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Abstract
The power density of Variable Renewable Energy (VRE) sources, such as wind turbines or photovoltaic panels, is 
much lower than that of fossil fuels or nuclear power plants, to the extent that land availability seems to be the lim-
iting factor for large scale VRE production. During the last decade, a substantial theoretical effort was dedicated 
to study the actual power density of VRE, and the available space in order to estimate the limits that land footprint 
sets on VRE production. On top of the technological, and geographical issues associated with such studies there are 
somewhat more complicated and less well defined sociological issues related to the willingness of population to live 
in near proximity to large scale VRE farms. To explore the overall issue of VRE penetration and limitations, the in-
stalled VRE capacity data from different countries is examined. It is found that in Germany, with VRE power density 
of 0.27 W/m2 (2018 data), there is a strong negative correlation between the population density and VRE capacity, 
dominated by solar power production. We interpret this correlation as an indication that Germany has reached the 
point where land usage is becoming the limiting factor for installation of new VRE power plants. As Germany is a 
worldwide leader in VRE production per capita with more than 1 kW/person, we speculate that this sets a universal 
barrier of 2%-3% on the fractional land area available for VRE production. Crossing this barrier the expansion of 
the installed VRE capacity is expected to stall.
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1. Introduction
The current quest for sustainable energy sources relies to large 
extent on energy production from wind and solar power plants 
(VRE). The U.S. Energy Information Administration (EIA) es-
timates (2019 Outlook) that the world energy consumption will 
grow by nearly 50% between 2018 and 2050 [1]. About 70% of 
this growth is expected to come from wind and solar sources in 
countries that are not in the OECD. The production of electric-
ity using these renewable technologies involves larger acreage 
than more traditional energy sources. This issue has long been 
a source of criticism, questioning the feasibility of large scale 
VRE implementation. The literature analyzing the transition to 
a 100% renewable energy production (mostly wind, water and 
sun) at the local or global level use either a bottom-up approach 
and/or theoretical modeling [2-9]. Some works conclude that 
land use will not pose a significant constraint on the transition to 
renewables others claim the opposite, predicting that land foot 
print will be a major obstacle for large scale renewable ener-
gy penetration [10-14]. One major reason for the wide range of 
results is the uncertainty in the power density, and the environ-
mental and sociological effects of wind and solar energy proj-
ects [9,15,16]. Therefore, the question as to what is the maximal 
feasible amount of installed VRE capacity, has been at the focus 
of renewable energy debate in the last decades. Much effort has 
been dedicated to analyze the different aspects of large scale 

VRE production, being technical, sociological, agricultural, or 
financial [12,13,17-22]. The power density, measured in energy 
production rate of Watts (W) to unit area of m2, varies dramat-
ically between different energy sources [12-14]. According to 
Smil and MacKay, the estimated values for nuclear (1000 W/
m2), coal (100-1000 W/m2), and gas (4000-5000 W/m2) power 
plants indicate that they are the most efficient by this metric, dis-
regarding extraction and transportation land use [12,14]. On the 
other hand, biofuels such as ethanol production from corn(0.3-
0.36W/m2), and biomass burning (0.17-2.7W/m2) are the most 
wasteful in land use per unit power. VRE production from wind 
turbines (1.6-2.5 W/m2) and solar photovoltaic (PV) panels (2.5-
6 W/m2), have intermediate values on this metric. It should be 
noted, however, that these estimates can vary dramatically de-
pending on calculation methodology [9,14-16]. Moreover, solar 
and wind power generating facilities can have multi-purpose 
land use. Many onshore wind farms are placed in cultivated ag-
ricultural areas, PV panels can be mounted on rooftops, and the 
land under PV power plants can be used for water reservoirs, 
crop production, and food security [6,10,18,23]. Calculating 
the energy density per land or sea area of renewables, MacK-
ay found that wind farms deliver about 2.5W/m2, PV farms in 
Bavaria, Germany, and Vermont, USA, deliver 4 W/m2, and the 
average power production using solar technologies is 3-20W/m2, 
depending on the area (sunny/cloudy/desert area) and method 
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(PV panels, or concentrated solar energy) [20]. Using empirical 
output power data from 411 onshore wind farms, and 1150 solar 
power plants in the USA, Miller got similar results of 0.5 W/m2 
and 5.4 W/m2 for the wind and solar sources respectively [9].

