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Abstract

In 2022, fuel combustion in road transport accounted for approximately 21% (760 million tonnes) of CO2 emissions in
the European Union (EU). Road transport is the only sector with rising emissions, with an increase of 24% compared
to 1990. The EU initially aimed to ban new CO2-emitting cars by 2030 but has since delayed this target to 2035,
underscoring the ongoing challenges in the push for rapid decarbonisation. The pace of decarbonisation in this sector
will either ease or intensify the pressure on other sectors to stay within the EU’s carbon budget. This paper explores
the effects of speeding up or slowing down the transition in road transport. We reveal that a slower decarbonisation
path not only drives up system costs by 126 billion e/a (6%) but also demands more than a doubling of the CO2 price
from 137 to 290 e/tCO2 in 2030 to trigger decarbonisation in other sectors. On the flip side, accelerating the shift to
cleaner transport proves to be the most cost-effective strategy, giving room for more gradual changes in the heating
and industrial sectors, while reducing the reliance on carbon removal in later years. Earlier mandates than currently
envisaged by the EU can avoid stranded assets and save up to 43 billion e/a compared to current policies.

Keywords: decarbonisation road transport, electric vehicles, energy system modelling, pathway optimisation, sector
coupling

Highlights

• Examines trade-offs between the speed of road trans-
port decarbonisation and CO2 reduction burdens in
other sectors.

• Electrification is the cost-optimal decarbonisation strat-
egy for both light- and heavy-duty transport, even
under significant vehicle cost variations.

• Faster road transition reduces costs, allows for slower
build out of heat pumps and green hydrogen produc-
tion and reduces reliance on DAC

• Mandates for zero-emission vehicles by 2030 (light-
duty) and 2035 (heavy-duty) save costs and prevent
stranded assets.

• Road transport demand reductions lower long-term
costs and renewable energy capacity requirements.

1. Introduction

Over the past three decades, Europe has reduced its
greenhouse gas emissions, achieving a 27% reduction be-

tween 1990 and 2021. However, this overall reduction
masks a stark disparity between sectors: while most man-
age to reduce emissions, road transport emissions increased
by 21% during the same period [1]. This increase high-
lights the persistent challenge of decarbonising this sector
and is primarily attributed to the continuously growing
demand, driven by rising vehicle-kilometres travelled and
the trend toward larger and more powerful cars, despite
advancements in vehicle efficiency.

Currently road transport predominantly relies on fos-
sil fuel combustion, making it one of the largest contrib-
utors to greenhouse gas emissions. Next to increasing the
use of public transport and reducing demand, the primary
strategies to decarbonise the sector involves transitioning
from fossil-fueled internal combustion engines (ICE) to
zero-emission alternatives, such as battery electric (BEV),
hydrogen-powered (FCEV) or zero-emission fuel-powered
vehicles (e.g. running with biofuels or synthetic fuels).
Adoption of light-duty electric vehicles is already gaining
momentum globally, with 14 million sold in 2023 – 60% in
China and 25% in Europe, where the BEV stock reached
6.7 million with 2.2 million new registrations [2]. Adoption
rates vary significantly between light-duty and heavy-duty
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vehicles: in 2023, battery electric passenger cars accounted
for 15% of sales in the EU [3], while heavy trucks – respon-
sible for roughly 70% of heavy-duty emissions [4] – had
just a 1% share [5]. Despite these trends, BEVs made up
only around 1.7% of the total vehicle fleet in the European
Union in 2023 [6].

To accelerate the transition to zero-emission vehicles,
CO2 fleet emission standards for new vehicles in the EU
and the UK require gradual emission reductions. Zero-
emission light-duty vehicles are mandated in both the EU
and the UK from 2035 onward, a target that was formerly
envisioned for 2030 but delayed by five years [7, 8]. For
heavy-duty vehicles, the EU mandates a 90% reduction in
emissions by 2040 compared to a reference year between
2019 and 2025, depending on the vehicle type [4]. Further-
more, the EU has set the target of having 30 million zero-
emission cars on the road by 2030 (roughly corresponding
to 10% of the current light-duty vehicle fleet) [9].

While numerous studies have explored decarbonisation
pathways for road transport, most focus narrowly on only
the transport sector, a single decarbonisation speed or a
long-term scenario instead of the transition pathway. Elec-
trification consistently emerges as the dominant strategy,
with projected shares ranging between 40–100% for road
transport [10–12]. However, some studies allocate signifi-
cant roles to hydrogen, biofuels, or synthetic fuels – espe-
cially for heavy-duty vehicles – with scenarios projecting
up to 30% FCEVs [13] or 27% power-to-x fuels [14] by
2050. The urgency of achieving net-zero emissions varies:
while the EU Reference Scenario 2020 projects only a 35%
decrease of CO2 emissions compared to 1990 [15], Plötz et
al. [16] argue that road transport emissions must reach net
zero between 2044 and 2048 to stay within the 1.5oC car-
bon budget. The high-ambition scenarios for heavy-duty
vehicles from an ICCT report suggest even earlier emission
reduction reaching net zero by 2040 [17].

Despite this growing body of research, an important
gap remains: none of these studies examine how the speed
of road transport decarbonisation affects other sectors. A
report by the thinktank Agora [18] explores three decar-
bonisation pathways for Germany, ranging from fast tran-
sitions by 2040 to slower scenarios with residual emissions
in 2050, finding that a faster transition is cost-optimal.
However, this analysis is limited to a single country and
focuses exclusively on the transport sector, leaving the
broader implications for the overall energy systems un-
explored.

