = NMS(B, IoU threshold) (7)

All parameters used in the HOTSPOT-YOLO model, including kernel sizes, strides, input/output
dimensions, number of filters, and learnable parameters for each layer, are comprehensively detailed
in Table 1. This table serves as a reference for the architectural components and their corresponding
configurations, ensuring the model's reproducibility and transparency.
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Table 1. Detailed layer-wise architecture of the HOTSPOT-YOLO model.

Layer Name Type Kernel Input Output Number Parameters Description
Size Dimensions Dimensions of Filters (M)
Input Image Thermal - 640x640x3 640x640x3 - - Input thermal image captured by the
Image drone.
Preprocessing Resizing + - 640x640x3 224x224x3 - - Image resized and normalized for
Normalization EfficientNet.
Convl Conv2D 3x3 224x224x3 112x112x32 32 0.9 Initial convolution layer for feature
extraction.
Block1 Depthwise 3x3 112x112x32 112x112x32 32 1.5 EfficientNet bottleneck block with
Conv Depthwise Convolution.
Pointwise 1x1 112x112x32 112x112x64 64 4.5 Combines depthwise feature maps.
Conv
SE Block - 112x112x64 112x112x64 - - Squeeze-and-Excitation (SE)
recalibrates feature maps.
Block2 Depthwise 3x3 112x112x64 56x56x64 64 1.2 Down samples features while
Conv extracting spatial details.
Pointwise 1x1 56x56x64 56x56x128 128 5.6 Combines depthwise feature maps.
Conv
SE Block - 56x56x128 56x56x128 - - SE block for recalibration.
Block3 Depthwise 3x3 56x56x128 28x28x128 128 2.1 Extracts high-level features while
Conv reducing spatial resolution.
Pointwise 1x1 28x28x128 28x28x256 256 7.3 Combines depthwise feature maps.
Conv
SE Block - 28x28x256 28x28x256 - - SE block for recalibration.
Shallow Output from - 112x112x64 112x112x64 - - Feature map from early layers (basic
Features Block1 patterns).
Intermediate Output from - 56x56x128 56x56x128 - - Feature map capturing intermediate-
Features Block2 level abstractions.
Deep Features Output from - 28x28x256 28x28x256 - - High-level feature map from deeper
Block3 layers.
Feature Addition + 1x1 Multi-scale Unified Map 256 2.5 Combines shallow, intermediate, and
Aggregation 1x1 Conv Inputs Size deep features into a unified multi-
scale feature map.
Detection Conv2D + 3x3 Unified Prediction 75 3.5 Predicts bounding boxes, class
Head (Small) Prediction Map Size Size (Small) labels, and confidence scores for
small objects.
Detection Conv2D + 3x3 Unified Prediction 75 3.5 Predicts bounding boxes, class
Head Prediction Map Size Size labels, and confidence scores for
(Medium) (Medium) medium objects.
Detection Conv2D + 3x3 Unified Prediction 75 3.5 Predicts bounding boxes, class
Head (Large) Prediction Map Size Size (Large) labels, and confidence scores for
large objects.
Post- Non- - Prediction Final Outputs - - Eliminates duplicate predictions and
Processing Maximum Outputs finalizes bounding boxes with class
Suppression labels and confidence scores.
Output Image Annotated - Thermal Annotated - - Displays thermal image with
Image Image + Thermal bounding boxes, class labels, and
Boxes Image confidence scores for detected

anomalies.

2.3 HOTSPOT-YOLO Training Procedure and Dataset Description

To optimize the performance of the HOTSPOT-YOLO model, a rigorous training procedure was
employed using publicly available thermal imagery datasets sourced from Roboflow. These datasets
were specifically curated for thermal anomaly detection in solar PV systems, and all image annotations
(bounding boxes and class labels) were performed using the annotation tools provided by Roboflow.
The training process leveraged a combination of state-of-the-art data augmentation techniques,
advanced optimization strategies, and careful parameter tuning to ensure robust model performance,
as detailed in Table 2. The parameter tuning process involved systematic experimentation with key
hyperparameters, including the learning rate, batch size, number of epochs, and the momentum of
the optimizerThe dataset consists of 6000 images for training, 720 images for validation, and 450
images for testing, all of which were normalized and resized to 640 X 640 pixels to ensure consistency
with the input requirements of the YOLOv11l framework. The annotations encompass thermal
hotspots and other anomalies, representing regions of interest within the solar PV images. By
employing horizontal flipping and random cropping during training, the diversity of the dataset was
significantly enhanced, which is critical for improving the model's generalization capabilities.
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Table 2. Training parameters for HOTSPOT-YOLO.