According to MacKay, the world’s average power consump-
tion is about 0.1 W/m2 per person, but about 78% of the world’s 
population lives in countries that have power consumption per 
unit area larger than 0.1 W/m2 [20]. Large and less populated 
countries such as Russia, Canada and Australia which have high 
energy consumption per capita are under 0.01 W/m2 unit area. 
The US, China, and India have average consumption per capita 
above 0.1 W/m2, while the UK, and Germany have an energy 
consumption per capita above 1 W/m2. Comparing the power 
consumption density to the power production density of VRE 
it is evident that they are uncomfortably close for the latters, if 
we are to think of VRE as the only available energy sources. His 
conclusion was that for Britain to have renewables providing 
100% of its power consumption, the British island should be 
covered by PV panels and wind turbines.

As the land footprint is arguably the most important limitation 
on large scale VRE installation, and in view of its ever increas-
ing penetration, the question we would like to address here is 
whether one can already observe the impact of land use on the 
development of wind and solar farms. Surprisingly, the answer 
to this question is positive. Exploring the level of energy produc-
tion from solar and wind sources in crowded states and provinc-
es and in sparsely populated areas, in this study we examine the 
relation, on the states level, between the population density and 
installed VRE capacity per person in the USA, India, China, and 
Germany. Countries that are dominating forces in the VRE arena 
[24]. Doing so, it is found that for Germany, the world leader in 
renewable energy penetration with installed VRE power densi-
ty capacity of 0.27 W/m2, equivalent to 40% of the country’s 
electricity production in 2018, there is a very strong negative 
correlation between the two [25]. The same correlation albeit 
much weaker appears also for China. Such strong correlation 
suggests that land usage is becoming the key factor for further 
development of VRE in Germany. We conjecture that this indi-
cator sets the upper limit for VRE production worldwide. For the 
USA, India, and the rest of the world which is lagging far behind 
Germany in the level of installed VRE capacity, this boundary 
has not been reached yet.

Following this introduction, the theoretical model is presented in 
section 2, relating the VRE production per capita to the popula-
tion density. The data base used in this work is presented in sec-
tion 3, and its analysis in section 4. Sections 5, and 6 discuss the 
possible implications and the conclusions of the current work.

2. Theoretical Model
To establish the connection between renewable energy and 
population density, consider a hypothetical group of states, or 
provinces, that have the same regulatory system, culture, natural 
conditions, and admixture of wind and solar farms, and that the 
only difference between them is their population density. This 
hypothetical situation can be regarded as an idealized picture 
of large countries, such as the USA or China, which are either a 

federation of states or are composed of sizable provinces.

The installed VRE capacity, i.e. the total VRE power 𝑄𝑟𝑒, in 
these states is equal to the land dedicated to VRE production 𝐴𝑟𝑒 
times the VRE power density 𝑤,

𝑄𝑟𝑒 = 𝑤𝐴𝑟𝑒                                                                                (1)

The area 𝐴𝑟𝑒 includes the acreage of, e.g., wind power facilities, 
PV rooftop installations, and solar energy farms. The power den-
sity 𝑤 depends on the geographical conditions, such as latitude 
and climate, and on the details of installed facilities, however as 
the power density of wind turbines and PV panels is rather sim-
ilar the assumption that 𝑤 is a constant independent of the spe-
cific state seems to be a reasonable assumption, within a factor 
of 2 or so, also in reality [6,14]. The second model assumption 
is that the amount of land the people in each of these states are 
willing to dedicate to VRE production is a constant fraction 𝛼 of 
the total area of the state 𝐴, i.e. 𝐴𝑟𝑒 = 𝛼𝐴. It follows that the total 
amount of VRE power in a state is proportional to its area,

𝑄𝑟𝑒 = 𝛼𝑤𝐴 .                                                                               (2)

Dividing both sides of this equation by the state’s population 
𝑁, noting that 𝑛 = 𝑁∕𝐴 is the population density, defining 𝑞𝑟𝑒 = 
𝑄𝑟𝑒∕𝑁 to be the installed VRE capacity per person, and 𝑏𝑐 = 𝛼𝑤 to 
be the effective power density, one gets the relation

                                                                                      (3)

i.e. the installed VRE capacity per capita is expected to be in-
versely proportional to the population density. As the land frac-
tion dedicated to VRE 𝛼, and the VRE power density 𝑤 are 
assumed to be the same for all the states/provinces in the theo-
retical ensemble, it follows that 𝑏𝑐 is a constant independent of 
the specific state that is common to the whole group of states, i.e. 
country - hence the subscript ‘c’.

Taking now the logarithm of both sides one gets the linear re-
lation 

log(𝑞𝑟𝑒) = log(𝑏𝑐) − log(𝑛).	                                                       (4)

This model is expected to hold when 𝑞𝑟𝑒 is dominated by the 
land availability, at this point one would expect to see the linear 
correlation (4) with slope of −1 between the logarithms of the 
installed VRE capacity per person in each state and its popula-
tion density.