This study addresses this gap by providing the first
comprehensive analysis of how the pace of road transport
decarbonisation in Europe shifts emission reduction bur-
dens to other sectors assuming a fixed overall CO2 budget.
This is the first model with a high temporal and spatial res-
olution that endogenises road transport investment in light

and heavy-duty as well as all other energy sectors. Using
the sector-coupled energy system model PyPSA-Eur, we
quantify the impact of faster or slower transport decarbon-
isation on renewable generation deployment, heat pump
installations, green hydrogen production, and total sys-
tem costs. Our model captures the competition for scarce
resources (e.g., biomass), cross-sectoral interactions influ-
encing fuel prices, competing decarbonisation of different
sectors under a global budget and infrastructure require-
ments. Additionally, we assess the consequences of rising
or declining transport demand and the benefits of main-
taining zero-emission mandates for new light-duty vehicles
by 2030, as initially planned in the EU and the UK, and
heavy-duty vehicles by 2035.

2. Methods

2.1. Model structure

This study uses the European energy system model
PyPSA-Eur [19] comprising the sectors power, heating, in-
dustry, agriculture, aviation, shipping and land transport.
It minimises total system costs, while optimising genera-
tion, storage, transmission, distribution capacity and dis-
patch. Europe is represented by 39 regions, with a plan-
ning horizon spanning from 2025 to 2050, divided into five
investment periods (2025, 2030, 2035, 2040, and 2050).
The model has perfect foresight with 3-hourly time reso-
lution inside each investment year, but myopic foresight
between the investment periods. This means that invest-
ments cannot anticipate future CO2 budgets or energy
prices. The model is already described in detailed in multi-
ple studies [20–23] and in this study only newly-introduced
features and modelling assumptions are discussed.

CO2 emissions are constrained in line with EU green-
house gas targets to a 55% reduction in 2030, 90% re-
duction in 2040 and net-zero in 2050 compared to 1990
levels. This corresponds to cumulative emissions of ap-
proximately 35 GtCO2 from 2022 to 2050. For the Euro-
pean countries included in this study, with a total popu-
lation of 611 million (compared to the global population
of 8 billion, representing a 7.6% share), this equates to
global emissions of roughly 460 GtCO2

, which aligns with
a +1.7oC warming scenario (490 GtCO2 with 67% likeli-
hood [24]) assuming no additional net-negative emissions
after 2050 to balance emissions overshoot.

CO2 sequestration potentials are assumed to increase
from zero in 2025 to 50 MtCO2

/a in 2030, reaching 200 MtCO2
/a

by 2050. In addition, land use, land-use change, and
forestry (LULUCF) emission reductions are available based
on EU targets, ranging from 249 MtCO2

/a in 2025 to 310 MtCO2
/a

from 2030 onward [25]. 77% of this LULUCF potential is
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assumed available for mitigating CO2 emissions (reflecting
the share of CO2 emissions relative to total greenhouse gas
emissions in the EU-27 in 2021), while the remainder is al-
located to offset other greenhouse gases. In practice, this
means that LULUCF can reduce CO2 emissions by up to
192 MtCO2/a by 2025 and 239 MtCO2/a from 2030 onward
with costs of 25 e/tCO2 [26].

2.2. Road Transport

Road transport is represented with a distinction be-
tween light and heavy-duty vehicles, each characterized by
different total demand based on vehicle-kilometre driven
from the JRC-IDEES [27] and demand time-series using
weekly characteristic profiles from the German Federal
Highway Research Institute (BASt) [28]. The total de-
mand is assumed to grow in the base case according to
historical growth (light-duty annual average increase of
1.4%/year and heavy-duty 1%/year).

Endogenously, the road transport demand can be sup-
plied by three different drivetrain technologies: (i) battery
electric (BEV), (ii) hydrogen fuel cell (FCEV) or (iii) inter-
nal combustion engine (ICE) vehicles. The latter can oper-
ate either on fossil, synthetic or electrobiofuel. Electrobio-
fuels combine biofuel and electrofuel production processes,
both based on Fischer-Tropsch synthesis, by adding renew-
able hydrogen to enhance carbon utilisation from biomass,
resulting in higher fuel yields and improved efficiency [29].
Vehicle investment costs and efficiencies are taken for light-
duty from [30] and for heavy-duty from the Danish Energy
Agency [31] assuming an average of capital costs across dif-
ferent truck types (see Figure 10 and Table 2 in Appendix)
due to the lack of detailed data on the share of different
truck types in each country.

The fleet turnover is based on country-specific new car
registration data from the JRC-IDEES database [27] (see
Appendix Figure 6), where the share of new registrations
from the total fleet is endogenously optimised to deter-
mine the cost-optimal powertrain. Scenario-specific as-
sumptions further define the maximum share of non-zero-
emission vehicles from the newly registered cars. The total
number of vehicles is assumed to stay constant over time.
Since energy infrastructure needs are driven only by total
vehicle-kilometre demand and not fleet size, while system
costs are influenced by car investment costs, this assump-
tion allows for a clearer distinction between the two fac-
tors. It is assumed that BEVs and FCEVs are used until
the end of their lifetime, while ICEs can be retired earlier,
but the annualised investment costs still have to be paid
until the end of the vehicle’s lifetime.

In the main scenarios, no demand side management
(DSM) in form of flexible charging of the BEV or vehicle-
to-grid (V2G) is allowed. As both are not yet widely im-

plemented, excluding them serves as a cautious baseline to
ensure results are not overly optimistic in favour of elec-
trification. The option of DSM and V2G is explored as
sensitivity in the Appendix and results in lower energy
storage capacities for hydrogen and stationary batteries,
lower capacities of the electricity distribution grid, and
marginal lower system costs, cumulating to savings of 9
and 130 billion e respectively over the whole modelling
horizon, assuming a social discount rate of 2% (see Sec-
tion 4.2).

