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Denmark Combined EE

DENMARK - SUMMARY SCO re bOa rd : SU m m a ry
L = = EE ==

Denmark 11/29 22! 29 8/29 13/29

Overall
Highest score (benchmark) Spain Slovakia Bulgaria Bulgaria
Denmark 1/28 19/28 3/29 5/29
Industry
Highest score (benchmark) Denmark Poland Bulgaria Poland
Denmark 24 /29 14/29 12/29 15729
Transport
Highest score (benchmark) Italy UK Bulgaria France
Denmark 12/29 24729 10/29 15729
Households
Highest score (benchmark) Netherlands Spain Bulgaria Ireland
Denmark 14/29 14/29 14/29 14/29
Services
Highest score (benchmark) Portugal Hungary Germany Germany

* Why are EE trends in Denmark quite low? ;. hofer
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Details on the components: Trend

INDICATOR SCOREBOARD TOOL
RANKING HOUSEHOLDS - TREND
Sectar:
i The graph shows the countries’ ranking for households. The sector score is calculated by weighting the scores of indicators of trend.
Houszhalds ~ | By clicking on “See details” itis possible to see the ranking by indicator.
Type:
Trard| -

M=thodology

Link to Positioning

Home

‘ Detailed ranking

The numbers in the table correspond to the indicator rankings among all countries; where 1 shows the 2 top ranking co
countries and so on. All countries are listed for detailed ranking.

Appliances (incl. AC and

Heating per m2 trend |Other thermal uses trend lighting) trend
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EU Country Analyzed

Spain
Ireland
Germany
Romania

France
Finland

United Kingdom
Slovenia
Estonia
Belgium

Croatia

Portugal
Hungary

Latvia

Cyprus
Slovakia

Poland
Luxembourg
Greece

Czech Republic
Malta
Metherlands
Austria

Morway
Lithuania
Sweden

Denmark: Policy Scoreboard

Country Score by Sector
I Household [ Tertiary M Industry [ Transport
[ Untapped Opportunity

* Good position
in policy
scoreboard...
but
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Denmark: IN-DK5 and CC-DK10

Quantitative Evaluation Check

This tool helps to check whether the quantitative savings allocation to a measure and for a given year exceeds a certain threshold of the sector consumption.
Selectthe percentage of threshold

Two measures with extremely high
impact, to be verified

Otherwise relatively few measures
with quantitative impact evaluation



Denmark: CC-DK10

° General Cross-Cutting - Measure Detail

_ Danish Energy Agreement 2012
REEEREEI http://www.ens.dk/politik/dansk-klima-energipolitik

Ongoing 0/2012 2012 2020 High

FEHERE < o ror

1) General Energy Efficiency / Climate Change / Renewable Programmes - General energy
efficiency programme; 2) General Energy Efficiency / Climate Change / Renewable Programmes -
General climate change programme; 3) General Energy Efficiency / Climate Change / Renewable
Programmes - General renewables programme

_ Total final consumption

CLOSE ME

Mure Il General Cross-Cutting - Targeted end use detail

2016 2015 2020

Fixed year Fixed year Fixed year
86.51 78.2 7561
1] ] 0

Total final consumption | Ex-post Based on the Danish energy forecast from 2012
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Denmark: Questions

* Why are EE trends in Denmark quite low?

* Why are there two Danish measures with extremely
high impacts (IN-DK5 and CC-DK10)? Please check
these measures very carefully

 Why are there so little quantitative impact
evaluations in Denmark?
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