Parameter Value Description
Optimizer Adam Optimization algorithm used to minimize the loss function.
Learning Rate 0.001 Initial learning rate for the optimizer.
Learning Rate Scheduler Cosine Decay Scheduler used to decay the learning rate over training epochs.
Batch Size 16 Number of samples processed per training step.
Number of Epochs 200 Total number of iterations over the entire training dataset.

Loss Function

Momentum
Weight Decay
Training Dataset Size
Validation Dataset Size
Image Augmentation
Input Image Resolution
Anchor Box Sizes

GPU Configuration
Training Time

Evaluation Metric
Early Stopping
Gradient Clipping

YOLOv11 Loss

0.9
0.0005
3600 images
470 images
Horizontal Flip, Random Crop
640x640 pixels
Auto-anchor (learned from data)

NVIDIA A100 GPU
2 hours

mAP (mean Average Precision)
Disabled
Not used

Combines classification, localization, and confidence losses for training the
detection head.

Momentum term used to accelerate gradient descent.
Regularization term to prevent overfitting by penalizing large weights.
Total number of training images used for training the model.

Total number of validation images used for model evaluation.
Techniques applied to enhance dataset diversity and improve generalization.
Resolution to which all input images are resized before training.
Auto-anchor box sizes for bounding box predictions, optimized form the
dataset.

GPUs used for training, specifying type and quantity.
Approximate total time required for training the model on the specified
hardware.

Metric used to evaluate the model’s performance during validation.
Training continues for all epochs unless overfitting is evident.
Gradient clipping is optional for YOLOv11 and typically not required.

An Adam optimizer [32,33] was used to minimize this loss with an initial learning rate of 0.001, which
decays over epochs following a cosine decay scheduler to stabilize convergence. A batch size of 16 was
utilized, leveraging the parallel processing capabilities of an NVIDIA A100 GPU on Google Colab to
efficiently train the model over 200 epochs, as detailed in Table 2. The model's performance was
evaluated using the mean Average Precision (mAP) metric, a standard evaluation method for object
detection models. The mAP is computed as (8). Appendix A presents the distribution and positional
data of detected anomalies in the dataset, illustrating the spatial characteristics of bounding boxes and
object dimensions for the thermal defect class.

mAP = =Y, AP, (8)

where N is the total number of object classes, and AP; represents the average precision for the i — th
class. The mAP progression during training is illustrated in Figure 3, where the model achieved a final
mAP of 90.8% after 120 epochs (using the validation dataset). The learning curve demonstrates a
steady improvement, with saturation occurring at approximately epoch 125, followed by small
fluctuations, indicating robust training and convergence. Appendix B and Appendix C present two
distinct sets of results showcasing the testing and validation performance of the model.

mAP over Epochs for Various YOLO Models vs HOTSPOT-YOLO Model

10

0.8
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—— HOTSPOTYOLQ (Final mAP@90.8%)
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o 5 50 5 100 125 150 175 200

Epochs
Figure 3. mAP progression over 200 epochs for the HOTSPOT-YOLO model.
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3. Results

3.1 Multi-Module Hotspot Detection (Scenario 1: Single Hotspot)

The HOTSPOT-YOLO model was tested on thermal images of PV arrays containing multiple modules,
showecasing its robustness in detecting and localizing hotspots in complex scenarios. The results, as

presented in Figure 4, demonstrate the model’s ability to identify thermal anomalies with high
confidence.

