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Abstract:

Environmental concerns over the use of fossil fuels and their resource constraints have increased the interest
in generating electric energy from renewable energy sources (RES) to provide a sustainable electricity supply. A
main problem of those technologies (wind or solar power generation) is that they are not constant and reliable
sources of power. This results inter alia in an increased demand of energy storage technologies. Related stake
holders show a big interest in the technical, economic and ecologic aspects of new emerging energy storage
systems. This comes especially true for electrochemical energy storage systems as different Li-lon batteries,
Sodium Sulfur or Redox Flow batteries which can be utilized in all grid voltage levels, a wide range of grid
applications as well as end user groups (e.g. private households, industry). A prospective and active
Constructive Technology Assessment (CTA) can help to minimize potential mismatches, wrong investments,
possible social conflicts, and environmental impacts of new energy storage technologies in an early
development stage. It is insufficient to exclusively look at the operation phase to assess a technology. Such an
approach can lead to misleading interpretations and can furthermore disregard social or ecological impact
factors over the whole life cycle. Different energy storage technologies have to be evaluated in a prospective
manner with a full integrated sustainability and life cycle approach to form a base for decision making and to
support technology developers in order to allow distinctions between more or less sustainable battery

technology variations. Therefore CTA is used as a scientific approach using several “neighbouring” engineering
orientated disciplines e.g. Life Cycle Analysis (LCA), Social Life Cycle Assessment (SLCA) or Life Cycle Costs (LCC)

and their methodologies which were initially developed for other purposes.

The aim of the presented PhD Thesis is to make an economic, technological and ecological comparison of
Energy storage technologies based on a life cycle sustainability Analysis (LCSA), multi criteria Analysis (or
evaluation) (MCA) and to develop a suitable LCSA-MCA model through a new combined highly interdisciplinary
approach in frame of CTA.

Key words: renewable energy, electric energy, energy storage technologies, Life Cycle Analysis, Constructive
Technology Assessment, sustainability
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A Constructive Technology Assessment of Stationary Energy Storage Systems

1. Introduction

The Leitbild of sustainable development is nowadays a major issue in public debate and scientific
research [1]. Especially the global energy sector is currently undergoing a paradigm change towards
increased sustainability. Scarcity of fuels, changes in environmental policy and changes in society
increased the interest in generating electric energy from renewable energy sources (RES) [2]. This
development includes a severe transformation of the electricity infrastructure as a socio-technical
system, representing a considerable challenge for countries which have achieved a high standard of

energy supply [1].

This comes especially true for Germany with its ambitious target to produce 35 % of the needed
electricity from renewable energy systems by 2020 and over 80 % up to 100 % by 2050 within the so
called “Energiewende” - Energy transition [3] which is flanked by the German government. The main
problem of the most relevant RES solar and wind energy is that they cannot supply constant power
output. As a consequence of this development significant challenges for grid operators occur which
have to compensate the variability of an increasing share of decentralized solar and wind power to
maintain grid stability as well as security of supply [4]. This results inter alia in an increased demand
of backup technologies as energy storage technologies to assure system safety [4]. There are several
technologies available for multiple time dimensions as Pumped Hydro Electric Power Plants, Power
to Gas, Compressed Air Energy Storage and Battery Systems. All available technologies have their
own technical, environmental and societal characteristics allowing them to fulfil different
requirements or applications fields respectively.

Big technical developments were achieved in the field of battery storage technologies in the last
years [5]. A major advantage of batteries in relation to large scale energy storage technologies is that
they do not have any special requirements regarding geology (e.g. height difference for PHE or
salt/impervious rock caverns as well as aquifers for CAES), a high modularity, flexibility and high
efficiency grades. Existing studies often focus on decentralized applications with power ratings of
some kilowatt up to one digit megawatts e.g. the operation of energy storage technologies in
combination with wind parks or in standalone power systems [6]. However, there are still research
gaps regarding the economic, ecologic and social performance of emerging energy storage systems
as battery systems. Therefore, related stake holders within the whole energy value chain show a big
interest in the technical, economic and ecologic aspects of energy storage systems and their role in
the whole socio-technological transmission of the energy system.
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2. Problem specification and Research question

In the following chapters the problem with the resulting research question will be presented briefly.
Furthermore the hypothesis and approach will be discussed.

2.1 Problem introduction

The fast changing electricity sector can be considered as a socio-economic system strongly
embedded in the life of individuals, companies and policy making. It is based on a seamless web of
related highly heterogenic factors which underlie dynamic new switch stands [5]. Inter alia
acceptance, social issues, industrial dynamics, governance, control and power are also main elements
[1] that influence the outcome of a new technology. There are several heterogenic factors within a
socio-technic system which can generally influence technology development. The energy system is
strongly embedded in this system and has a highly complex character. Energy storage systems as a
technology play an integral role within the energy system embedded in this complex system.

Technology is always embedded in interdependent subsystems, divided into society, economy and
environment. The demand for energy and raw materials, mass flows and materials and infrastructure
is strongly determined by technology [7]. The development, production, use, profitability,
environmental impact, user acceptance and disposal of energy storage technologies have a major
importance for a sustainable energy system development and must therefore be co-considered in
the transformation of the energy system [8]. Figure 1 gives an overview of the subsystems in
hierarchical perspective with their interdependencies.

Environment
Politics

Society

Economy

=

fechnical sphere

Figure 1: Holistic system perspective on electrochemical storage systems (own figure inspired by [7]
and [9])

It is insufficient to exclusively look at the operation phase of energy storage technologies. This can
lead to misleading interpretation and disregards social or ecological impact factors over the whole
life cycle of a product. In the optimum a product life cycle should have a balancing of relevant
sustainability factors as ecology, society and economy [10]. Emerging energy storage technologies
have to be assessed in a prospective manner to shape them more sustainable before they enter into
market. This requires a prospective Life Cycle orientated assessment: production patterns, political as
well as economic framework conditions, future developments and markets and usage of
technologies are some examples for aspects that have to be considered in order to support a
sustainable development of technology.
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2.2 Research question

The general question is, if energy storage technology development and the application of resulting
products can be organized in sustainable or at more sustainable manner [10]? The aim of this thesis
is therefore to develop and investigate the applicability of a new scientific-technological progress in
order to shape the development and right choice of energy storage technologies in concordance with
sustainability principles in an early stage of development via a methodology based on constructive
technology assessment (CTA) by the use of life cycle assessment methods, multi criteria evaluation
(MCA) and a parallel stakeholder mapping. The focus of the research will be on energy storage
technologies but will also include other storage options for comparison reasons. The challenge is how
to combine the different approaches, simplify them and to minimize data requirement as well as
data uncertainty. A main challenge is to conduct this assessment in a prospective way for early
technology shaping and to involve relevant stakeholders. The research question resulting from those
challenges can be formulated as following:

How to evaluate different stationary energy storage technologies in a prospective manner with a
full integrated life cycle model — CTA approach to form a base for technology developer support
and decision making?

For this reason a model based approach is chosen in steadily exchange with stakeholders to solve the
before mentioned problem by fulfilling the following methodological requirements:

e Evaluate future energy storage demand and implications for energy storage technologies
through changing market and electricity system conditions

e Description and reproduction of technical, environmental and economic properties of energy
storage systems under defined energy market conditions

e Involve stakeholders for prospective technology evaluation by defining technologies, target
values and maintain iterative exchange during the whole assessment

e Additional institutional inertia in the uptake of new technologies during a technological
transition is often an underestimated factor which should be included as a side task in this
work. Comparing different cases in form of a brief overview could help to overcome potential
regulatory obstacles and to identify best practice examples for the German case.