To conclude this section, it is interesting to compare the VRE 
production model presented above, Eq. (3), with a competing 
theoretical model where the electric energy production per per-
son 𝑞𝑝 is dominated by the power demand. Considering again a 
group of states/provinces with equal status of leaving and devel-
opment level, and assuming that the size of these entities is large 
so that they rely on local electricity production, in the latter case 
we expect that 𝑞𝑝 = Constant. This model is very different from 
Eq. (3), and as we shall see it is refuted by the installed VRE 
capacity data.

qre= bc ,
        n
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3. Data
As discussed earlier, the level of energy production from solar 
and wind sources in different countries depends not only on its 
power density but on many other factors such as geography, 
regulations, wealth, or culture. To reduce the variance in this 
study and to get a sample of states closer to the hypothetical 
model, we first study the impact of density on VRE penetration 
across different provinces or states belonging to the same sover-
eign country. Focusing on China, India, Germany, and the USA. 
According to the Renewable Energy Country Attractiveness In-
dex (RECAI) published by Ernst & Young, these 4 countries are 
among the most attractive countries for renewable investments 
[26]. The International Energy Agency predicts that China, the 
USA, and India will account for two thirds of the global renew-
able expansion by 2022 [24]. China made a substantial progress 
during the last two decades and gave access to electricity to most 
of the population in urban and rural areas. India is still consid-
ered as the world’s largest country with electricity access deficit, 
with large population without access to electricity [27]. India 
declared ambitious goals for VRE implementation, assuming 
potential of 3% of the country’s wasteland is available for solar 
power [28,29]. On the other hand, Germany & the USA are the 
leading countries in the OECD with strong economy and elec-
tricity sector. Germany is the world leading country regarding 
the phaseout of nuclear energy and the adoption of “green” - re-
newable energy based - agenda [30]. In 2005, the US National 
Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL) estimated that solar en-
ergy can provide 100% of the USA electricity needs while using 
about 0.6% of the country’s total land area [31]. In 2013 the 
NREL published a new report, based on the accumulated data 
from the existing solar projects, rejecting the former estimates 
due to the high variance between different projects [32]. Their 
conclusion was that solar energy footprint should be recalculat-
ed in the future based on real data.

Asof2015, the total installed electricity capacity per person (p) 
in India was 0.26 kW/p, in Germany 2.49 kW/p, in the USA 3.31 
kW/p, and in China 1.11 kW/p. The population density of these 
countries is 𝑛 ≈ 460 p/km2 in India, 𝑛 ≈ 240 p/km2 in Germany, 
𝑛 ≈ 152 p/km2 in China, and 𝑛 ≈ 36 p/km2 in the USA [33]. For 
these big countries, the density in each state/province is much 
different than the average density on the country level, so they 
provide an important test ground for the theoretical model.

After analyzing the data for these 4 countries we study the im-
plications of the results on 131 countries worldwide. The data 
for these countries is taken from REN21, the German renewable 
energy agency, and the EIA [34-36].

It should be noted that when analyzing the VRE data of Germa-
ny, USA, China and India offshore wind installations are disre-
garded. Only solar and onshore wind installations are consid-
ered.

4. Analysis
We start the analysis examining the relation (4) between the log-
arithms of the VRE capacity and the population density. Fig. 1 
presents, on a logarithmic scale, the installed VRE per person 
versus the population density for Germany (2015). The plotted 

blue line represents a fitted value of 𝑏𝑐 = 0.23 W/m2, and the dots 
the different states. On the lower right end of the figure, one finds 
the city states of Berlin and Hamburg, with high population den-
sity and smaller amount of VRE capacity, while on the upper left 
end one finds the least populated states of former Eastern Ger-
many that are leaders in renewable electricity production, hav-
ing enough space for constructing solar and wind power plants 
[37]. From the figure one can clearly see the strong correlation 
between the population density and the VRE capacity per capi-
ta. To quantify this observation we have calculated the Pearson 
correlation coefficient 𝑟 between the two for all the states/prov-
inces in China, India, Germany, and the USA, including the city 
states such as Bremen, Berlin, and Hamburg in Germany, and 
the District of Columbia in the USA. The results, presented in 
Table 1, show that for Germany, having the largest VRE penetra-
tion level, the Pearson correlation is very close to -1. This indi-
cates that Germany has arrived to the VRE saturation line where 
land availability is becoming the single most important factor 
influencing the development of the renewable energy market. 
China and the USA exhibits a similar trend, albeit much weak-
er. India, on the other hand, displays an opposite behavior, i.e. 
positive correlation. Similar results are obtained when repeating 
the calculations using the Spearman correlation analysis. More 
advanced statistical tools can also be used to analyze the data, 
however they should not change the conclusions [38,39].