In Figure 4(a), the input image (left) displays a PV array with a thermal anomaly located in one of the
central modules. The output image (right) shows that the model successfully identifies the hotspot,
assigning it a confidence score of 87%, with precise localization. This example illustrates the model's
ability to detect isolated thermal anomalies even within multi-module setups. Similarly, Figure 4(b)
highlights a thermal image of another multi-module PV array. The model effectively detects a
prominent hotspot with a confidence score of 90%, as shown in the output image (right). The accurate
detection and localization of this anomaly, as compared to the input image (left), further underscore
the model's reliability in real-world inspection scenarios. These results demonstrate the HOTSPOT-

YOLO model’s capability to detect hotspots across diverse PV module configurations, making it a
reliable tool for large-scale thermal anomaly detection.
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Figure 4. Multi-module hotspot detection results using the HOTSPOT-YOLO model. (a) Detection of a

single hotspot in a PV array, with a confidence score of 87%. (b) Detection of a hotspot in a separate
PV array, with a confidence score of 90%.
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3.2 Multi-Module Hotspot Detection (Scenario 2: Multiple Hotspots)

The detection of multiple hotspots in PV arrays is a critical aspect of ensuring the operational efficiency
and safety of large-scale solar installations. This subsection evaluates the performance of the
HOTSPOT-YOLO model in identifying multiple hotspots within thermal images of multi-module PV
arrays under varying environmental and thermal conditions.

The thermal image in Figure 5 is captured under very high irradiance conditions, evident from the
uniform hot surface observed across all PV modules in the array. This high irradiance condition creates
a baseline thermal pattern across the modules, making it challenging to distinguish true hotspots from
regular thermal variations. Despite this, the HOTSPOT-YOLO model accurately detected four modules
with significantly higher thermal anomalies, which deviate from the uniform pattern. The detected
modules were identified with confidence scores ranging from 91% to 94%, showcasing the model’s
ability to focus on critical regions of interest. This result highlights the capability of HOTSPOT-YOLO to
adapt to high-noise environments and isolate true hotspots amidst a uniformly heated background.
The model's robustness in identifying non-patterned anomalies ensures its reliability in real-world
conditions where environmental factors like solar irradiance may mask the visibility of faults.

Specific pattern
for all the PV
modules in the

PV array (due to
high solar
irradiance

condition)

Hotter PV
modules
(indicating
thermal hotspot)
— successfully o
detected by the
HOTSPOT-YOLO

-

Figure 5. Detection of thermal hotspots in a multi-module PV array using HOTSPOT-YOLO. The model
identifies localized hotspots with confidence scores ranging from 91% to 94%, while uniform thermal
patterns caused by high solar irradiance conditions are observed across the array.
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In Figure 6, the thermal image prominently displays a temperature scale bar on the right and a visually
striking hot surface area below the PV array. While these features contribute to the overall thermal
profile of the image, they do not represent true thermal anomalies within the PV modules themselves.
The HOTSPOT-YOLO model demonstrated exceptional robustness by ignoring these irrelevant regions,
focusing exclusively on the detection of true hotspots within the PV array. The identified hotspots,
confined to two modules, were detected with confidence scores ranging from 78% to 79%, illustrating
the model’s precision in isolating genuine anomalies.

This capability to differentiate between thermal anomalies within the PV modules and irrelevant
features, such as environmental heat sources or the thermal imaging camera’s scale bar, is a critical
advantage for automated inspection systems. It underscores the significance of the architectural
enhancements in HOTSPOT-YOLO, particularly the integration of Squeeze-and-Excitation (SE) attention
mechanisms and multi-scale feature aggregation. These mechanisms enable the model to prioritize
spatially and semantically significant regions within the input images while suppressing irrelevant or
redundant information.

The results from Figure 6 also highlight the model’s ability to generalize effectively across diverse
thermal conditions, including complex images with mixed thermal artifacts. By leveraging SE
mechanisms, the model dynamically recalibrates feature importance based on the thermal context,
ensuring that only the most relevant regions contribute to the final predictions. Moreover, the
incorporation of multi-scale feature aggregation ensures that the model captures both fine-grained
spatial details and broader contextual information, allowing it to adapt to varying thermal patterns.
This fine-tuned focus makes HOTSPOT-YOLO a robust solution for real-world applications, where
thermal noise and irrelevant patterns can often obscure meaningful anomalies.