This study does not explicitly model hybrid vehicles,
gas-powered powertrains (CNG/LNG), and differentiation
between petrol and diesel options. It also does not include
further differentiation within heavy- and light-duty trans-
port, such as long-haul trucks, buses, and two-wheelers.
Infrastructure costs for charging are omitted, but a ±20%
variation in vehicle capital costs is introduced to test the
robustness of results.

2.3. Scenarios

We explore six scenarios that differ in the transition
speed of road transport, the demand development, and
if a mandate forbidding non-zero-emission vehicles from
2030 for light-duty and 2035 for heavy-duty is applied (see
Table 1).

The Base scenario follows the EU-mandated fleet CO2

emission reduction goals. For 2025, a modest increase in
the share of zero-emission vehicles compared to 2023 lev-
els is assumed, setting the maximum share for new vehicle
sales at 20% for light-duty and 15% for heavy-duty ve-
hicles. From 2030 onward, the maximum share of zero-
emission vehicles follows the EU fleet reduction targets,
such as 55% for light-duty and 45% for heavy-duty vehi-
cles in 2030. From 2035 onward, up to 100% zero-emission
vehicles are allowed for light-duty (see Figure 5). While
these targets until 2035 could also be met by improving
the efficiency of internal combustion engine vehicles, this
study assumes no efficiency improvements for passenger
cars, as historical trends show that vehicles’ growing size
and weight have offset efficiency increases. In the Fast
transition scenario, more rapid emission reductions than
politically targeted are reached, allowing up to 100% zero-
emission vehicles from 2030. In the Slow transition sce-
nario, the CO2 fleet targets are not met, and the adoption
of zero-emission vehicles reaches up to 100% of newly reg-
istered cars for light-duty only in 2050 and 90% for heavy-
duty.

To evaluate the impact of rising or decreasing demand
compared to the historical trends, the Low-demand and
High-demand scenarios assume changes in the road trans-
port demand measured in driven kilometres relative to the
Base scenario, starting at 5% in 2025 and incrementally
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Scenario
CO2 Emission Limits
in New Vehicle Sales

Road Transport
Demand

Base fulfilling EU CO2 fleet targets increasing according to historical growth

Fast
up to 100% zero-emission vehicles
in new sales from 2030 onward

same as Base

Slow
maximum share of zero-emission vehicles from 16%/10%

in 2025 to 100%/90% in 2050 for light/heavy-duty
same as Base

High-Demand same as Base
increasing demand compared to Base
from 5% in 2025 up to +30% in 2050

Low-Demand same as Base
decreasing demand compared to Base
from -5% in 2025 up to -30% in 2050

Mandate
Allow only sales of zero-emissions

vehicles from 2030 (light) and 2035 (heavy)
same as Base

Table 1: Overview of the six different scenarios. Assumptions for every investment period are displayed in the Appendix in Figures 4 and 5.

increasing by 5% every five years, culminating in a to-
tal deviation of 30% by 2050. For instance, in the Low-
demand scenario, demand is 0.95 times the Base in 2025,
0.9 in 2030, and so forth (see Figure 4). In the Mandate
scenario, no internal combustion engines can be registered
from 2030 for light-duty and 2035 for heavy-duty onward.

3. Results

In all scenarios, the electrification of both light and
heavy-duty vehicles is the cost-optimal strategy to decar-
bonise road transport. FCEVs are only adopted under sig-
nificant investment cost reductions for FCEVs combined
with increased investment costs for BEVs (see Figure 1).
The option of producing electrobiofuels is never used and
synthetic fuel production starts in 2040, but mainly to de-
carbonise aviation and shipping.

The EU target of 30 million zero-emission vehicles (roughly
corresponding to a minimum share of 10% zero-emission
vehicles in light-duty) in 2030 is reached in all scenarios. A
faster transition in the light-duty vehicle sector enables a
slower transition for heavy-duty vehicles where earlier de-
carbonisation is associated with higher costs due to higher
zero-emission truck costs in the early years.

All scenarios demonstrate the need for an accelerated
scale-up of renewable energy capacities (see Figure 14a in
Appendix) and, in most scenarios, a faster deployment of
heat pumps (see Figure 14b in Appendix) compared to
historical values.

3.1. Rapid Electrification of Light-Duty Reduces Pressure
on Fast Scale-up of Renewable, Heat Pump and Elec-
trolysis Installation

For light-duty vehicles, the switch from ICE to zero-
emission vehicles is constraint by the assumed fleet turnover
rate. For the Slow and Base scenario, this constraint is
binding, also under significant variations of vehicle invest-
ment costs. In contrast, a slower transition for heavy-
duty than light-duty is cost-optimal, and the allowed fleet
turnover is not constraining. The option of retiring ICE
before the end of their lifetime is not used since the invest-
ment costs for the vehicles are so high. Once the invest-
ment decision for one powertrain is made, the vehicle is
used until the end of its lifetime. To evaluate the impact
of this limited foresight, we investigate the advantages of
having earlier political mandates for allowing only zero-
emission vehicles in new sales in Section 3.3.

The pace of decarbonisation of road transport impacts
the transition speed in the other sectors and the total sys-
tem costs (see Figure 2). A faster transition of road trans-
port allows for a slower build-out of renewable generation
capacities, installation of heat pumps, ramp up of green
hydrogen production, and reduces reliance on carbon cap-
ture.