The VRE power density for the different German states varies 
between 0.1-0.4 W/m2. It is much larger and uniform than in the 
other countries, e.g. for India is varies between 10−6 W/m2 and 
0.1 W/m2. We expect land availability to dominate VRE pene-
tration when the dedicated areas become substantial. In order 
to test this hypothesis we should consider only those states that 
have average VRE power density larger than some cutoff. For 
example, in Fig. 2 the grey 𝑞𝑟𝑒𝑛 ≥ 10−2W/m2, given by bold red 
dots, and those with dashed line is used to separate the Chinese 
provinces with smaller VRE penetration, given by pale red dots. 
From the figure it can be seen that the provinces with the higher 
VRE power density tend to cluster around the model, given by 
the red line with fitted value of 𝑏𝑐 = 0.027 ± 0.004 W/m2, where-
as the other provinces show no such correlation. Following this 
example, Table 1 presents the calculated Pearson states with 𝑞𝑟𝑒𝑛 
≥ 10−3 W/m2, and 𝑞𝑟𝑒𝑛 ≥ 10−2 W/m2. correlations for all 4 coun-
tries considering now only those From the table it is evident that, 
as expected, the correlation increases with the cutoff (except for 
one case in India). Indicating that land availability becomes an 
issue already at average installed VRE power density of 10−3 
−10−2 W/m2.

To check the validity of the model a slope different from -1 in 
Eq. (4) was allowed. Doing so, it was found that for Germany 
(2015) the calculated slope was −1.05±0.09(1𝜎). Looking also 
separately at the solar and wind components of the German VRE 
capacity it was found that for solar 𝑟 = −0.97 and for wind 𝑟 = 
−0.85. Pointing that the VRE saturation effect is dominated by 
installation of solar farms. This might not be that surprising as in 
contrast with large scale PV installations, wind mills allow for 
a dual land use.

This last point can be reinforced analyzing the time evolution of 
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the installed VRE capacity. Between 2001 and 2018 the amount 
of installed VRE power in Germany has increased from 8.8 GW 
to 97.8 GW, a growth of more than 1000% [25]. Over this pe-
riod the total VRE power density parameter 𝑏𝑐 changed from 𝑏𝑐 
= 0.017±0.004 W/m2 (2001) to 𝑏𝑐 = 0.27 ± 0.03 W/m2 (2018), 
while the corresponding Pearson correlation changed from 𝑟 = 
−0.79 to 𝑟 = −0.95. The change in |𝑟|, and 𝑏𝑐  over this period for 
the wind and solar components of the German VRE capacity is 
presented in Fig. 3. Inspecting the figure it can be seen that for 
wind both 𝑏𝑐, and |𝑟| grow more or less in a linear manner from 
2001 to 2018, with 𝑟 changing in a moderate way from 𝑟 = −0.65 
(2001) to 𝑟 = −0.85 (2018). In contrast, for the solar installa-
tions one can observe two distinct periods. Up to 2012 the solar 
VRE capacity is characterized by a linear growth in |𝑟| and an 
exponential growth in 𝑏𝑐. In 2012 the Pearson correlations hits 
the value of 𝑟 = −0.96 and stalls, and 𝑏𝑐 goes through a dramatic 
transition assist the growth pattern change from exponential to 
linear. Furthermore, in this year, the rate of new PV installations 
dropped from its peak of about 8000 MW/year to the current rate 
of 2000-3000 MW/year, even while solar panel prices continued 
to drop down rapidly [35,40].

This transition indicates the onset of a saturation effect in the 
installed solar VRE capacity. The power density parameter 𝑏𝑐 for 
the solar installations at the 2012 transition point is 𝑏𝑐 = 0.075 ± 
0.007 W/m2. Assuming these installations to be PV panels, and 
comparing 𝑏𝑐 with the power density 𝑤 ≈ 2.5 − 4 W/m2 of PV 
panels, one can estimate that when the land fraction 𝛼 reaches 
the value 𝛼 ≈ 1.8%−3.0% solar energy saturation happens[20].

Using the available data at this point we cannot predict a limiting 
value of 𝑏𝑐, yet in view of the available data one can deduce that 
with the current technology land availability is the limiting fac-
tor for further solar VRE growth in Germany, and that increasing 
𝑏𝑐 by a factor of 2-3 wouldn’t be easy.