Figure 6. Detection of multiple thermal hotspots in a multi-module PV array using HOTSPOT-YOLO. The
model identifies several hotspots with confidence scores ranging from 78% to 79%.
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3.3 Multi-Module Hotspot Detection (Scenario 3: Robustness to Image
Variations)

Ensuring robustness to image variations such as changes in brightness, contrast, and colour schemes
is essential for the real-world deployment of object detection models. The HOTSPOT-YOLO model was
evaluated under these challenging scenarios, and its performance is illustrated in Figure 7, which
demonstrates its capability to maintain consistent hotspot detection across various transformations
applied to the original image. Using a colour scheme instead of numeric temperature readings offers
specific advantages, such as reducing the number of input channels by one-third (as colour images
typically use three channels compared to single-channel numeric data), potentially improving
computational efficiency without sacrificing the model's ability to identify thermal anomalies.
Additionally, colour schemes can enhance visual interpretability for human operators, making it easier
to identify patterns and anomalies during manual inspection.

The original thermal image- (Figure 7(a)) displays the PV array in its default state, with two hotspots
detected. The detected hotspots are localized accurately, with confidence scores of 74% and 70%,
respectively. This serves as the baseline for evaluating the model's performance under
transformations. When the brightness and contrast of the image were reduced by 40%, as shown in
Figure 7(b), the overall visibility of the PV modules diminished, simulating a low-light or partially
obscured imaging condition. Despite this significant alteration, the HOTSPOT-YOLO model successfully
detected both hotspots with confidence scores of 73%, only slightly reduced compared to the original
detection.

The image was further transformed into grayscale as shown in Figure 7(c), removing all colour
information, which is a vital cue in many object detection tasks. Even under these conditions,
HOTSPOT-YOLO detected the same hotspots with slightly lower confidence scores of 68% and 67%.
This minor reduction in detection accuracy indicates that the model can effectively utilize texture,
structure, and spatial features extracted from grayscale images, rather than relying solely on colour-
based information. Such robustness is critical for deployments in scenarios where colour information
may be degraded or unavailable due to imaging constraints. Appendix D and Appendix E show
additional examples of HOTSPOT-YOLO predictions using different image variations.

Additionally, real-world conditions, such as drone movement, camera vibrations, or environmental
factors, often result in blurred thermal images with reduced edge clarity and lower contrast. Testing
the HOTSPOT-YOLO model under such challenging conditions is critical to evaluate its reliability in
detecting thermal anomalies. Figure 8(a) and Figure 8(b) illustrate the model's performance when
subjected to image blurring, showcasing its robustness in identifying hotspots in degraded visual
environments.

In the example shown in Figure 8(a), the image exhibits significant blurring, with unclear module edges
and a substantial reduction in overall contrast. Despite these challenges, the HOTSPOT-YOLO model
successfully detected multiple hotspots distributed across different modules, with confidence scores
ranging from 53% to 71%. The decreased confidence scores, compared to detections in clear images,
reflect the impact of reduced edge clarity and low contrast on the model's ability to localize and classify
hotspots. However, the successful detection of all relevant hotspots demonstrates the robustness of
the feature extraction pipeline, particularly the EfficientNet backbone and attention mechanisms,
which focus on semantically relevant features rather than solely relying on edge details.

Similarly, Figure 8(b) presents a less severe blurring effect compared to Figure 8(a), but still shows
reduced edge sharpness and contrast. The model accurately detected three hotspots across the PV
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modules, achieving confidence scores of 79%, 87%, and 88%. The higher confidence scores in this case,
as compared to Figure 8(a), indicate that the model’s detection accuracy improves with even a slight
increase in edge clarity. This highlights the sensitivity of the detection process to image quality, while
also confirming the model’s adaptability to varying degrees of visual degradation.

“7
- - | -:':
By 74%8
(a)

-— -y 73

ey -J - JL

—t - |
> -4 -1' . p:

735

(b)

Figure 7. Evaluation of HOTSPOT-YOLO under varying image transformations. (a) Original thermal
image with two detected hotspots (confidence scores: 74% and 70%). (b) Image with -40% brightness
and -40% contrast, where the detection accuracy remains consistent (confidence scores: 73%). (c)
Grayscale transformation, showing a minor reduction in confidence scores (68% and 67%),
demonstrating the model’s robustness to colour and brightness variations.
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(b)
Figure 8. HOTSPOT-YOLO performance under image blurring conditions. (a) Detection in a highly
blurred thermal image with low edge clarity and reduced contrast, identifying hotspots with
confidence scores ranging from 53% to 71%. (b) Detection in a moderately blurred image, successfully
identifying three hotspots with confidence scores of 79%, 87%, and 88%, showcasing the model's
robustness to varying levels of visual degradation.
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3.4 Multi-Module Hotspot Detection (Scenario 4: Ground-Based Thermal
Imaging)