2.3 Hypothesis and approach

Technology Assessment (TA) has been developed initially as an approach first to explore possible
unintended and negative side-effects of emerging technologies, to elaborate strategies for dealing
with them and to provide policy advice [1]. It is traditionally more focused on external effects and the
choice of different technology options [2]. There exist several forms of TA, representing various sets
of basic approaches which are adopted to specific conditions and technologies with the aim of
improving the societal embedding of those [3]. Within the different paths of Technology Assessment
(TA) constructive technology assessment (CTA) can be considered to be the best kind to support the
development of energy storage technologies in a reflexive way and to compare emerging storage
systems [11]. The methodology was developed in the Netherlands by [12] and was adopted or
adapted in several European countries [10].
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CTA extends traditional technology assessment functions beyond policy-making. It is used to include
non-governmental actors, to add the concept of anticipation of future technology developments e.g.
electrification of transport [13]. CTA has the expectation of minimizing mismatches, wrong
investments, possible social conflicts, and environmental impacts [12] of a new technology in an
early development stage. However, different energy storage technologies have to be evaluated in a
prospective manner with a full integrated life cycle approach to form a base for decision making and
to support technology developers in order to allow distinctions between more or less sustainable
energy storage technology variations. Therefore CTA is used as a scientific approach using several
“neighbouring” engineering orientated disciplines e.g. Life Cycle Analysis (LCA), Social Life Cycle
Assessment (SLCA) or Life Cycle Costs (LCC) and their methodologies which were initially developed
for other purposes [14].

Most existing work regarding CTA has a high descriptive character, only partially allowing to actively
shaping technology in a prospective way. The use of both descriptive and active engineering
approaches can help to assess technologies in a prospective way. Life cycle approaches are a
methodology that optimally matches the aim of CTA in an active way by giving detailed information
about technical, ecological, societal and economic factors during an entire life cycle of a product to
shape or optimize its development. The use of e.g. LCC, LCA can help to compare traditional product
systems with a product which contains an innovative component. Comparing both products
(traditional vs. innovative) makes it then possible to give a feedback to developers about the specific
impact of their innovative product system.

A Life Cycle Assessment perspective is a possibility to assess all mentioned dimensions as well as life
phases (from extraction and processing of resources, production etc.) within CTA of a distinct
product. It does not only map the contents mentioned dimensions and their crosslinks but also the
interactions over the complete life cycle of a specific product or technology (in this case EESS). This
represents the most suitable method to carry out an integrated, techno - economic — societal and
ecological investigation of EESS over the whole life cycle.
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3. Theoretic background

The following chapter has the aim to give a brief overview of relevant changes of the electricity
energy system and energy storage systems.

3.1 Renewable energy growth and energy storage demand

An ubiquitary, highly reliable, sustainable and cheap availableness of electric energy is a precondition
for economic productivity and life standard of a society. Therefore the EU aims to increase the share
of renewable energy sources (RES) to assure security and diversification of energy supply,
environmental protection and social and economic cohesion. A first step was done with the Directive
2001/77/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 27 September 2001 on the promotion
of electricity from renewable energy sources (non-fossil renewable energy sources such as wind,
solar, geothermal, wave, tidal, hydroelectric, biomass, landfill gas, sewage treatment gas and biogas)
in the internal European electricity market [15]. In frame of this accession treaty national indicative
targets were set for the proportion of electricity produced from RES in each new member state [15].
The share of low carbon technologies in the electricity mix is estimated to increase from around 45%
today to around 60% in 2020, including through meeting the renewable energy target, to 75 to 80%
in 2030, and nearly 100% in 2050 [16].

As already mentioned in the introduction, Germany aims to produce 35 % of the needed electricity
from renewable energy systems by 2020 and over 80 % up to 100 % by 2050 within the so called
“Energiewende” - Energy transition [3] which is flanked by the German government. Within this
transition solar and wind energy are the most promising technologies among other renewable
energy systems providing about 75 % of the required energy in 2050 [17]. The high amount of
fluctuating energy sources represents a technical challenge for the German electricity supply system.
Stochastic energy productions fluctuations can lead inter alia to temporary capacity problems due to
limited correlation of load and generation as depicted in figure 2.

920

PV mmWind Onshore WWWind Offshore B Water —Load

B0

-1
S

o
=]

w
S

Renewable Energy production [GW]

R

Time [h]

Figure 2: One week in 2023 in Germany (Scenario A - own simulation based on [18], [19], [20], [21], [22], [23]
and [24])
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A successful integration of renewable energy sources has to be done on different time dimensions
covering seconds, hours to days (e.g. seasonal storage or balancing forecast errors). This comes
especially true for a future energy system with an increasing share of RES and less possibilities to
balance these with conventional power plants [6]. This can cause blackouts if the gaps are not filled
by suitable backup technologies as energy storage technologies. The most valuable scenario E [17] of
the VDE — ETG Taskforce for Energy storage estimates that the German demand for short term
energy storage in 2050 could be up to 14 GW with a needed capacity of 70 GWh. Long term storage
demand is even higher with 18 GW and 7 TWh storage capacity [17]. Droste-Franke reports that
economic viable storage capacities of in 2040+ could be about 15 GW. However, it is clear that
energy storage will play an important role in the future energy system.

3.2 Energy storage systems and typical application fields

It is crucial to analyse available technologies in detail to select the most appropriate technology with
regard to demand [25]. Energy storage technologies can generally be divided into mechanical,
electrical, thermal and chemical systems as well as hybrid systems. There exists a high quantity of
technologies [26] including Advanced Battery Systems (BESS), Pumped Hydro-Electric (PHE),
(adiabate) Compressed Air Energy Systems (CAES or A-CAES), Flywheels, Super Conducting Magnet
Energy Storage (SMES) and Hydrogen for Energy Storage [27]. Different technologies can also be
combined in form of hybrid energy storage devices as for example Liquid hydrogen with
superconducting magnetic energy storage (LIQHYSMES) [28]. Most energy storage technologies can
cover several application fields in different time, storage and power rating dimensions as depicted in

figure 3.
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Figure 3: storage and power rating dimensions for different energy storage technologies

Each technology has different performances as well as economic characteristics, application fields
and environmental impacts. To regulate frequency, energy storage capacity does not have to last for
a long time — seconds to minutes are sufficient combined with a long life time to encounter multiple
daily discharge events (e.g. batteries, capacitors or coils). On the contrary load leveling requires
multi-MWh energy storage systems that can be discharged over several hours and have a high round
trip efficiency as well as a long deep cycle life time (e.g. pumped storage, CAES etc.). All different

6



A Constructive Technology Assessment of Stationary Energy Storage Systems

application possibilities have different cost and technologic tolerances, which finally affect the
applicability of different EESS. A brief overview of some available energy storage technologies is
presented in the following:

Pumped hydro storage (PHS)

PHS as a mechanical storage system is with a global installed capacity of 129 GW the most mature
and important energy storage technology nowadays [26]. A PHS uses cheap energy during low
demand times or increased production form RES to pump water into an elevated water reservoir.
During peak demand periods, where energy prices usually are higher, water is released from the
upper reservoir to generate electricity via hydro turbines, collected in a lower reservoir and to feed it
back to the grid [29]. The storage capacity is defined by the height of the fall of water and volume of
water available in the upper reservoir. At the same time this variables are the biggest restriction on
PHS as suitable sites must have high differences between upper and lower reservoir an enough to
build two dams if necessary [26]. Typical installations have power ratings up to 1,000 MW and can
provide energy up to 8 hours. Efficiency rates are between 70-80 % [6]. A main drawback of this
technology is its high land impact due to the need of the creation of two reservoirs with a high
elevation difference and a resulting high capital cost [29]. This restricts the use of PHS in central
Europe far away from RES sources as wind to secondary mountain regions or the alps [6].Typically
PHS are used for levelling the difference between predicted and actual power generation, ancillary
services or energy trading [25].