In the near term (2025–2035), power, heating and in-
dustry compensate for varying levels of emissions in road
transport to meet climate targets. A slower transition in
road transport requires until 2035 an up to 22% higher ad-
ditional annual renewable build-out rate (162–169 GW/a)
compared to a fast transition (138–147 GW/a) (see Figure
3). This is a significant challenge, since all scenarios neces-
sitate at least doubling the historical annual build-out rate
of 70 GW in 2022, with total renewable capacities reach-
ing 2.3–2.6 TW by 2035 (Figures 13a and 14a). A fast
transition reduces the need for renewable capacities since
it is more efficient to electrify the road transport first com-
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Figure 1: Share of engine type split by light and heavy-duty. Contour area indicates a variation of the vehicle investment costs by ±10% and
±20%. These variations reflect scenarios where, for instance, the investment cost of BEVs is increased by 10% while the cost of FCEVs is
simultaneously decreased by 10%, and vice versa.

pared to other sectors, e.g. production of green hydrogen
can be delayed.

In the Slow scenario, the delayed electrification of road
transport shifts a significant share of the emission reduc-
tion burden to the heating sector. This necessitates the
installation of 3.6 million additional heat pumps annu-
ally between 2025–2030, assuming a typical generation of
15 MWhth/a per heat pump. This demand represents a
9% increase compared to the Base scenario and a 64% rise
above historical installation rates. In contrast, the Fast
scenario enables a more gradual electrification of the heat-
ing sector. Annual installations drop to 2.2 million heat
pumps, which is even below the historical level of 2.9 mil-
lion heat pumps in 2021 [32].

The scale-up of green hydrogen production is in all sce-
narios below the political target of producing 10 MtH2

in 2030 within Europe envisioned by RePowerEU [33].
Since with a slower transition in road transport there are
fewer remaining free emissions, in the near-term a faster
transition from grey to green hydrogen production is re-
quired with 55 GW installed electrolysis capacities in 2030
(5 MtH2

produced) in the Slow scenario versus 7 GW
in the Fast scenario (with 0.7 MtH2

). In the long-term,
more synthetic fuel needs to be produced in the Slow sce-
nario due to the higher share of ICE, which need to run
with zero-emission fuels and therefore require larger capac-
ities of electrolysis and renewable generation. Since this is
less efficient than electrifying road transport, total system
costs are up to 5% (98 billion e/a) higher compared to
the Base scenario. On the contrary, with a Fast transi-
tion, especially in the near-term, up to 2% (43 billion e/a)
compared to the Base scenario can be saved.

In 2030 system-wide CO2 prices are more than two
times higher in the Slow transition scenario (290 e/tCO2

)
compared to the Fast scenario (137 e/tCO2

) and hydrogen
prices about 41% higher (110 e/MWhH2versus 78 e/MWhH2).
This is caused by more costly mitigation of CO2 in other

sectors and the need to ramp up the green hydrogen pro-
duction earlier, when higher exogenous costs are assumed.

In the long-term (2040–2050), higher CO2 emissions
from road transport are mitigated by direct air capture
(DAC) in the Slow scenario, capturing up to 126 MtCO2

/a
in 2040. This higher reliance on carbon capture with a slow
transition in road transport depends on uncertain factors
such as the (i) future costs of DAC, (ii) availability of a
CO2 network and (iii) CO2 sequestration potentials [34].
In the long-term, Fast andBase scenarios result in similar
shares of electric vehicles. The slightly higher emissions
in the Base scenario are offset by faster electrification in
heating and decarbonisation of industry.
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Figure 2: Difference in CO2 emissions compared to the Base sce-
nario.

5



500

0GW -5%
4%

-7%
8%

-5%

2030

-3%
6%

-8%

6%
-4%

2035

-2%

12%

-8%

8%

-4%

2040

-1%
4%

-12%

10%

-2%

2050
onshore wind
offshore wind
solar PV

5

0

5

m
illi

on
 h

ea
t p

um
ps

-83 TWh

21 TWh

-38 TWh

30 TWh

-72 TWh -65 TWh

90 TWh

-56 TWh

49 TWh

-88 TWh
-37 TWh

40 TWh

-33 TWh

28 TWh

-41 TWh
-9 TWh-16 TWh-15 TWh

12 TWh
-15 TWh

ground heat pump
air heat pump

0

10

M
t H

2

RePowerEU

fa
st

slo
w

lo
w-

de
m

an
d

hi
gh

-d
em

an
d

m
an

da
te

0

100

bi
llio

n 
Eu

ro
/a

-2%

1%

-1%

2%

-2%

fa
st

slo
w

lo
w-

de
m

an
d

hi
gh

-d
em

an
d

m
an

da
te

-2%

4%

-2%

2%

-2%

fa
st

slo
w

lo
w-

de
m

an
d

hi
gh

-d
em

an
d

m
an

da
te

-1%

5%

-2%

2%

-1%

fa
st

slo
w

lo
w-

de
m

an
d

hi
gh

-d
em

an
d

m
an

da
te

-1%

3%

-3%

3%

-1%

Total Renewable Capacities Difference

Electrified Individual Heating Difference

Hydrogen Production from Electrolysis Difference

Total System Costs Difference

Figure 3: Key factors compared to the Base scenario.

3.2. Higher Road Transport Demand Drives Up Total Sys-
tem Costs and Renewable Deployment

In the previous scenarios, vehicle-kilometres driven are
assumed to increase annually based on historical growth
trends. This section presents a sensitivity analysis ex-
ploring the impact of gradually increasing or decreasing
road transport demand, ranging from ±5 in 2025 to ±30%
in 2050 relative to the Base scenario. The analysis iso-
lates the impact of vehicle-kilometres driven and assumes
a constant vehicle fleet size, which accounts for a signifi-
cant fraction of roughly 60% of total system costs. Inde-
pendent of road transport demand levels, electrification is
the preferred strategy for decarbonising both heavy- and
light-duty vehicles, which remains the most efficient and
cost-effective approach.