While the HOTSPOT-YOLO model was solely trained and validated using drone-captured thermal
images, its robustness was further evaluated using thermal images taken from stationary, ground-
based thermal cameras. This test scenario, depicted in Figure 9(a) and Figure 9(b), demonstrates the
model’s capability to detect hotspots under different imaging conditions, such as non-uniform angles,
varied focus, and imperfect image orientation. These conditions mimic real-world challenges that may
arise during manual ground-based inspections of PV arrays.

In Figure 9(a), the thermal image captures multiple PV modules from a ground-level perspective,
introducing challenges such as uneven angles and partial occlusions. Despite these complexities,
HOTSPOT-YOLO successfully detected the majority of the hotspots across the PV array, with confidence
scores ranging from 63% to 82%. Notably, hotspots in modules near the center of the image were
detected with higher accuracy due to their better alignment and focus. However, some hotspots,
particularly at the edges of the image, remained undetected. This limitation can be attributed to the
model’s reliance on features learned from drone-captured images, where the angles and focus are
more uniform and optimized for overhead views.

The close-up ground-based image in Figure 9(b) shows a smaller section of the PV array with varied
focus and rotation. The model successfully detected two prominent hotspots with confidence scores
of 83% and 85%, demonstrating its ability to adapt to localized thermal anomalies. However, a third
hotspot was detected with a significantly lower confidence score of 28%, indicating the model's
reduced accuracy for anomalies located at image edges or areas with uneven focus. The lower
confidence score for the distant hotspot underscores the impact of ground-based imaging variations
on the model's detection accuracy. This emphasizes the importance of aligning the input data
characteristics with the model’s training dataset to achieve optimal results. Some more results of
ground-based thermal PV modules thermal detection are available in Appendix F.

Despite being trained exclusively on drone-captured images, HOTSPOT-YOLO demonstrated the ability
to detect hotspots in ground-based thermal images. This highlights the versatility of the model’s
architecture, particularly its robust feature extraction capabilities. The significant variation in detection
accuracy observed in Figures 9(a) and 9(b) reveals the sensitivity of the model to angle, orientation,
and focus differences between the training data and test images. These factors must be carefully
considered when deploying HOTSPOT-YOLO for ground-based inspections. Hotspots located at the
edges of the image or in regions with oblique angles are more likely to remain undetected or be
assigned lower confidence scores. This limitation arises from the inherent difference in the spatial and
thermal patterns captured by drone and ground-based imaging systems. However, since the drone
typically flies in a predefined pattern, it often captures multiple images of the same area from different
perspectives, providing additional opportunities for detecting previously missed hotspots. This
redundancy in coverage helps mitigate the risk of missing anomalies, improving the overall reliability
of the detection process.

To enhance the performance of HOTSPOT-YOLO on ground-based images, additional fine-tuning using
an expanded dataset that includes ground-based thermal images captured under varying conditions
should be implemented. Such a dataset should encompass a wide range of scenarios, including diverse
angles, orientations, focal depths, and lighting variations, to bridge the gap between the drone-based
and ground-based imaging domains. Fine-tuning the model with these datasets would allow it to learn
features specific to ground-based imagery, such as edge distortions, perspective shifts, and non-
uniform thermal patterns. This adaptation would not only improve the detection accuracy for
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challenging scenarios but also increase the model's generalizability and robustness, making it a more
versatile tool for comprehensive solar PV inspections across different deployment settings.