Compressed air energy storage (CAES)

Another mechanical energy storage technology is CAES which uses as well as PHS cheap energy or
energy during low demand times or increased RES production to compress air and to store it under
high pressure in an appropriate air storage facility (e.g. underground cavern) [29] [25]. When energy
is needed the air is supplied in combination with methane and expanded to a gas turbine [29]. CAES
need an extern heating source to preheat the air in a recuperator to avoid icing of the turbines [29].
This heat can be delivered by using the heat of the combustion chamber of the installation (diabatic
CAES). Alternative an additionally heat storage can be used (adiabatic A-CAES) to improve efficiency
grades from 55 % up to 70 % [25]. There are already two first generation CAES plants in operation
(Huntsdorf Germany, 290 MW and Alabama USA, 110 MW) [26]. A-CAES is still in the R&D phase and
has not been deployed as a real size system [25]. A consortium of RWE, General Electric, Ziblin and
DLR planned to build a demonstration site with 90 MW and a 4 hour energy supply nearby Straffurt
in 2013 [6]. Typical plant sizes are comparable with PHS. However, CAES locations are restricted to
areas with appropriate geological formations for air storage e.g. in the northern regions of Germany
[25].

Electrochemical energy storage technologies

The focus of the study will be on electrochemical energy storage systems. In general batteries
convert chemical energy into electric energy. This energy conversion occurs without any
intermediate steps, leading to some advantages as high energy efficiency [30]. In general battery
cells can be classified into non rechargeable primary cells, rechargeable secondary cells or tertiary
cells which are fed continuously to the cell from outside [30]. A major advantage of batteries in
relation to large scale technologies (P>100 MW) as PHE and CAES is that they don’t have any special
requirements regarding geology (e.g. height difference for PHE or salt/impervious rock caverns as
wells as aquifers for CAES) combined with a comparatively little land use impact (e.g. land demand
combined with the removal of trees etc.) [5]. Furthermore the have a very high modularity from

7
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some kW up to a multi MW level. For grid connection BEES-technologies need power electronics e.g.
a bidirectional converter for an AC to DC transformation for charging and DC to AC for feeding back
electricity to the grid, which also controls operation mode and grid interface of the BESS. The
converter has multiple functions including the assurance that requirements of bidirectional power
flow capability are met e.g. a high power factor is reached, reduction of harmonic distortions as well
as the regulation of the dc-side battery power regulation [31].

There exist several EESS demonstration projects on a worldwide scale and represent a very dynamic,
active research field with various involved institutions. On the one hand BESS are in general a mature
technology, which is utilized for more than a century based on industrial products [32]. On the other
hand the have many shortcomings in a variety of use cases. The development of secondary batteries
for different applications is a challenging task. Batteries have to fulfill simultaneously multiple battery
performance requirements such as high power density, a high energy density, long life, low cost,
excellent safety, abuse-resistance, a wide bandwidth of operating temperatures and minimal
environmental impacts. Nowadays no battery can meet all of these goals, making the right decision
of a proper battery system for an special stationary application often a compromise [30]. A good
example are Li-lon based BESS as they are mature in the sense that it is already used widely in several
application fields and yet it is immature in the sense that improved performance is demanded for
other new applications, such as those in electricity grids [32]. However there are also new high
performance cell systems under research, which are far beyond traditional battery systems as NiMH
or NiCd or even available Li-lon cell systems, e.g. Li-Air, Li-Sulfur, or Li/FeFx.

A comparison of different energy storage technologies including two battery systems (Sodium sulfur
NAS and generalized Li-lon battery systems) is given in table 1.

Table 1: Comparison of some energy storage technologies based on [33]

PHS AA-CAES2 Li-lon Nas
Typical system size 0,1-1 GW 0,1-0,4 GW Scalable Scalable
Energy density 0,7 kWh/m? 2,7 kWh/m3 74-200 Wh/kg 155 Wh/kg
Efficiency 70-80 % >75% 70 % -95 % 70 % —-90 %
Cycles - - Ca. 3,000 Ca. 3,300
Cost per kW 600 - 3.000 €/kW 1.000 - 1.500 €/kW 200 - 4.140 €/kW 1.000 — 3.000 €/kwW
Cost per kWh 100 - 500 €/kWh 40 - 100 €/kWh 200 — 1.000 €/kWh 210 - 500 €/kWh
Advantages Mature technglogy, No land use, suitable High energy density, Well-known
long operation for large scale - .
. oo high cost potential technology
times application
Di ill R&D ph High
isadvantages Geographic Still R&D p .ase, High cost, cycle igh temperatures,
. geographic I safety, low power
dependencies . stability .
dependencies density

It has to mentioned, that not all technologies are available for middle or low voltage levels due to
their technological characteristics as for example CAES or pumped hydro storage. A wide field of
applications can be covered due to the vertical integration characteristics of modular energy storage
systems. This also enables the application of a broad amount of business models including the whole
energy value chain from end users, centralized and decentralized energy generation as well as the
industry.

3.3 Existing work

There exist several studies about the topic of mobile and stationary energy storage technologies.
Most of them handle economic and technical issues of mainly mature technologies. However only a
really focus on electro-chemical energy storage systems. Table 2 gives an overview of some studies
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and their aim. The aim is divided into economic evaluation, environmental impacts, technic
evaluation, regulatory framework and multi criteria evaluation. Only Studies which explicitly handle
topics regarding energy storage or at least energy topics are mentioned.

Table 2: Literature review considering different aims
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[25] X X X X X X partially experts
[34] X X partially
[35] X X partially
[36] X X
(6] X X X
[37] X X X X X partially
[38] X X X
[39] X X X X partially X X
[32] X Partially X Partially Partially X X

As it can be seen almost all of them don’t handle stakeholder issues or conduct a multi-criteria
analysis in any form. Life cycle perspectives in the reviewed studies are mostly restricted to life cycle
costing approaches. Only 2 Studies cover almost all perspectives and areas. However none has an
explicit focus on Battery systems. Of course this selection only represents a small amount of the
studies available about the topic of energy storage. Nevertheless none study combined all
perspectives including a multi-criteria analysis with stakeholders and actual research status
classification of different energy storage technologies.




A Constructive Technology Assessment of Stationary Energy Storage Systems

4. Methodology

The next sections will explain the before briefly mentioned methodology in a detailed manner. This
involves technical, ecological, societal and economic factors during an entire life cycle of a product in
order to shape or optimize its development.

4.1 Life Cycle Thinking

As presented in chapter 2.3 a life cycle approach will be conducted for the assessment of different
energy storage technologies. Life cycle thinking optimally matches the aim of CTA in an active way by
assessing technical, ecological, societal and economic factors during an entire life cycle of a product
to shape or optimize its development. Several well-known institutions (The World Resource Institute
(WRI), the European Commission etc.) as well as many practitioners have adopted life cycle thinking
[40].

A full integrative life cycle perspective concept known as life cycle sustainability assessment (LCSA)
was developed by [41] is a possibility partially adopted in this approach to assess all mentioned
dimensions. The approach involves material, energy and economic flows for all life cycle dimensions
of sustainability and helps theoretically to achieve robust results by aggregation as follows [41]:

LCSA = LCA + LCC (+ SLCA not necessarily in life cycle approach)

LCSA Life Cycle Sustainability Assessment
LCA Environmental Life Cycle Assessment
LCC LCA-type Life Cycle Costing

SLCA Social Life Cycle Assessment

Figure 4 is a schematic illustration of a life cycle perspective covering sustainability requirements
(sustainability triangle).

Ecology
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. Life
‘ Cycle :
' )I Thinking "
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Society Natural Resources Recirling i Economy

Disposal

Figure 4: Balance of economic, ecologic and societal activities over a products life cycle [8]

Such a prospective LCSA approach can be useful in three practical perspectives:
a) The techno-economic perspective to evaluate possible costs and application possibilities as
well as technological developments and paths.
b) The ecologic perspective for e.g. choice of right components or entire technologies regarding
their sustainability [42].