The Pearson correlation 𝑟 between the installed VRE capaci-
ty and the population density. The second column presents the 
VRE percentage of total electricity production capacity. The 
third column is 𝑟 calculated for all states belonging to the coun-
try. The last two columns present 𝑟 for the states with installed.

Country %VRE All states 10-3 W/m2 10-2W/m2

India 9% +0.25 -0.76 -0.74
USA 9% -0.39 -0.66 -0.85
China 11% -0.64 -0.78 -0.88
Germany 41% -0.95 -0.95 -0.95

Table 1: VRE capacity per unit area 𝑞𝑟𝑒𝑛 greater than 10-3W/m2, and 10-2W/m2 respectively

5. Discussion
In view of Germany’s leadership in renewable energy produc-
tion, the strong negative correlation found between its popula-
tion density and installed VRE capacity suggests that the relation 
(3) with 𝑏𝑐 = 0.27 W/m2, may provide an upper bound to VRE 
power density worldwide. To examine this point, Fig. 4 pres-
ents the population density versus VRE data for 131 countries 

(some are cut out). In this figure it can be seen that indeed at this 
stage no country is crossing the German 𝑏𝑐 = 0.27 W/m2 line. 
The countries closest to the line, as of 2015, are Belgium with 
power density of 0.174 W/m2, Denmark with 0.137 W/m2, and 
Italy, Japan and UK with around 0.1 W/m2. The rest of the world 
is lagging far behind.
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Using the German line as a reference point it is interesting to 
check now which countries can rely on VRE to account for their 
total electricity consumption, ignoring for the sake of discus-
sion important issue such as storage, geographical, and seasonal 
variations. In Fig. 5 the electricity production capacity per per-
son for each country is plotted versus its population density, in 
comparison with the 𝑏𝑐 = 0.27 W/m2 line. Inspecting the figure 
it can be seen that only 22 countries (the red ones above the 
black trend line) out of the 131 examined in this work had to-
tal electricity density greater than 0.27 W/m2. Most of these are 
rich and highly populated european countries (Austria, Belgium, 

Czech Republic, Denmark, Germany, Malta, Italy, Luxembourg, 
Netherlands, Switzerland, United Kingdom), some are islands 
(Bahrain, Barbados, Japan, Maldives, Mauritius, Singapore, 
Trinidad and Tobago), and the rest are Israel, South Korea, Ku-
wait, and the United Arab Emirates. In reference to 2050 projec-
tions, forcasting a fast increase in VRE installations in develop-
ing and developed countries alike, we can assume that countries 
with high population density (above 100 p/km2) and low energy 
consumption (less than 1 W/m2), i.e. the green dots in the low 
right side of Fig. 5, will reach this barrier of land footprint in the 
coming decades [1].

important issue such as storage, geographical, and seasonal variations. In Fig. 5 the electricity 

production capacity per person for each country is plotted versus its population density, in 

comparison with the 𝑏𝑏𝑐𝑐 = 0.27 W/m2 line. Inspecting the figure it can be seen that only 22 countries 

(the red ones above the black trend line) out of the 131 examined in this work had total electricity 

density greater than 0.27 W/m2. Most of these are rich and highly populated european countries 

(Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, Germany, Malta, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, 

Switzerland, United Kingdom), some are islands (Bahrain, Barbados, Japan, Maldives, Mauritius, 

Singapore, Trinidad and Tobago), and the rest are Israel, South Korea, Kuwait, and the United Arab 

Emirates. In reference to 2050 projections, forcasting a fast increase in VRE installations in 

developing and developed countries alike, we can assume that countries with high population 
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In a recent analysis Capellan-Perez et al have found that in order 
to rely on solar energy as their sole energy source, Germany, 
Malta, South Korea, Belgium, and some other countries would 
need to dedicate above 50% of their land to solar farms [13]. Our 
findings indicate that such high coverage is highly improbable.

6. Conclusions
The transformation from fossil fuels to renewable energy is as-
sociated with large land appropriation. Land use aspects differ 
between countries and are influenced by a variety of factors such 
as economy, society, policy, culture, geography and more, see 
e.g. [38,39]. 
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Figure 5: The installed electricity production capacity and population density for 131 countries worldwide (2015 data). The black 
trend line represents Germany’s 2018 𝑏𝑐 = 0.27 W/m2 value.