(b)

Figure 9. HOTSPOT-YOLO detection performance on ground-based thermal images. (a) Wide-angle
thermal image with multiple detected hotspots (confidence scores: 63% to 82%), showing limitations
in detecting edge anomalies due to angle and focus differences. (b) Close-up thermal image with
rotation and focus variations, detecting two prominent hotspots (83% and 85%) and one distant
hotspot with a lower confidence score of 28%, illustrating the impact of imaging variations on
detection accuracy.
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3.6 Benchmark Analysis

The proposed HOTSPOT-YOLO model was benchmarked against several state-of-the-art object
detection algorithms to highlight its performance in detecting thermal anomalies in solar PV systems.
These models, including Cascade RCNN [34], CenterNet [35], Faster RCNN [36], YOLOv5m [37],
YOLOv9m [38], and YOLOv11m [39], are widely recognized for their effectiveness in object detection
tasks across various domains. The benchmarking results, presented in Table 3, assess each model’s
detection accuracy (mAP@0.5), computational efficiency (FLOPs), model complexity (number of
parameters), and inference speed (ms), providing a comprehensive comparative analysis.

The proposed HOTSPOT-YOLO achieves the highest detection accuracy with a mAP of 90.8%,
significantly outperforming YOLOv11m, which achieves 84.9% and is the next best-performing model.
This notable improvement is attributed to architectural modifications, including the integration of
EfficientNet as the backbone and Squeeze-and-Excitation attention mechanisms, which enhance the
model’s ability to focus on thermally significant regions like hotspots in solar modules. In contrast,
traditional models such as Cascade RCNN and CenterNet exhibit lower accuracy, with mAP scores of
74.2% and 68.5%, respectively, reflecting their limitations in handling small-scale, subtle thermal
anomalies.

The mAP progression for various YOLO models compared to the HOTSPOT-YOLO model is shown in
Figure 10, illustrating a detailed comparison of their mAP across 200 epochs. HOTSPOT-YOLO achieves
the highest final mAP at 90.8%, demonstrating a significant improvement over YOLOv11im (84.9%),
YOLOVImM (80.3%), and YOLOvV5m (81.4%). This result emphasizes the proposed model’s capability to
better capture critical features and detect subtle thermal anomalies in solar PV systems, making it a
robust solution for anomaly detection tasks. The HOTSPOT-YOLO curve shows a smooth and consistent
growth in mAP, reaching higher accuracy earlier during training and stabilizing without significant
fluctuations after 125 epochs. In contrast, YOLOvOm exhibits more variability, indicating that it may
struggle with noise or suboptimal feature extraction during training. YOLOv11m shows a stable curve
but lags behind HOTSPOT-YOLO in final accuracy, underscoring the advantages introduced by HOTSPOT-
YOLO's enhancements, such as the EfficientNet backbone and Squeeze-and-Excitation attention
mechanisms.

Another notable observation from Figure 10 is the faster convergence rate of HOTSPOT-YOLO
compared to other models. While YOLOv5m and YOLOv9m require more epochs to stabilize, HOTSPOT-
YOLO quickly reaches its optimal detection accuracy, making it more suitable for real-time and
resource-constrained scenarios. Additionally, the stability and reliability of HOTSPOT-YOLO across the
training process highlight its robustness in handling diverse image variations and challenging features
inherent in thermal imaging datasets.

Table 3. Comparison of HOTSPOT-YOLO with state-of-the-art object detection models

Algorithms mAP (%) Parameters (M) FLOPs (G) Time (ms)

Cascade RCNN [34] 74.2 68.93 80.15 25.57
CenterNet [35] 68.5 28.89 142.13 27.62
Faster RCNN [36] 75.8 41.12 41.12 27.43
YOLOv5m [37] 81.4 18.12 15.83 22.35
YOLOv9m [38] 80.3 25.30 105.2 23.76
YOLOv11im [39] 84.9 38.22 29.61 29.61
HOTSPOT-YOLO 90.8 36.10 25.53 25.22
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Figure 10. mAP progression over epochs for various YOLO models vs. HOTSPOT-YOLO model. The figure
highlights the superior performance of HOTSPOT-YOLO with the highest final mAP@90.8%,

demonstrating consistent improvements across training epochs compared to other YOLO variants.

From the perspective of model complexity, HOTSPOT-YOLO demonstrates an optimal balance with a
parameter count of 36.10M, making it efficient while maintaining high accuracy. Compared to
YOLOv11lm, which has 38.22M parameters, HOTSPOT-YOLO achieves better accuracy with fewer
parameters, showcasing the effectiveness of its architectural enhancements. On the other hand,
models such as Cascade RCNN and Faster RCNN have significantly higher parameter counts, at 68.93M
and 41.12M respectively, which lead to increased computational costs without commensurate gains
in detection accuracy.