Higher road transport demand increases total system
costs, primarily due to the increased need for renewable
energy generation capacity and the accelerated decarbon-
isation of other sectors, which is often more costly. By
2050, the High-demand scenario requires an additional
313 GW of renewable capacity compared to the Base sce-
nario, driving up system costs by 3% (53 billion e/a). In

contrast, reduced transport demand alleviates these pres-
sures, with 408 GW less renewable capacity needed and
total system costs 65 billion e/a lower than in the Base
scenario. These findings highlight a key distinction from
the previous scenarios, which explored varying transition
speeds for decarbonising road transport. This analysis
underscores that the level of road transport demand has
a long-term impact even after complete decarbonisation.
Higher transport demand drives greater electricity con-
sumption, necessitating substantially more renewable gen-
eration capacity to sustain the system. Conversely, lower
demand reduces the renewable capacity requirements, eas-
ing system costs and potential public acceptance problems.

In addition to lowering costs, reduced transport de-
mand and connected emissions slow the pace of decar-
bonisation required in other sectors. Between 2025 and
2030, annual renewable capacity additions in the Lower-
demand scenario are 14% lower (134 GW/a) than in the
Base case, easing the strain on a fast deployment. Lower
demand leads to a slower ramp-up of green hydrogen pro-
duction, decreasing from 11 to 7 MtH2

versus 13 MtH2
with

higher demand in 2030, and a reduced deployment of heat
pumps, with 2.9 million additional heat pumps between
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2025–2030 (-13% compared to Base) versus 3.6 million
annual additional heat pumps (+8% compared to Base)
with increasing demand. Since in 2040–2050 there are
some remaining emissions from the road transport, in the
High-demand scenario DAC is used to capture up to
37 MtCO2/a more compared to the Base scenario, while
with a lower-demand the reliance is reduced by 21 MtCO2/a
(see Figure 15).

3.3. Avoiding Costly Lock-In: Benefits of Earlier Zero-
Emission Vehicle Mandates

Early retirement of ICE is avoided because the high
vehicle investment costs incentivize usage over the entire
lifetime. In the model, the decisions on the powertrain are
based in the model on energy prices at the time of invest-
ment without the foresight of future years and changes in
fuel prices. Evaluating costs over the entire operational
lifetime of vehicles could lead to another vehicle type be-
ing more cost-optimal in the long run. We perform a sen-
sitivity analysis to address this potential mismatch and
prevent investment in more costly assets over the whole
lifetime. This analysis evaluates the potential benefits
of implementing political mandates requiring all newly-
registered light-duty vehicles to be zero-emission by 2030,
as initially planned by the EU, and heavy-duty vehicles by
2035, thus preventing stranded assets.

Since light-duty BEVs become cost-competitive from
2030 onward, the 2035 zero-emission mandate is primarily
relevant for accelerating the transformation in the heavy-
duty sector. Further, a mandate would not only ensure
road transport transformation but also eliminate uncer-
tainties by guaranteeing the adoption of zero-emission ve-
hicles, even if vehicle costs are not reducing as fast as ex-
pected, and offer manufactures planning security.

Compared to current policies, the earlier Mandate
scenario for zero-emission vehicles saves annual costs of up
to 2% (43 billion e/a), which cumulates over the whole
modeling horizon to 533 billion e, assuming a 2% so-
cial discount rate. Also compared to the Fast transition
scenario, which allows for zero-emission vehicles of up to
100% in new vehicle sales from 2030 onward, stranded in-
vestments in internal combustion vehicles in heavy-duty
in 2035 are prevented, which results in cumulative cost-
savings of 14 billion e(assuming a social discount rate of
2%). The mandates further allow for a slower deployment
of renewable generation capacity, e.g. between 2035–2040
the annual build-out rates of additional renewable capacity
are 265 GW, 3–4% lower compared to the Fast and Base
scenario. Reduced emissions from heavy-duty transport
especially allow for a slower decarbonisation of the heat-
ing sector with 5.9 and 1.7 million and heat pumps fewer
installed in 2035 compared to Base and Fast scenario,
respectively.

4. Discussion and Conclusion

This study examines how the pace of road transport
decarbonisation impacts the burden on other sectors to
achieve emission reductions to stay within the European
climate targets. Our findings emphasize that electrifica-
tion – for both light and heavy-duty vehicles – is the dom-
inant strategy for decarbonisation, while alternative fuels
such as biofuels and hydrogen remain largely untapped
even under large vehicle investment cost variations. This
aligns with findings from other literature [10, 12, 17, 18].

We demonstrate that a fast transition of road transport
not only minimises overall costs and results in a lower CO2

price but also alleviates the urgency for rapid deployment
of renewable energy capacity, heat pumps, and electroly-
sis, as well as reducing reliance on carbon capture tech-
nologies. This conclusion is consistent with Agora’s study
[18], which focuses on Germany and similarly finds that
a faster transition is more cost-effective, even when anal-
ysed from a transport-sector-specific perspective. How-
ever, even with a fast transition in road transport, our
results show that the annual deployment rate of renew-
able energy capacities must at least double compared to
the historical rate, and green hydrogen production needs
to be scaled up to 7 MtH2 by 2035 to meet the political
emission reduction targets. Breed et al. [35], focusing on
heavy-duty transport in Europe with more detailed fleet
modelling than in our study, project 4–22% zero-emission
truck sales and 2–11% of total stock in 2030 under pre-
vious CO2 emission targets (-30% by 2030 compared to
2019/2020). Under the updated targets (-45% by 2030
compared to 2021–2024), we find slightly higher values of
8–15% zero-emission vehicles in the total heavy-duty stock
by 2030. Similarly, the BloombergNEF Electric Vehicle
Outlook 2024 [36] estimates a 41% share of electric vehi-
cles in new passenger car sales in Europe by 2027, which
aligns between our Base and Slow scenarios.