This study adopts an empirical approach to analyze the glob-
al effect of these factors, inspecting the relation between VRE 
production capacity and population density. The data examined 
in this paper includes (i) The installed solar and onshore wind 
power production capacity in Germany between 2001 and 2018, 
(ii) The installed solar and onshore wind power production ca-
pacity in China, India, and the USA at the state/province level 
(2015 data), and (iii) 131 countries worldwide at the country lev-
el (2015 data). We have found an emerging negative correlation 
between installed VRE capacity and population density, appear-
ing already at relatively low VRE penetration levels of about 
0.001 W/𝑚2, and getting stronger with increasing penetration. 
These findings suggest that the theoretical predictions that land 
availability and usage form a physical barrier to high VRE ex-
pansion in dense countries, has practically materialized. In this 
regard, the empirical results analyzed here support the works of 
[14,15,20]. 

In addition, these findings cast a new light regarding the im-
portance of land footprint at relaticely low level of VRE pene-
tration, as it seems to be the decisive factor already at average 
installed VRE capacity of less than 0.3 W/m2 corresponding to 

land coverage of order 1%. Furthermore, even at lower levels of 
VRE penetration ≈ 0.03 W/𝑚2, as in parts of China, India or the 
US, VRE is strongly correlated to population density. In Germa-
ny, it seems that land availability becomes, de facto, the most 
important obstacle to further VRE growth, specially for solar 
power production. This barrier can be managed and pushed up 
through a change in the VRE solar and wind mixture, improved 
technology, by adding offshore turbines, or through a change in 
policies, and regulations that limits, e.g., the distance of solar 
and wind farms from population.

Summing up, our results cast a new light on the actual relations 
between VRE expansion, population density and land use. The 
results found show an interesting picture from which one can 
deduce limits on VRE penetration in crowded provinces, open 
landscapes or populated urban areas.

Future investigations are necessary to further validate the con-
clusions drawn from this study. Enlarging and updating our data 
base, correcting for geography, and insolation can improve the 
robustness of the conclusions.



      Volume 1 | Issue 2  | 66OA J Applied Sci Technol, 2023

Acknowledgments 
We would like to thank Stefan Wurster for his help preparing the 
renewable energy data base, and for useful discussions during 
the preparation of this work.

References
1.	 EIA. (2019). International Energy Outlook 2019. Tech. Rep. 

(2019). 
2.	 Lund, H., & Mathiesen, B. V. (2009). Energy system anal-

ysis of 100% renewable energy systems—The case of Den-
mark in years 2030 and 2050. Energy, 34(5), 524-531.

3.	 Hansen, K., Mathiesen, B. V., & Skov, I. R. (2019). Full 
energy system transition towards 100% renewable energy 
in Germany in 2050. Renewable and Sustainable Energy 
Reviews, 102, 1-13.

4.	 Bramstoft, R., & Skytte, K. (2017). Decarbonizing Swe-
den’s energy and transportation system by 2050. Interna-
tional Journal of Sustainable Energy Planning and Manage-
ment, 14, 3-20.

5.	 Connolly, D., Lund, H., & Mathiesen, B. V. (2016). Smart 
Energy Europe: The technical and economic impact of one 
potential 100% renewable energy scenario for the Europe-
an Union. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 60, 
1634-1653.

6.	 Weiner, E. et al. (2017). 100% Clean and Renewable Wind, 
Water, and Sunlight All-Sector Energy Roadmaps for 139 
Countries of the World. Joule, 1(1), 108-121.

7.	 Jacobson, M. Z. (2018). 100% renewable energy requires 
less land footprint than fossil fuels in California | Red, 
Green, and Blue. 

8.	 Delucchi, M. A., & Jacobson, M. Z. (2011). Providing all 
global energy with wind, water, and solar power, Part II: 
Reliability, system and transmission costs, and policies. En-
ergy policy, 39(3), 1170-1190.

9.	 Miller, L. M., & Keith, D. W. (2018). Observation-based 
solar and wind power capacity factors and power densities. 
Environmental Research Letters, 13(10), 104008.

10.	 Jacobson, M. Z., & Delucchi, M. A. (2011). Providing 
all global energy with wind, water, and solar power, Part 
I: Technologies, energy resources, quantities and areas of 
infrastructure, and materials. Energy policy, 39(3), 1154-
1169.

11.	 Singer, S., Denruyter, J. P., & Yener, D. (2017). The ener-
gy report: 100% renewable energy by 2050. In Towards 
100% Renewable Energy: Techniques, Costs and Regional 
Case-Studies (pp. 379-383). Springer International Publish-
ing.

12.	 MacKay, D. J. (2008). Sustainable Energy–without the hot 
air. UIT cambridge.

13.	 Capellán-Pérez, I., De Castro, C., & Arto, I. (2017). Assess-
ing vulnerabilities and limits in the transition to renewable 
energies: Land requirements under 100% solar energy sce-
narios. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 77, 
760-782. 