In terms of computational efficiency, the proposed HOTSPOT-YOLO model requires 25.53 GFLOPs,
which is considerably lower than YOLOv9m (105.2 GFLOPs) and Cascade RCNN (80.15 GFLOPs). This
computational lightness is crucial for real-time deployment scenarios, such as drone-based thermal
imaging, where processing resources are often constrained. The integration of EfficientNet and feature
aggregation mechanisms enables the model to maintain high performance while minimizing
computational demands, further reinforcing its suitability for operational scalability.

The inference time of HOTSPOT-YOLO is 25.22 ms, placing it among the fastest models evaluated. While
YOLOv5m achieves a slightly faster inference time of 22.35 ms, HOTSPOT-YOLO remains faster than
YOLOv1lm (29.61 ms) and RCNN-based models such as Cascade RCNN (25.57 ms) and Faster RCNN
(27.43 ms). This speed ensures the model’s applicability in real-time scenarios, such as drone-based
PV inspections, where rapid image processing and anomaly detection are critical.

The results presented in this benchmarking analysis underscore the robustness and scalability of the
HOTSPOT-YOLO model. Its superior detection accuracy, combined with its computational efficiency and
lightweight design, makes it a compelling choice for detecting subtle thermal hotspots in PV arrays.
The EfficientNet backbone reduces FLOPs while retaining strong feature extraction capabilities, and
the SE attention mechanisms enhance the model’s ability to focus on relevant regions. These features
enable HOTSPOT-YOLO to adapt to multi-scale inputs and outperform competing models in both
accuracy and efficiency. Furthermore, its real-time inference capability highlights its potential for
deployment in large-scale PV inspections, providing a practical and effective solution for detecting
thermal anomalies.
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Table 4 provides a further comprehensive comparison of existing PV hotspot detection techniques,
highlighting key methodologies, features, advantages, and limitations. These methods range from
traditional approaches, such as IR imaging with partial shading analysis, to advanced solutions,
including CNN and modified YOLO frameworks. For instance, [40] advanced real-time monitoring
capabilities by employing a multi-task fusion approach with a modified YOLOv3 model. Researchers in
[40], further utilized IR imaging combined with partial shading analysis to simulate and detect
hotspots, offering a practical and cost-effective solution for specific scenarios. Similarly, [42] leveraged
color image descriptors with infrared thermography to identify hotspots, demonstrating high accuracy
for small datasets. The authors of [13] introduced a CNN-based method for large-scale condition
monitoring, providing automated hotspot classification, albeit with significant computational
overhead. The limitations observed across these methods, such as reliance on high-quality training
data, scalability challenges, and computational intensity, underscore the need for efficient, robust
solutions. In this context, our HOTSPOT-YOLO model, which integrates a lightweight YOLO framework,
delivers superior performance with a high mAP of 90.8% and scalable capabilities, addressing many
of the constraints present in prior works.

Table 4. Comparative analysis of PV hotspots detection methods vs. HOTSPOT-YOLO

Ref.; Year Model Key Features Advantages Limitations
[40]; 2023 Modified YOLOv3 Multi-task fusion  Improved Limited field
with Multi-Task for detecting accuracy and testing; requires
Fusion. hotspots in adaptability for high-quality
thermal IR real-time training data.
images. monitoring.
[41]; 2021 IR Imaging with Uses partial Practical for Dependent on
Partial Shading shading to specific accurate shading
Analysis. simulate environmental patterns for
hotspots with IR scenarios; cost- results.
imaging tools. effective.
[42]; 2022 Color Image Employs color- High accuracy for  Susceptible to
Descriptors with  based descriptors small datasets; noise in mixed
IR Thermography. to analyze low data; limited
thermal IR computational scalability.
images. cost.
[13]; 2020 CNN-Based Leverages Automated large- Requires
Condition convolutional scale anomaly significant
Monitoring. neural networks  detection and computational
for anomaly hotspot resources for
detection in IR classification. training.
data.
This work; 2025 HOTSPOT-YOLO Lightweight YOLO High mAP Limited testing
(Enhanced with EfficientNet  (90.8%), low on ground-based
YOLOv11). backbone and SE  computational thermal imaging
attention cost, scalable to datasets.
mechanisms. large datasets.
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4. Conclusion