A key driver of emissions and cost reductions is the
trajectory of transport demand. In our model, the Low-
demand scenario assumes a reduction in the vehicle-kilometres
traveled while the number of vehicles is kept constant.
This could represent a future scenario in which passenger-
kilometres are reduced for instance thanks to home-office,
use of public transport or bicycles some days of the week.
It could also represent a scenario in which the traveled
passenger-kilometres increase but the number of passen-
gers per vehicle also increases thanks to car-sharing or tar-
geted policies. Reducing the vehicle-kilometres travelled
has significant additional benefits which are not included
in our modelling, such as lower particle pollution from fine
particulates, reduced number of accidents, and safer and
healthier cities. Our results indicate that curbing the his-
torical growth by up to 30% by 2050 could yield annual
savings of up to 65 billion e/a. Reducing road transport
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demand reduces the need for additional renewable genera-
tion capacity and reliance on DAC in the long term. This
further avoids land-use and public acceptance problems
and mitigates uncertainties surrounding the development
of carbon capture technologies. Similarly, the analysis by
Kany et al. [37] analysis of the Danish transport sector de-
carbonisation shows that reducing transport demand can
lower transport sector costs by 10% while achieving full
decarbonisation by 2045. Furthermore, Deblas et al. [38]
show that reductions in road transport demand are essen-
tial for staying within a 1.5–2oC global warming threshold.
We show that, in contrast, a slow transition in road trans-
port places a high burden on other sectors for emission re-
ductions to stay within the climate target, e.g., it demands
the installation of 3.6 million additional heat pumps annu-
ally in the near-term, far exceeding the 2.9 million installed
in 2021.

We show that earlier mandates than envisaged by Eu-
ropean policy – requiring zero-emission light-duty vehi-
cles in new sales from 2030 and heavy-duty vehicles from
2035 – avoid investments in stranded assets and are cost-
optimal compared to current policies. Our findings align
with Plötz et al. [16], who investigated only the trans-
port sector and suggest similar mandates from 2033 for
light-duty and 2033–2038 for heavy-duty vehicles to meet
stringent 1.5oC targets. In agreement with these results,
BloombergNEF EV outlook [36] advocates for policy inter-
ventions to ensure heavy-duty vehicle electrification, which
remains critical even though they state that heavy-duty
electric vehicles become economically viable from 2030 on-
ward.

Taken together, this study demonstrates that fast elec-
trification of road transport is critical for alleviating de-
carbonisation pressures on other sectors, reducing reliance
on carbon capture in the long term and cost-effectively
achieving European climate goals. To realise this poten-
tial, earlier EU mandates for zero-emission vehicles are es-
sential to avoid stranded assets and ensure long-term eco-
nomic efficiency. This strategy should be complemented
by policies encouraging road transport demand reduction
to allow for a more gradual transition in the other sectors.
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Duty Vehicle Market Until 2040: Analysis of Decarbonization
Pathways. https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/202

3/01/hdv-europe-decarb-costs-jan23.pdf, 2023. Accessed:
2024-10-15.

[18] Agora Verkehrswende. Verkehrswende als Mehrwert. Warum es
sich volkswirtschaftlich lohnt, schnell in die Reduzierung von
Treibhausgasemissionen in Deutschlands Verkehrssektor zu in-
vestieren. https://www.agora-verkehrswende.de/veroeffe

ntlichungen/verkehrswende-als-mehrwert, 2024. Accessed:
2024-10-15.

[19] Github repository PyPSA-Eur. PyPSA-Eur Github. URL http

s://github.com/PyPSA/pypsa-eur.
[20] T. Brown, D. Schlachtberger, A. Kies, S. Schramm, and

M. Greiner. Synergies of sector coupling and transmission rein-
forcement in a cost-optimised, highly renewable European en-
ergy system. Energy, 160:720–739, 2018. ISSN 0360-5442. doi:
10.1016/j.energy.2018.06.222. URL https://doi.org/10.101

6/j.energy.2018.06.222.
[21] Marta Victoria, Elisabeth Zeyen, and Tom Brown. Speed of

technological transformations required in Europe to achieve dif-
ferent climate goals. Joule, 6(5):1066–1086, 2022. ISSN 2542-
4785. doi: 10.1016/j.joule.2022.04.016. URL https://doi.or

g/10.1016/j.joule.2022.04.016. Accessed: 2023/10/05.
[22] Fabian Neumann, Elisabeth Zeyen, Marta Victoria, and Tom

Brown. The potential role of a hydrogen network in Europe.
Joule, 7(8):1793–1817, 2023. ISSN 2542-4785. doi: 10.1016/j.jo
ule.2023.06.016. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.20

23.06.016. Accessed: 2023/10/05.
[23] Elisabeth Zeyen, Marta Victoria, and Tom Brown. Endogenous

learning for green hydrogen in a sector-coupled energy model
for Europe. Nature Communications, 14:3743, 2023. doi: 10.1
038/s41467-023-39397-2. URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s4

1467-023-39397-2.
[24] Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). Climate

Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Working Group I
Contribution to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change, 2021. URL https:

//www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg1/downloads/report/IPCC_A

R6_WGI_SPM_final.pdf. Table SPM.2: Estimates of historical
carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions and remaining carbon budgets.