10
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c) The societal perspective for e.g. reaction of residents, local added value or contribution to
regional development etc.
In general all life cycle approaches subsumed under a LCSA follow in principle the standardized LCA
related methodology defined in the ISO 14040. The methodology comprises four phases which are
briefly explained in the following based on [43] and which are applied for this work:

a) Goal and scope definition: including intended application, reasons for carrying out the study,
intended audience, product system to be studied, functional unit, system boundary, data
requirements and limitations etc.

b) Inventory analysis: Data collection, calculation procedures to quantify relevant inputs and
outputs of a product system, allocation of flows and releases

c) Impact assessment: evaluation of the significance of potential environmental impacts,
maintain transparency

d) Interpretation: should deliver results that are consistent with the defined goal scope and
which reach conclusions, explain limitations and provide recommondations

The relationship between the phases is illustrated in figure 5 and indicates that all steps have a highly
iterative character (black arrows).

Simplification

Goal and scope definition —_—

IT P Data sources

Inventory Analysis (Data
collection, calculation —
procedures )

11 u Allocation

Impact Assessment e Interpretation
—

Choice of ’
indicators

Figure 5: Generalized methodology for life cycle approaches [43]

—

Finally a Multi-criteria Decision Analysis (MCDA) is a possibility to consolidate different category
dimensions for one evaluation scale [7]. This makes it possible to compare different energy storage
options with each other by the use of a single score. However this step is not of absolute necessity as
the specific results already represent a feedback for developers.

In total the academic and case objectives can be listed as followed:

a) Case: evaluate and compare different types of EESS on base of different scenarios
b) Develop a methodology for a LCSA and possibly MCDA model through new or combined
already known approaches
c) Generate recommendations for decision making and technology development and support
of stakeholders via iterative dialogues (especially for the social dimension).
The assessed CTA-methodology tries to combine this LCSA approach and multi criteria evaluation
(MCA). At the same time stakeholders are included to identify technological hot spots or to specify
certain target values for calculations.
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4.2 Data collection, availability and reliability

After the goal and scope of the study have been defined, the life cycle inventory (LCl) has to be
created. The LCI represents all inputs and outputs inside defined system boundaries, including
material and energy requirements, emissions, waste, monetary flows and social issues [40]. A solid
data base in an absolute precondition for a proper life cycle based assessment of different energy
storage technologies to generate accurate results. Average data is already available for a high
number of general processes and accessible in open access or proprietary databases as ecoinvent or
NEEDS.

An own database for specific techno-economic energy storage technology parameters which are
required will be developed. This helps to identify relevant energy storage device parameters,
benchmarks as well as related material flows for production and the current development status.
Such values can be collected via a comprehensive literature review, interviews or on manufacturing
data sheets. The literature review will be based on known sources for scientific papers as Scopus,
Science direct and IEEE-Xplore. Interviews could be carried out with battery manufacturing members
or scientists/members of the Helmholtz Portfolio project (presented in chapter 4.6.).

For a preliminary comparison available data on efficiency, energy capacity, energy density, run time,
capital investment costs, response time, lifetime in years and cycles, self-discharge and maturity of
each energy storage system were collected from literature. The collected data showed high
deviations of almost all parameter as indicated in figure 6.
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Figure 6: Deviation analysis of techno-economic parameters of different energy storage technologies [2], [4]-
(6], [4], [37], [39], [46]-[50]

It can be seen that there are high deviations within scientific literature regarding techno-economic
parameters. This makes it difficult to assess technologies as there are high uncertainties. Therefore
the methodology has to be adopted to the data situation. The data base forms the integral part of all
assessed dimensions.

Another important point regarding literature is to identify further technical development potentials
of different technologies to allow a fair comparison (e.g. material savings or more efficient electrodes
etc.). Based on the available data, standardized cycles can be used or developed respectively for
further calculations and to facilitate an objective multi-criteria comparison and evaluation of
different energy storage systems. If possible, different battery degradation models should be used to
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characterize the life time of a system depending on the application field (e.g. kind of cycling,
timeframe etc.).

4.3 Modeling methods

After required data are collected the technology has to be modeled to calculate results [40]. Two
frequent problems of prospective LCA and LCC as well as static comparison of emerging technologies
is that there is often only a limited amount of data available in combination with a wide value
distribution as presented in chapter 4.2. This comes particularly true for technologies with a low or
no track record as is the case of some energy storage technologies. This makes it necessary to define
specific requirements for an optimal static LCC or LCA comparison method respectively. The method
should have a high accuracy related to the amount of input data, low costs and low time expenditure
for calculation [51].

A possibility to asses this costs is the analytical combination of different input parameters and to use
different scenarios to identify bandwidths of possible price developments as depicted in figure 7.

Costs per 5 Best
KWh e ke
‘ R Model f(x) e e
..... e Sccnario based R
o Ty, Worst
Cycles X, case

Figure 7: Analytical cost model example for LCC

As depicted in figure 7 a best, worst and base case could be developed to cover possible bandwidths.
Such an analytic model or tool has to fulfill in general three standards [42]:

a) The most important factor is the availability and reliability of data for all phases of a life
cycle, e.g. ecoinvent, price data, energy scenarios etc.

b) It has to be realistic as well as transparent and has to be based on dynamic frame conditions
(energy system, driving behavior) and specific application fields (e.g. frequency and voltage
regulation, load leveling etc.)

It has to consider techno-economic-societal and ecological factors over the whole life cycle in a
guantitative (e.g. gravimetric and volumetric energy densities, efficiency grades etc.) and if not
available somehow qualitative (e.g. acceptance, to a certain degree impact estimation etc.) way.

The problem of analytical approaches is that they don’t give information about variances or
distributions respectively. Furthermore a high complexity occurs with an increasing number of
assumptions. Probabilistic methods as Monte Carlo simulations (MCS) can solve such complex
analytical problems on a simplified numerical base to show bandwiths and uncertainties of cost
assumptions. A MCS is used to generate probability values with are afflicted with uncertainties or
which are unknown. A precondition for a MCS is the creation of an analytical model as depicted in
figure 7. The MCS methodology is based on the law of large numbers, which implies that a value,
based on a random experiment calculated command variable strives towards a real command value
with an increasing number of simulations or drawings respectively [52]. This is especially helpful if
the analysis of a real system is not or only partially possible [51] as in the case of some storage
technologies analysed [33]. In general such a simulation needs reference values and adequate
probability functions. A possibility to gather functions and reference values is the involvement of
technology developers.
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A triangular distribution also known as Simpson distribution as an example could be used for most
input data for first calculations, due to the fact that only a minimum X.,;,, maximum X,,., and most
probably value X has to be known. This is especially helpful when no good data base is available or

values are unknown [33]. The density function of the Simpson distribution can be described by eq. 1.

2(x~min) _
f(x} _ |~xmu::irmn:lljr—xmn} fﬂ‘l"‘ _‘i.'mm =X X ('l:}l
2z mgx—x) forx < x < xp..
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The distribution function as an integral of the density function is described by eq. 2 [51].

[r—srmin Y 2 _
- = x"m",ﬂ_' for xpm=<x <X
F( } — (xmax—%min) (£—2min) (2)
* (rmay—x)®
1- — for ¥ <x < x,

Crmax—2min) (max—E)

The Simpson distribution is a plausible approach for computing required parameters [33] in
combination with a scarcity of data. Other relevant distribution functions could be the beta-pert, log-
normal, normal or beta distribution. Finally all used distribution functions have to be combined to
receive a final distribution. Furthermore, a MCS model requires a proper number of simulations (>
1,000) to achieve a distinctive accuracy [53]. An overview of the entire planned MCS methodology is
given in figure 8.