This study addresses the critical need for efficient and accurate thermal anomaly detection in solar PV
systems by introducing HOTSPOT-YOLO, an enhanced deep learning model optimized for drone-based
inspections. The research demonstrates significant contributions to the field through architectural
innovations, including the integration of an EfficientNet backbone for optimized feature extraction and
SE attention mechanisms for precise focus on thermal anomalies. These enhancements enable the
model to detect subtle defects, such as hotspots, with exceptional accuracy while maintaining
computational efficiency.

Key findings reveal that HOTSPOT-YOLO achieves a mAP of 90.8%, an improvement of 5.9% over the
YOLOv11 baseline, alongside a reduction of 2.12 million parameters, making it computationally
lightweight and practical for real-time deployment. Robustness tests highlight the model's adaptability
to challenging conditions, including brightness variations, noise, and low-contrast images, confirming
its utility for large-scale solar PV inspections. Benchmarking against leading object detection models
further underscores HOTSPOT-YOLO's superior performance, achieving a notable balance between
accuracy, speed, and resource efficiency. The implications of this work extend beyond immediate
application in PV systems, offering insights into the potential of lightweight, attention-enhanced
architectures for broader thermal imaging challenges. By effectively addressing scalability and
resource constraints, HOTSPOT-YOLO represents a step forward in automating fault detection and
enhancing the reliability of renewable energy technologies.

Building on the strengths of this study, future research will aim to extend HOTSPOT-YOLO'’s capabilities
in the following areas: (1) Fine-tuning the model for ground-based thermal imagery and oblique-angle
datasets to expand its applicability to diverse inspection scenarios; (2) Optimizing the model for
integration with drone-edge processors to minimize latency and energy consumption during field
inspections; (3) Leveraging detected anomalies to build predictive frameworks that enable proactive
maintenance and reduce operational downtime; (4) Incorporating geographically varied datasets,
including different environmental conditions and PV system configurations, to improve the model’s
robustness and scalability; and (5) Combining the detection framework with advanced Al-based
diagnostic tools, such as digital twins, to support decision-making and long-term system optimization.
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Appendix A

This figure illustrates the spatial distribution and characteristics of detected thermal anomalies
within the dataset:

Top-left (Big Blue Square): The blue square represents the total number of detected anomaly instances
in the dataset. Its uniform coloration indicates that the dataset contains a consistent labeling of
anomalies, which is crucial for training robust object detection models.

Top-right (Bounding Box Overlap): The overlay of bounding boxes visualises the positional distribution
of anomalies. The clustering toward the center suggests that most anomalies are concentrated within
the central region of the images, potentially influenced by the drone's typical flight path or image
framing during data collection.

Bottom-left (Scatter Plot of X and Y Coordinates): This plot shows the normalized positional
distribution of anomalies along the X and Y axes within the image space. The relatively uniform
distribution highlights that anomalies are detected across the entire image, though slight clustering
patterns may reflect operational constraints or common defect locations.

Bottom-right (Height vs. Width Distribution): This plot presents the normalized dimensions of
bounding boxes (height vs. width). The dense cluster in the lower-left corner indicates that most
anomalies are relatively small, reflecting the localized nature of thermal defects in solar PV systems.
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Appendix B
e Tmh 0g0

v
L LA e
LA 1

im

anom‘é|‘y‘0.9

|

T

T LLLL b
T

e
# 2anomaly 0.7

I

anomaly 0.6
pm 7 Eaa .
; ' Y 'Q!
& anomaly 0.

anomaly 0.
i ¥
¥ .

¢ p

aly 0.9

anom

BERRRER] (A SR 9480k

anomaly 0.3,
B .56;y. 2-9maly 0.7
:_‘iu

L
Ny
1L
Ruw
11
L 1L
Ll
nu | EEw
- W
- ]
Eaano
wun
wyo

ARARARE 1
{2eseans su=

[ ] ]
..

Page 22 of 29



Appendix C

T YN GRRRE
0 a6 D
; ¥

anomaly 1,08 |

| = s D,
i W %

Page 23 of 29



Appendix D
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