[25] European Union. Regulation of the European Parliament and
of the Council amending Regulation (EU) 2018/841 as regards

10

http://www.europa.eu
https://www.iea.org/reports/global-ev-outlook-2024
https://www.iea.org/reports/global-ev-outlook-2024
https://www.acea.auto/files/Press_release_car_registrations_full_year_2023.pdf
https://www.acea.auto/files/Press_release_car_registrations_full_year_2023.pdf
https://www.acea.auto/files/Press_release_car_registrations_full_year_2023.pdf
https://climate.ec.europa.eu/eu-action/transport/road-transport-reducing-co2-emissions-vehicles/reducing-co2-emissions-heavy-duty-vehicles_en
https://climate.ec.europa.eu/eu-action/transport/road-transport-reducing-co2-emissions-vehicles/reducing-co2-emissions-heavy-duty-vehicles_en
https://climate.ec.europa.eu/eu-action/transport/road-transport-reducing-co2-emissions-vehicles/reducing-co2-emissions-heavy-duty-vehicles_en
https://theicct.org/publication/race-to-zero-eu-hdv-market-development-q4-2023-mar24/
https://theicct.org/publication/race-to-zero-eu-hdv-market-development-q4-2023-mar24/
https://theicct.org/publication/race-to-zero-eu-hdv-market-development-q4-2023-mar24/
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/products-eurostat-news/w/ddn-20240802-1
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/products-eurostat-news/w/ddn-20240802-1
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/government-sets-out-path-to-zero-emission-vehicles-by-2035
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/government-sets-out-path-to-zero-emission-vehicles-by-2035
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/government-sets-out-path-to-zero-emission-vehicles-by-2035
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_22_6462
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_22_6462
https://transport.ec.europa.eu/transport-themes/mobility-strategy_en
https://transport.ec.europa.eu/transport-themes/mobility-strategy_en
https://transport.ec.europa.eu/transport-themes/mobility-strategy_en
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2018.10.114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2022.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2022.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2024.114205
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-021-00937-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-021-00937-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.114365
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.114365
https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2023.2185585
https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2023.2185585
https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/01/hdv-europe-decarb-costs-jan23.pdf
https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/01/hdv-europe-decarb-costs-jan23.pdf
https://www.agora-verkehrswende.de/veroeffentlichungen/verkehrswende-als-mehrwert
https://www.agora-verkehrswende.de/veroeffentlichungen/verkehrswende-als-mehrwert
https://github.com/PyPSA/pypsa-eur
https://github.com/PyPSA/pypsa-eur
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2018.06.222
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2018.06.222
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2022.04.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2022.04.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2023.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2023.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-39397-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-39397-2
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg1/downloads/report/IPCC_AR6_WGI_SPM_final.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg1/downloads/report/IPCC_AR6_WGI_SPM_final.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg1/downloads/report/IPCC_AR6_WGI_SPM_final.pdf


the scope, simplifying the reporting and compliance rules, and
setting out the targets of the Member States for 2030, and Reg-
ulation (EU) 2018/1999. https://data.consilium.europa.eu

/doc/document/PE-75-2022-INIT/en/pdf, March 2023. PE-
CONS 75/22, Brussels, 17 March 2023.

[26] Robert T. Watson, Ian R. Noble, Bert Bolin, N. H. Ravin-
dranath, David J. Verardo, and David J. Dokken, editors. Land
Use, Land-Use Change and Forestry: Financial Analysis of
LULUCF Project Activities. Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, UK, 2000. URL https://archive.ipcc.ch/ipccrepo

rts/sres/land_use/index.php?idp=254. Available from Cam-
bridge University Press, The Edinburgh Building, Shaftesbury
Road, Cambridge CB2 2RU, England. Summary for Policymak-
ers, IPCC Geneva, Switzerland, pp. 20 (also available in Arabic,
Chinese, English, French, Spanish, and Russian).
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Appendix

The Appendix is structured as follows: The Appendix is organized as follows:

1. Additional Graphics for Main Scenarios:

• Scenario Assumptions:

– Figure 4: Overview of maximum allowed decarbonisation speeds and road transport demand.

– Figure 5: Maximum share of zero-emission vehicles in newly-registered cars by scenario.

– Figure 6: Newly registered cars per country.

– Figure 7: Historical demand growth in vehicle-kilometres driven for light- and heavy-duty vehicles.

– Figure 8: Demand profiles for light- and heavy-duty vehicles.

– Figure 9: Total transport demand per country.

– Figure 10 and Table 2: Technology assumptions for heavy-duty and light-duty vehicles.

• Main Results:

– Figures 11 and 12: Total system costs split by technology and summed per investment period.

– Figures 13 and 14: Installation of cumulative and additional renewable capacities and heat pumps.

– Figure 15: Comparison of CO2 emissions between High-Demand and Low-Demand scenarios versus the
Base scenario.

– Figure 16: Energy balances for various carriers (positive values represent supply, negative values repre-
sent demand).

– Figure 17 and Figure 18: Energy prices for CO2, electricity and hydrogen, resulting from the optimi-
sation.

2. Sensitivity Analysis:

• Section 4.2: Analysis of V2G and DSM impacts.

4.1. Scenario assumptions
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Figure 4: Overview of the scenarios.
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parameter unit 2025 2030 2035 2040 2050

FCEV heavy

FOM % of investment/year 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
efficiency kWh/km 2.16 2.05 1.94 1.83 1.61
annualised EUR/vehicle/a 45741.15 33289.12 31489.08 29689.09 26089.08
investment EUR/vehicle 368193.48 270752.69 255753.23 240753.76 210754.84
lifetime years 12.42 12.42 12.42 12.42 12.42

ICE heavy

FOM % of investment/year 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
efficiency kWh/km 2.79 2.61 2.44 2.26 1.91
annualised EUR/vehicle/a 21211.04 21211.04 21211.04 21211.04 21211.04
investment EUR/vehicle 171404.74 171404.74 171404.74 171404.74 171404.74
lifetime years 12.42 12.42 12.42 12.42 12.42

BEV heavy

FOM % of investment/year 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
efficiency kWh/km 1.17 1.1 1.04 0.97 0.83
annualised EUR/vehicle/a 38862.64 27779.79 26657.66 25535.57 23291.32
investment EUR/vehicle 313920.96 225373.29 215936.83 206500.37 187627.45
lifetime years 12.42 12.42 12.42 12.42 12.42