X1= Efficiency grades X2= Electricity prices Xn= .......

| |
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Figure 8: Scheme of a MCS in combination with an analytic model [18]

The results in form of histograms, summary statistics or confidence intervals can be used for
analyzing different battery technologies and possible development paths. Such a model could give
information about tendency of costs or the variance of environmental impacts.

4.4 Scenario building and application choice

The life cycle approach is based on the mentioned standardized (yearly) cycles and the different
fields of application respectively and technology parameters, using different dynamic integration
scenarios. After the technical classification and review, different relevant, preponderance application
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fields (e.g. frequency and load control, renewable energy farming etc.) are briefly analyzed and
characterized by preferably using real time measured values (specified by application field, amount
of cycles and finally time resolution) [4]. This is important as the criteria for energy storage systems
(energy density, power density etc.) are the same for different applications but priorities can be
significantly different [54]. Based on the available data, standardized cycles are used or developed for
further calculations and to facilitate an (potential) objective multi-criteria comparison and evaluation
of different energy storage systems. However, energy storage devices provide a broad field of
application solutions along the entire value chain of the electrical system, from transmission and
distribution support to generation support to end-customer uses [55]. This makes it necessary to find
the right technology for a certain application. The requirements of an application field can be
matched with the techno-economic properties of an energy storage technology type to build
application scenarios for a comparison of different battery technologies. This helps to identify or rank
the best matching technologies for a certain application field.

4.5 Life Cycle Costing

The economic performance is an important approximation for the future and existence of a
technology [40]. There are several competing energy storage technologies under the frame of a
liberalized European energy market leading to the question which technology is the most economic
valuable alternative for its specific application field. Nowadays initial investment decisions are mainly
determined by the electricity conversion costs of a technology (life cycle costs - LCC) in €ct./kWh.
Energy conversion costs / Life cycle costs include all costs that occur during the whole life time of an
asset in €ct./kWh (allready broadly used for power plants). Those costs are divided in capital
expenditure (CAPEX), operational expenditure (OPEX) and en of life expenditure (OELEX).

The related full cost accounting calculation includes a dynamic annuitant life cycle cost assessment,
which typically only contains negative values (Investment, maintenance, electricity-“fuel price”,
annualized capital costs etc.) [56][57]. The method is based on the net present value method NPV
which is briefly described in formula 1:

Cypr = —Ipp + Z Co1+i)°"
t=0

Cp = All costs over life time €
I1t0 = Initial investment costs [€]
i =discount rate i [%]

T =time series [a]

The NPV represents a value calculated from series of payments t which are discounted to the time
series t=0 (start of operation of asset). All costs are transferred to a present value tO (start of
operation of asset) and become comparable in a present time dimension. Ity are calculated by
formula 2.

lyp=ipgx PHi,xC+ 1

ip = specific power investments [€/kW]

P =rate Power [kW]

ic = specific capacity investments [€/kWh]
C =total capacity [kWh]
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Ic = non-specific investments

Another aspect that has to be considered for a fair comparison is possible future price regressions. It
has to be mentioned that cost estimates eventually must be considered as preliminary. As already
mentioned before the result of this economic assessment is the specific storage costs (€/kWh) of the
whole life cycle of each considered technology. Based on this, different EESS may be evaluated with
respect to their integration into existing electricity and transport systems allowing for
recommendations in battery technology or in a wider scope the whole energy system development.
For a fair comparison learning curves shall be used to show potential cost reductions. This makes it
possible to estimate the cost reduction potential of different energy storage technologies. An
example is that a technology as PHS which is probably at the end of its learning curve shows low cost
reduction potentials in relation to certain emerging battery technologies which are at the beginning
of their learning curve.

4.6 Life Cycle Assessment - LCA

To assess the environmental attributes of energy storage technologies it is crucial to identify the
significant environmental aspects related to the life cycle of a product [58] within a short period of
time. A suitable approach to face this challenge is a life cycle assessment (LCA- defined in ISO 14040
and 14044), considering the whole life cycle of a product (cradle to grave analysis). LCA is a well
established methodology widely used and has taken a prominent role in environmental policy
making [40]. The principle of such an LCA with its system boundaries is given in figure 9.
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—
1 |, Water effluens
Energy — N Manufacturing — | Airborne emissions
l |+ Solid waste
Raw — Use/ Re-Use
Materials ’ /Maintanance |, Other environmental
1 releases
- Recycle /Waste — = Usable products
management
+
System boundary Soures: Epa 83

Figure 9: Scheme of a LCA

A full scale LCA study is very detailed, potentially expensive and time consuming and would exceed
this study [59]. Therefore a simplified Life Cycle Assessment also called streamlined Life Cycle
Assessment involving less cost, time and effort, but yet providing results to complex exercises [60]
will be carried out. The main problem of a LCA is to identify the areas which can be omitted or
simplified without affecting the results to a certain degree. Consequently different life cycle levels
can be excluded by estimating their impact or substituting them by external databases respectively
[59]. Within this LCA approach for different applications, only the use phase has to be changed to
generate utilizable data. Such a LCA is useful for new eco-innovation when developing a new product
like advanced EESS or methods where environmental considerations play a major role from the
beginning [59]. Possible indicators within a LCA are ozone depletion, acidification, ionizing radiation
or climate change etc. It is appropriate to use a dedicated software to conduct a LCA. For this
assessment the software OpenLCA from GreenDelta GmbH will be used.
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4.1 Societal approach

Social aspects are definitely the most important criteria for people’s acceptance of energy systems
during the past decades [8]. The assessment of social factors or well-being respectively is relatively
new in the file of quantitative impact assessment at product and technology level [40]. The
identification or measurement of societal factors or impacts of energy issues (in general) is difficult
due to a missing approved theory [61]. So far only a few studies exist on the evaluation of options of
energy related aspects in combination with social aspects and their operationalization [62]. Energy
storage technologies represent a new technology, making it challenging to evaluate them in a
societal way.

Societal aspects represent a crucial factor for the success or failure of distinctive technology [11]. A
societal evaluation of energy storage systems could be carried out based on some evaluation factors
identified by [61]. Such factors are e.g. availability of infrastructure for disposal and awareness level
of risks etc. This comes especially true for energy storage technologies that directly interfere with the
public by visual impacts, perceived health and safety concerns etc. [63]. Another approach is the so
called social life cycle Assessment (SLCA) which contains factors of production and consumption
impacts on workers, local communities, the society and all value chain actors. Due to the fact that
social impacts are not measurable in a direct way, a trade-off has to be done, to facilitate the societal
approach within this study. This means that the SLCA will only be assessed partially in relevant fields
within the application of EESS. The methodology of a SLCA is comparable to the methodology of a
LCA. Some indicators proposed and briefly explained by [40] are autonomy, safety, equal opportunity
and participation as well as influence.

Inter Alia a main problem of SLCA is, that there is no really standard for it except of guide lines from
Society of Environmental Toxicology and Chemistry (SETAC). Additionally there are only a few studies
available. Furthermore which impact categories should be included and how should they be
measured? Finally the biggest obstacle for this approach is the scarce of quantitative data regarding
the social effects of specific products. Therefore quantitative and qualitative research techniques
have to be combined to a certain degree.

4.2 Multi-criteria analysis of LCSA results

An understandable, yet comprehensive presentation of the results of a LCSA is a key challenge to
choose the right technology. Therefore, a proper evaluation scale has to be found for a comparison
of technologies. It should be mentioned that it is difficult to compare the three indicators
(environmental, societal and economic) due to their completely different product relations.

This leads to specific integration problems into the product LCSA-MCA model [41] which has to be
solved in a proper way. This could be done by a stave system for different scenarios for different
applications considering multiple aspects. Thus, all the factors have to be weighted based on their
different impacts or importance.