14.	 Smil, V. (2010). Power density primer: Understanding the 
spatial dimension of the unfolding transition to renewable 
electricity generation (Part I–definitions). Atlantic, 26, 
2019.

15.	 De Castro, C., Mediavilla, M., Miguel, L. J., & Frechoso, 

F. (2013). Global solar electric potential: A review of their 
technical and sustainable limits. Renewable and Sustainable 
Energy Reviews, 28, 824-835.

16.	 De Castro, C., Mediavilla, M., Miguel, L. J., & Frechoso, F. 
(2011). Global wind power potential: Physical and techno-
logical limits. Energy Policy, 39(10), 6677-6682. 

17.	 Bryce, R. (2010). The Real Problem with Renewables. 
Forbes Opinion, May 11th.

18.	 Denholm, P., & Margolis, R. M. (2008). Land-use require-
ments and the per-capita solar footprint for photovoltaic 
generation in the United States. Energy Policy, 36(9), 3531-
3543.

19.	 Ingram, G. K., & Brandt, K. L. (Eds.). (2013). Infrastructure 
and land policies. Lincoln Inst. of Land Policy.

20.	 MacKay, D. J. (2013). Solar energy in the context of energy 
use, energy transportation and energy storage. Philosoph-
ical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, 
Physical and Engineering Sciences, 371(1996), 20110431. 

21.	 McDonald, R. I., Fargione, J., Kiesecker, J., Miller, W. M., 
& Powell, J. (2009). Energy sprawl or energy efficiency: cli-
mate policy impacts on natural habitat for the United States 
of America. PloS one, 4(8), e6802.

22.	 Walker, G. (1995). Energy, land use and renewables: a 
changing agenda. Land Use Policy, 12(1), 3-6.

23.	 Roy, S., & Ghosh, B. (2017). Land utilization performance 
of ground mounted photovoltaic power plants: A case study. 
Renewable Energy, 114, 1238-1246.

24.	 IEA. (2017). Renewables. 
25.	 Fraunhofer. (2019). Renewable Shares | Energy Charts.
26.	 EY. (2017). The retail energy revolution. Renewable energy 

country attractiveness index recai.
27.	 World Bank. (2017). State of electricity access report 2017. 

World Bank.
28.	 MNRE. (2017). Annual report by MNRE. Tech. Rep. 
29.	 IRENA. (2017). Renewable Energy Prospects for India. 

Tech. Rep.
30.	 Schreurs, M. A. (2013). Orchestrating a low-carbon en-

ergy revolution without nuclear: Germany’s response to 
the Fukushima nuclear crisis. Theoretical inquiries in law, 
14(1), 83-108.

31.	 Denholm, P., & Margolis, R. (2007). Regional per capita 
solar electric footprint for the United States (No. NREL/
TP-670-42463). National Renewable Energy Lab.(NREL), 
Golden, CO (United States).

32.	 Ong, S., Campbell, C., Denholm, P., Margolis, R., & Heath, 
G. (2013). Land-use requirements for solar power plants 
in the United States (No. NREL/TP-6A20-56290). Nation-
al Renewable Energy Lab.(NREL), Golden, CO (United 
States).

33.	 Statistics-Times. (2019). World	population density
34.	 Dwyer, S., & Teske, S. (2018). Renewables 2018 Global 

Status Report. Renewables 2018 Global Status Report.	
35.	 AEE. (2020). Solar - Übersicht zur Entwicklung Erneuer-

barer Energien in allen Bundesländern - Föderal Erneuer-
bar. Tech. Rep. 

36.	 IEA Beta. (2019). International Energy Statistics 
37.	 Wurster, S., & Hagemann, C. (2018). Two ways to success 

expansion of renewable energies in comparison between 
Germany's federal states. Energy Policy, 119, 610-619.