FCEV light

FOM % of investment/year 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.2 1.2
efficiency kWh/km 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33
annualised EUR/vehicle/a 5254.57 4013.52 3710.81 3585.63 3273.84
investment EUR/vehicle 43500.0 33226.0 30720.0 29440.0 26880.0
lifetime years 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0

ICE light

FOM % of investment/year 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6
efficiency kWh/km 0.62 0.62 0.62 0.62 0.62
annualised EUR/vehicle/a 3057.94 3144.74 3223.11 3291.67 3381.36
investment EUR/vehicle 24309.0 24999.0 25622.0 26167.0 26880.0
lifetime years 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0

BEV light

FOM % of investment/year 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9
efficiency kWh/km 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19
annualised EUR/vehicle/a 3422.71 2925.2 2893.6 2862.0 2798.92
investment EUR/vehicle 28812.0 24624.0 24358.0 24092.0 23561.0
lifetime years 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0

Table 2: Vehicle technology assumptions.
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Figure 5: Maximum share of zero-emission cars from newly registered vehicles depending on the scenario.
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Figure 6: Historical demand for light and heavy-duty road transport based on JRC-IDEES-2021 [27].
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Figure 7: Historical demand for light and heavy-duty road transport based on JRC-IDEES-2021 [27].
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Figure 8: Example week for transport demand time series.
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Figure 9: Summed vehicle-km driven for heavy and light-duty split by country

15



20
25

20
30

20
35

20
40

20
50

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

in
ve

st
m

en
t c

os
ts

 
 [t

Eu
r]

FCEV

20
25

20
30

20
35

20
40

20
50

ICE

20
25

20
30

20
35

20
40

20
50

BEV

Average
Bus city
Coach
Truck Semi-Trailer max 50 tons
Truck Solo max 26 tons
Truck Trailer max 56 tons

Figure 10: Investment costs for different vehicle and engine types and assumed average investment costs.

16



4.2. Further graphics of the main results
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Figure 11: Total annualised system costs.
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(b) Annualised costs road transport.

Figure 12: Total summed annualised costs and costs of the road transport sector.
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(a) Installed renewable capacities.
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(b) Number of installed heat pumps for individual heating.

Figure 13: Installed renewable capacities and number of installed heat pumps for individual heating.

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050
year

50

100

150

200

250

300

An
nu

al
 a

dd
iti

on
al

 R
ES

 c
ap

ac
ity

 [G
W

]

historical
base
fast
slow
low-demand
high-demand
mandate

(a) Annual additional renewable capacities.
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(b) Annual additional number of heat pumps.

Figure 14: Annual additional capacity depending on the scenario.
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Figure 15: Difference in CO2 emissions from High-demand and Low-demand scenario compared to Base.
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solar-hsat
offshore wind (Float)
methanolisation
lignite
electricity distribution grid
coal
H2 pipeline
H2 Electrolysis
DAC
CCGT
BEV charger light
BEV charger heavy
battery storage
CHP
solar PV
offshore wind (DC)
offshore wind (AC)
onshore wind
hydroelectricity
transmission lines

(a) AC
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2050
methanolisation
land transport fuel cell
SMR CC
SMR
H2 for industry
H2 Electrolysis
Fischer-Tropsch

(b) H2
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2050
unsustainable bioliquids
shipping oil
oil refining
oil boiler
naphtha for industry
land transport oil
kerosene for aviation
agriculture machinery oil
Fischer-Tropsch

(c) oil
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unsustainable bioliquids
solid biomass for industry CC
shipping oil
shipping methanol
process emissions CC
process emissions
oil refining
oil boiler
naphtha for industry
lignite
land transport oil
kerosene for aviation
gas for industry CC
gas for industry
coal for industry
coal
co2
agriculture machinery oil
SMR
LULUCF
DAC
CCGT
gas boiler
CHP
biogas

(d) CO2
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2050
land transport oil
land transport fuel cell
land transport demand heavy
land transport EV heavy

(e) road transport heavy-duty
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2050
land transport oil
land transport fuel cell
land transport demand light
land transport EV light

(f) road transport light-duty
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Figure 16: Energy balances for various energy carriers.20
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Figure 17: CO2 price.
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Figure 18: Energy prices.
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Sensitivity analysis V2G and DSM

In the main results, we made the conservative assumption that there is no DSM of the BEVs and that they cannot
charge back to the distribution grid (V2G). In the following, we compare our Base scenario to cases where just DSM
or DSM and V2G are allowed. Flexible charging alone does not significantly impact the overall system design. At the
same time, V2G can reduce energy storage capacities of hydrogen and batteries, decrease the burden on the electricity
distribution grid, and lower total annualized system costs marginally by up to -0.4%. Over the modelling horizon, this
leads to marginal cumulative savings of 9 and 130 billion efor DSM and V2G, respectively (0.02% and 0.3% of total
cumulative costs), assuming a social discount rate of 2%.

Flexible charging of the BEV allows lowering the energy storage capacity of the hydrogen storage in the near-term
by more than 15% and 30% in case of DSM and V2G respectively. Further stationary battery storage can be reduced
in scenarios that allow for V2G by 3–8% compared to the Base scenario. Thermal storage in the form of water tanks
is used in these scenarios to a larger extent since the heat pumps are running more flexibly and the heat is stored (see
Figure 19).

If V2G is available, the capacity of the electricity distribution grid can be reduced by up to 20% since vehicles could
be discharged at times of high demands within the building and charged at times with a higher feed-in of rooftop PV
(see Figure 20).
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Figure 19: Changes in store energy capacities if DSM or V2G is available compared to the Base scenario.
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Figure 20: Changes compared to the Base scenario.
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