There are several available methods to carry out this procedure which are briefly presented in by [62]
and especially for LCSA by [41]. In general the challenges of a MCA regarding a LCSA are as follows:

» The proper weighting of each indicator within each of the three assessed dimensions e.g. to
weight global warming potential in a way to make it comparable with cumulated energy
demand (same problem with economic and social indicators)
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» Weighting among the three dimensions in a LCSA (which dimension has the bigger impact?)

As explained before this s not of absolute necessity as the specific results of the LCC, LCA and LCSA
already represent a feedback for developers.

4.3 Stakeholder involvement

An often underestimated factor in modeling approaches is the role of stakeholders. Stakeholder
involvement represents one of the core elements of CTA. This comes especially true for energy
storage technologies because of a high number of involved stakeholders [63]. Main reason for this is
the vertically integrated nature of storage technologies within generation, network and demand,
requiring inter-sectoral perspectives [63]. It is intended to combine or contrasting energy storage and
energy system modeling with stakeholder perceptions of a socio-technological transition [63].
Furthermore stakeholders can help to define target values for e.g. investment costs, efficiency,
energy density etc. for the MCS.

After identification of stakeholders their interactions need to be identified to understand the
sociotechnical system of energy storage. An example is the ownership situation for electricity storage
devices as e.g. network operators prefer to contract storage devices form so called aggregators due
to regulation limitations (so called unbundling of grid, electricity generation and service) which at the
same time propose large energy utilities as possible investors [63]. However an identification of
stakeholders and are considered important to identify the benefits as well as possible barriers that
have to be up taken to avoid market failure (e.g. technological lock-in effects). It is not possible
relevant stakeholders in frame of this work. Therefore mainly developers, which also represent the
target group of this research, will be consulted.

Preliminary results, scenarios and assumptions can be used to provide input in interactive workshops
consisting of the above mentioned relevant actors. This could make it possible to support broader
interactions where actors can probe others perspectives. This could ensue in a reflexive articulation
and learning processes. [64]

A main question regarding stakeholders is how they can be integrated within the frame of this work?
Some possibilities will be listened up in the following:

e Organize an international workshop on CTA/Energy Storage to generate new ideas or to
maybe disperse the actual presented approach. A main problem is who should be invited,
where to make the workshop and how to get an adequate funding for it?

e Carry out additional interviews can be seen a good method to reach receive additional
information. Potential interview partner could be affiliate research related stakeholders of
the Portfolio Project (presented in chapter 4.6)

e Make a preliminary survey which helps to gather additional data e.g. from industry, research
or other related stakeholders

A main problem involving stakeholders is how to integrate potential qualitative information/input
from stakeholders into a quantitative model (equal vaqueness of human feelings and recognitions
[8])? Should this information be added to the modeling approach or serve as additional information?
Those questions have to be solved before getting into contact with stakeholders.
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4.4 Methodology summary

A summarizing and generalized overview of the actual raw methodology is given in figure 10. It
should be mentioned again that the actual figure represents a rough first methodological approach
for this work.
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Figure 10: Simplified draft of the planned methodology (Source: own figure inspired by [41] and [62])

The methodology presented in figure 17 can change strongly during the process of the presented
PhD project.

4.5 Possible results

The aim of the study is to evaluate different etechnologies depending on several criteria and to
generate recommendations for actions via an LCSA-like multi-criteria evaluation approach. The
results of the specific dimensions could be as followed:

a) Technical (integral form in all dimensions):
> Identification of the usability of different EESS regarding different application fields
» technical restrictions and future potentials of EESS
b) Economical (LCC):
» Costs of storage in €/kWh during the whole life cycle via full cost accounting
calculation including based on dynamic annuitant life cycle cost assessment

¢) Environmental (SLCA):
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> Different impact factors (KEA, GWP etc.) of EESS via SLCA
d) Societal (S-LCA?):
> ldentification of relevant impacts on society
Total (multi criteria analysis of LCSA):
» Evaluation and comparison based on a comprehensive LCSA
The final result is to assist the future development of energy storage technologies by
recommendations for further research and development and as a side effect political decision
making processes in terms of a constructive Technology Assessment.

4.6 Potential academic claims

The presented word contains several potential academic claims which shall be named briefly. The
methodology has a highly interdisciplinary character and it is difficult to estimate if it will work as a
combined model or if it is to complex. Furthermore the work has a high anticipatory character as CTA
is combined with a more or less sustainability assessment adding more complexity due to high
uncertainty reflecting a normative framework, diverse evaluation criteria, prediction challenges, and
an need for a comprehensive systemic view [10]. Consequently it could be necessary to conduct a
further limitation of technologies, approaches or content in total.

Especially the fields covered by multi-criteria evaluation represent a potential claim as different
factors have to be weighted. This represents a problem as far parameters have to be weighted
regarding their relevance. If possible this step should be done in an objective way, by using adequate
calculation methods. But how for example weight economic against social or environmental
parameters? Is there a consensus about e.g. economic and societal criteria within society? Those
questions shall be discussed in a higher development status of the research if a MCDA is carried out.

Data availability represents one of the biggest claims as already mentioned in the chapters before. A
robust data base represents a precondition which has to be fulfilled for all presented methodological
steps within this study. A main question for almost all technologies is if there is any data available?
Further challenges regarding data is how to cope with data uncertainties and is it necessary to make
certain tradeoffs in respect of the grade of detail of the assessment?

Of course there a several more claims that will occur during the process of work which are not
covered here, but they will be considered in the relevant working packages.

4.7 Proposed Time table

The proposed time table represents a first overview of the planned working packages. The time
periods and starting points of the single working packages can change during the whole process of
research.
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5. Integration with other research activities

The supporting institutions in frame of the presented thesis are at first place the UNL-FCT as well as
the KIT — ITAS. At the same time the presented thesis will be integrated in the research activities of
the Helmholtz association within the portfolio project “Electrochemical energy storage systems —
reliability and system integration”. The project has the aim to identify various requirements on
electrochemical energy storage technologies within diverse mobile and stationary applications for a
specific research and development within multiple levels. This includes a system level view as well as
a cell and material level view, regarding the integration and combination of future propulsion
systems, entire storage systems with an increased energy density, electrodes, electrolytes or cells.
The expertise for this project is provided by the members of Helmholtz association (e.g. Karlsruhe
Institute of Technology (KIT), German Aerospace Center (DLR), Research Center Jiilich (FZJ)) as well as
external partners (RWTH Aachen, TU Miinchen etc.) with scientists of multiple areas including
diverse engineering fields, economics, social sciences and chemistry [65]. The approach of the
Portfolio project focusses on future battery systems (so called 4th generation batteries) whose
properties are defined by system requirements of different application fields. This approach helps to
define the most suitable battery specifications as well as the related research and development
activities.

The portfolio approach includes a broad system analysis with scenario development, safe electrodes
development, to minimize innovation risks and identify innovation potentials on all levels and to
improve market success of selected electrochemical energy storage technologies. Further aims are to
develop new innovative solutions and facilitate the integration to existing technical and economic
systems for a successful mobility and energy transition in Germany. The approach includes the use of
scenario analysis of application possibilities, integration possibilities of battery systems, techno-
economic comparisons of different energy storage possibilities as well as prospective life cycle
assessments [65]. The multi perspective project outcomes can be used as a base for future research
policy decisions or to estimate to a certain degree the importance of a certain development for the
economy including export possibilities.

6. Summary

The presented framework represents a complex approach to minimize negative impacts of energy
storage technology options in order to contribute to a sustainable energy system development in an
optimal way by using an adopted CTA approach.

In general the maturity of methods and tools which will be used is different for the three dimensions.
This comes especially true for social indicators and evaluation methods, which still require
fundamental scientific progress. It has to be mentioned that apart from the mentioned challenges of
weighting issues, LCSA-like approaches have to deal with the trade-off between validity and
applicability.