https://www.eia.gov/todayinenergy/detail.php?id=41433
https://www.eia.gov/todayinenergy/detail.php?id=41433
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2008.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2008.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2008.04.003
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032118307913
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032118307913
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032118307913
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032118307913
http://journals.aau.dk/index.php/sepm/article/view/1828
http://journals.aau.dk/index.php/sepm/article/view/1828
http://journals.aau.dk/index.php/sepm/article/view/1828
http://journals.aau.dk/index.php/sepm/article/view/1828
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032116002331
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032116002331
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032116002331
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032116002331
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032116002331
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2542435117300120
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2542435117300120
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2542435117300120
http://redgreenandblue.org/2018/08/27/
http://redgreenandblue.org/2018/08/27/
http://redgreenandblue.org/2018/08/27/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008694
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008694
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008694
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008694
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/aae102/pdf
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/aae102/pdf
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/aae102/pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008645
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008645
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008645
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008645
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421510008645
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-319-45659-1_40
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-319-45659-1_40
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-319-45659-1_40
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-319-45659-1_40
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-319-45659-1_40
https://www.repository.cam.ac.uk/handle/1810/217849
https://www.repository.cam.ac.uk/handle/1810/217849
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032117304720
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032117304720
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032117304720
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032117304720
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032117304720
https://vaclavsmil.com/wp-content/uploads/docs/smil-article-power-density-primer.pdf
https://vaclavsmil.com/wp-content/uploads/docs/smil-article-power-density-primer.pdf
https://vaclavsmil.com/wp-content/uploads/docs/smil-article-power-density-primer.pdf
https://vaclavsmil.com/wp-content/uploads/docs/smil-article-power-density-primer.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032113005807
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032113005807
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032113005807
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032113005807
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421511004836
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421511004836
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421511004836
https://www.forbes.com/%7b#}60acf2851403
https://www.forbes.com/%7b#}60acf2851403
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.05.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.05.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.05.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.05.035
https://www.oicrf.org/documents/40950/43224/Infrastructure+and+land+policies.pdf/
https://www.oicrf.org/documents/40950/43224/Infrastructure+and+land+policies.pdf/
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2011.0431
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2011.0431
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2011.0431
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2011.0431
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0006802
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0006802
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0006802
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0006802
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/026483779590069E
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/026483779590069E
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117307449
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117307449
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117307449
https://www.iea.org/
https://www.energy-charts.de/
https://www.actu-environnement.com/media/pdf/news-29094-barometre-attractivite-pays-enr.pdf
https://www.actu-environnement.com/media/pdf/news-29094-barometre-attractivite-pays-enr.pdf
https://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/26646
https://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/26646
https://mnre.gov.in/
https://www.irena.org/publications/2017/May/ Renewable-Energy-Prospects-for-India
https://www.irena.org/publications/2017/May/ Renewable-Energy-Prospects-for-India
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/til-2013-006/html
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/til-2013-006/html
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/til-2013-006/html
https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/til-2013-006/html
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/921203
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/921203
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/921203
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/921203
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/1086349
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/1086349
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/1086349
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/1086349
https://www.osti.gov/biblio/1086349
https://statisticstimes.com/demographics/countries-by-population-density.php
https://opus.lib.uts.edu.au/bitstream/10453/142688/2/GSR2018_Full-Report_English.pdf
https://opus.lib.uts.edu.au/bitstream/10453/142688/2/GSR2018_Full-Report_English.pdf
https://www.foederal-erneuerbar.de/landesinfo/bundesland/D/ kategorie/solar
https://www.foederal-erneuerbar.de/landesinfo/bundesland/D/ kategorie/solar
https://www.foederal-erneuerbar.de/landesinfo/bundesland/D/ kategorie/solar
https://www.eia.gov/electricity/data.php
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421518302763
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421518302763
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301421518302763


      Volume 1 | Issue 2  | 67OA J Applied Sci Technol, 2023

Copyright: ©2023 Gil Barnea, et al. This is an open-access article 
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 
License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction 
in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.

https://opastpublishers.com

38.	 Mele, M. (2019). Renewable energy consumption: the ef-
fects on economic growth in Mexico. International Journal 
of Energy Economics and Policy.

39.	 Morelli, G. (2020). Energy consumption, CO2 and econom-

ic growth nexus in Vietnam. International Journal of Energy 
Economics and Policy.

40.	 Fraunhofer Institute. (2020). Photovoltaics Report. Tech. 
Rep., Fraunhofer Institute for Solar Energy Systems, ISE

http://www.zbw.eu/econis-archiv/bitstream/11159/4900/1/1741589665.pdf
http://www.zbw.eu/econis-archiv/bitstream/11159/4900/1/1741589665.pdf
http://www.zbw.eu/econis-archiv/bitstream/11159/4900/1/1741589665.pdf
http://www.zbw.eu/econis-archiv/bitstream/11159/8309/1/1752184874_0.pdf
http://www.zbw.eu/econis-archiv/bitstream/11159/8309/1/1752184874_0.pdf
http://www.zbw.eu/econis-archiv/bitstream/11159/8309/1/1752184874_0.pdf
https://www.ise.fraunhofer.de/content/dam/ise/de/documents/publications/studies/Photovoltaics-Report.pdf
https://www.ise.fraunhofer.de/content/dam/ise/de/documents/publications/studies/Photovoltaics-Report.pdf