It also includes several academic claims e.g. the normativity of chosen criteria (consensus about
economic and societal criteria within society), multi criteria weighting, epistemic borders of CTA or
the simple question if there is even enough data available for a certain type of technology. These
problems should also be addressed in a discursive way within this work.

22



A Constructive Technology Assessment of Stationary Energy Storage Systems

7.
[1]

(2]

3]

[4]
(5]
6]

[7]
(8]

[9]

[10]
[11]
[12]
[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

Used Literature:

A. Grunwald, “Sustainability Assessment of Technologies - An Integrative Approach,” in
Sustainable Development - Energy, Engineering and Technologies - Manufacturing and
Environment, 2012, pp. 35-62.

Fournier, G., Baumann, M., and Seign, R., “Integration von Elektrofahrzeugen in ein Netz mit
hohen Anteil an erneuerbaren Energien. Mdgliche 6konomische und 6kologische
Auswirkungen,” ZfAW - Zeitschrift fiir die gesamte Wertschépfungskette Automobilwirtschaft,
no. 03/2010, 2010.

Bundesministerium fir Umwelt- und Reaktorschutz, “Der Weg zur Energie der Zukunft — sicher
bezahlbar und umweltfreundlich.”

Yang, Z., Zhang, J., Kintner-Meyer, M., Lu, X.;, Choi, D.;, Lemmon, P., and Liu, J.,
“Electrochemical Energy Storage for Green Grid,” Chemical Reviews, 01-Sep-2010.

H. Chen, T. N. Cong, W. Yang, C. Tan, Y. Li, and Y. Ding, “Progress in electrical energy storage
system: A critical review,” Prog. Nat. Sci., vol. 19, no. 3, pp. 291-312, Marz 2009.

Fabio Genoese, “Modellgestiitzte Bedarfs- und Wirtschaftlichkeitsanalyse von Energiespeichern
zur Integration erneuerbarer Energien in Deutschland,” Dissertation, Karlsruher Institut fir
Technologie (KIT), Karlsruhe, 2013.

J. K. Musango and A. C. Brent, “A conceptual framework for energy technology sustainability
assessment,” Energy Sustain. Dev., vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 84-91, Marz 2011.

J.-J. Wang, Y.-Y. Jing, C.-F. Zhang, and J.-H. Zhao, “Review on multi-criteria decision analysis aid
in sustainable energy decision-making,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 13, no. 9, pp. 2263—
2278, Dec. 2009.

Baumann M., “A Constructive Technology Assessment of Stationary Energy Storage Systems - A
prospective Sustainability Analysis with the focus on electrochemical storage systems —,”
presented at the 3rd Winter School on Technology Assessment,, Lisbon, 10-Dec-2012.

T. Fleischer and A. Grunwald, “Making nanotechnology developments sustainable. A role for
technology assessment?,” J. Clean. Prod., vol. 16, no. 8-9, pp. 889-898, May 2008.

A. Grunwald, Rationale Technikfolgenbeurteilung: Konzepte und methodische Grundlagen, vol.
1. Berlin-Heidelberg: Springer, 1999.

J. Schot and A. Rip, “The past and future of constructive technology assessment,” Technol.
Forecast. Soc. Change, vol. 54, no. 2—3, pp. 251-268, Feb. 1997.

S. M. Moretto, A. P. Palma,, and A. B. Moniz, “Constructive Technology Assessment in Railway:
The Case of High-Speed Train Industry,” linternational J. Railw. Technol., vol. Unknown, 2013.
T. Fleischer, M. Decker, and U. Fiedeler, “Assessing emerging technologies—Methodological
challenges and the case of nanotechnologies,” Technol. Forecast. Soc. Change, vol. 72, no. 9,
pp. 1112-1121, Nov. 2005.

European Union, “Renewable energy: the promotion of electricity from renewable energy
sources,” 20-Jan-2011. [Online]. Available:
http://europa.eu/legislation_summaries/energy/renewable_energy/I27035_en.htm.
[Accessed: 29-Oct-2013].

EUROPEAN COMMIISSION, “COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN
PARLIAMENT, THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE AND THE
COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS A Roadmap for moving to a competitive low carbon economy in
2050.” EUROPEAN COMMIISSION, 03-Aug-2011.

Adamek, F, Aundrup, T, Glaunsinger, W., and et al, “Energiespeicher fir die Energiewende,
Speicherungsbedarf und Auswirkungen auf das Ubertragungsnetz fiir Szenarien bis 2050,” VDE
Verband der Elektrotechnik Elektronik Informationstechnik e.V., Frankfurt am Main, Jun. 2012.
Bundesnetzagentur, “Szenariorahmen fiir den Netzentwicklungsplan 2012 - Eingangsdaten der
Konsultation -,” 2011.

BDEW, “Energiedaten. Nettoleistung der Kraftwerke in Deutschland,” 2007. [Online]. Available:
http://www.bdew.de/internet.nsf/id/DE_Energiedaten. [Accessed: 12-Apr-2012].

23



A Constructive Technology Assessment of Stationary Energy Storage Systems

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]
[36]

[37]

[38]

50 Hertz, “Kennzahlen,” 2012. [Online]. Available:
http://www.50hertz.com/de/Netzkennzahlen.htm.

TenneT, “Netzkennzahlen,” 2012. [Online]. Available:
http://www.tennettso.de/site/Transparenz/veroeffentlichungen/netzkennzahlen. [Accessed:
05-Mar-2012].

Amprion, “Netzkennzahlen,” 2012. [Online]. Available:
http://www.amprion.net/netzkennzahlen. [Accessed: 05-Mar-2102].

Hermman, H., Harthan, R.;, and Loreck, C.;, “Okonomische Betrachtung der Speichermedien:
Arbeitspaket 6 des Forschungsvorhabens OPTUM: Optimierung der
Umweltentlastungspotenziale von Elektrofahrzeugen,” Oko-Institut e.V., Berlin, 2011.
Transnet BW, “Erneuerbare Energien,” 2012. [Online]. Available:
http://www.transnetbw.de/kennzahlen/erneuerbare-energien/. [Accessed: 05-Mar-2012].

B. Droste-Franke, R. Kliser, and T. Noll, Balancing renewable electricity energy storage, demand
side management, and network extension from an interdisciplinary perspective. Heidelberg;
New York: Springer, 2012.

A. Evans, V. Strezov, and T. J. Evans, “Assessment of utility energy storage options for increased
renewable energy penetration,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 16, no. 6, pp. 4141-4147,
Aug. 2012.

C. . Naish, I. McCubbin, and Edberg, O., “OUTLOOK OF ENERGY STORAGE TECHNOLOGIES,”
Policy Department Economic and Scientific Policy, (IP/A/ITRE/FWC/2006-087/Lot 4/C1/SC2),
Jul. 2007.

M. Sander and H. Neumann, “LIQHYSMES—size, loss and cost considerations for the SMES—a
conceptual analysis,” Supercond. Sci. Technol., vol. 24, no. 10, p. 105008, Oct. 2011.

J. K. Kaldellis, D. Zafirakis, V. Stavropoulou, and E. Kaldelli, “Optimum wind- and photovoltaic-
based stand-alone systems on the basis of life cycle energy analysis,” Energy Policy, vol. 50, pp.
345-357, Nov. 2012.

C. Daniel and ; J. Besenhard, Handbook of Battery Materials, 2. ed. Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH &
Co. KGaA,, 2011.

H. Qian;, J.; Zhang, and et. al, “A High-Efficiency Grid-Tie Battery Energy Storage System,” IEEE
Transactions on Power Electronics, vol. Vol 3, no. No 3, pp. 886—-896, 03-Mar-2011.

European Association for Storage of Energy, “Joint EASE/EERA recommendations for a
European Energy Storage Technology Development Roadmap towards 2030,” 2013.

M. Baumann, B. Zimmermann, H. Dura, B. Simon and M. Weil, “A comparative probabilistic
economic analysis of selected stationary battery systems for grid applications,” presented at
the International Conference on CLEAN ELECTRICAL POWER Renewable Energy Resources
Impact, Alghero, Sardinia — Italy, 2013, p. unknown.

W., Leonhard; U., Buenger; F., Crotogino; Ch. Gatzen; W.; Glausinger; S.; Huebner,, “VDE-Study:
Energy storage in power supply systems with a high share of renewable energy sources,” VDE,
Frankfurt am Main, 2008.

S. M. Schoenung, “Energy storage systems cost update,” Sandia Natl. Lab. Albug., 2011.
“Abschlussbericht Netzintegrierte Stromspeicher zur Integration fluktuierender Energie —
Technische Anforderungen, 6konomischer Nutzen, reale Einsatzszenarien,” Fraunhofer-Institut
flir Umwelt-, Sicherheits- und Energietechnik UMSICHT, Technische Universitdat Darmstadt,
EnBW Energie Baden-Wirttemberg AG, Jilich, Sep. 2011.

Felberbauer; K.P., Kloess, M., J. G.;, and et. al, “Energiespeicher der Zukunft; Energiespeicher
fiir erneuerbare Energie als Schliisseltechnologie fir zuklinftige Energiesysteme,” Joanneum
Reserach, Graz/Austria, Feb. 2012.

Dagmar Ortel, “Energiespeicher Stand und Perspektiven,” BURO FUR TECHNIKFOLGEN-
ABSCHATZUNG BEIM DEUTSCHEN BUNDESTAG, Berlin, Feb. 2008.

24



A Constructive Technology Assessment of Stationary Energy Storage Systems

[39]

[40]
[41]
[42]
[43]

[44]

[45]
[46]
[47]
[48]
[49]
[50]
[51]
[52]
[53]
[54]
[55]

[56]

[57]
(58]
[59]
[60]

[61]

Wietschel, M., Arens, M., Détsch, C., Herkel, S., and et. al, “Energietechnologien 2050 -
Schwerpunkte flr Forschung und Entwicklung: Technologiebericht,” Fraunhofer-Institut fir
System- und Innovationsforschung IS, Karlsruhe.

Gaasbeek Ellen and A. Meijer,, “Handbook on novel methodology for the sustainability impact
assessment of new technolgies,” Prosuite, Utrecht University, 2013.

Finkbeiner, M, Schau, E., Lehmann, A., and Traverso, M., “Towards Life Cycle Sustainability
Assessment,” Sustainability, no. 2, pp. 3309-3322, 2010.

Holbach et. al., “Life Cycle Costing in Schifffahrt und Schiffbau (Life Cycle Costing),” 04-Jan-
2012. [Online]. Available: http://www.cmt-net.org/index.php?id=226. [Accessed: 25-Jul-2012].
“ISO 1404 Environmental management - Life cycle assessment - Principles and framework,” 1SO,
Switzerland, International Standard, 2006.

Electric Power Research Institute, “Electricity Energy Storage Technology Options A White
Paper Primer on Applications, Costs, and Benefits,” ELECTRIC POWER RESEARCH INSTITUTE,
California, 2010.

D., Doughty, H. Butler, A. Akhil, N. Clark, and J. Boyes, “Batteries for Large-Scale Stationary
Electrical Energy Storage,” The electrochemical Society Interface, pp. 49-53, 2010.

F. Diaz-Gonzalez, A. Sumper, O. Gomis-Bellmunt, and R. Villafafila-Robles, “A review of energy
storage technologies for wind power applications,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 16, no. 4,
pp. 2154-2171, Mai 2012.

Kyle Bradburry, “Energy Storage Technology Review,” Aug. 2010.

V. Etacheri, R. Marom, R. Elazari, G. Salitra, and D. Aurbach, “Challenges in the development of
advanced Li-ion batteries: a review,” Energy Environ. Sci., vol. 4, no. 9, p. 3243, 2011.
“Prospects for Large-Scale Energy Storage in Decarbonised Power Grids,” International Energy
Agency, Paris, 2009.

V. Crastan, “Chemische Energiespeicher,” in Elektrische Energieversorgung 2, Springer Berlin
Heidelberg, 2012, pp. 467—-487.

Werhahn, J.;, “Kosten von Brennstoffzellensystemen auf Massenbasis in Abhangigkeit von der
Absatzmenge,” PhD thesis, RWTH Aachen, Forschungszentrum Jilich, 2008.

Norbert Feck, “Monte-Carlo-Simulation bei der Lebenszyklusanalyse eines Hot-Dry-Rock-
Heizwerkes,” Fakultat fir Maschinenbau der Ruhr-Universitat Bochum, Bochum, 2007.

H. Janssen, “Monte-Carlo based uncertainty analysis: Sampling efficiency and sampling
convergence,” Reliab. Eng. Syst. Saf., vol. 109, pp. 123-132, Jan. 2013.

Tarascon, J.M., “Key challenges and new trends in battery research,” presented at the US DOE
EFRC Summit and Forum, Washington DC Renaissance Penn Quarter Hotel, 27th-2011.

D., Rastler;, “Electricity Energy Storage Technology Options: A White Paper Primer on
Applications, Costs, and Benefits,” EPRI, Palo Alto, 2010.

W. Leonhard, Buenger; U, U. Crotogino, C. Gatzen, W. Glausinger;, and S. Huebner,, “Energy
storage in power supply systems with a high share of renewable energy sources: Significance,
state of the art, need for action,” Association for Electrical, Electronic & Information
Technologies (VDE), Frankfurt am Main, 2010.

S., Schoenung;, “Energy Storage Systems Cost Update: A Study for the DOE Energy Storage
Systems Program,” Sandia National Laboratories, California, 2011.

A. Grunwald, Technikfolgenabschdétzung- eine Einfiihrung, vol. 1. Berlin: Edition Sigma, 2002.
T. Hur, J. Lee, J. Ryu, and E. Kwon, “Simplified LCA and matrix methods in identifying the
environmental aspects of a product system,” J. Environ. Manage., vol. 75, no. 3, pp. 229-237,
Mai 2005.

Hochschorner, E. and Finnveden, G, “Evaluation of Two Simplified Life Cycle Assessment
Methods,” International Journal of LCA, vol. 3, no. 8, pp. 119-128, 2003.

D. Gallego Carrera and A. Mack, “Sustainability assessment of energy technologies via social
indicators: Results of a survey among European energy experts,” Energy Policy, vol. 38, no. 2,
pp. 1030-1039, Feb. 2010.

25



A Constructive Technology Assessment of Stationary Energy Storage Systems

[62] J., Oberschmidt, “Multikriterielle Bewertung von Technologien zur Bereitstellung von Strom
und Warme,” Universitat Gottingen, Gottingen, 2010.

[63] P.H.Griinewald, T. T. Cockerill, M. Contestabile, and P. J. G. Pearson, “The socio-technical
transition of distributed electricity storage into future networks—System value and stakeholder
views,” Energy Policy, vol. 50, pp. 449-457, Nov. 2012.

[64] A.Rip and H. te Kulve, “Constructive Technology Assessment and Socio-Technical Scenarios,” in
The Yearbook of Nanotechnology in Society, Volume I: Presenting Futures, vol. 1, E. Fisher, C.
Selin, and J. M. Wetmore, Eds. Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands, pp. 49-70.

[65] Helmholtz Gesellschaft, “Project proposal: Antrag fiir das Portfoliothema Elektrochemische
Speicher im System - Zuverlassigkeit und Integration, Project proposal.” 2011.

26



