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Copyright Statement
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*WARRANTY DISCLAIMER*. THE SOFTWARE IS SUPPLIED "AS IS" WITHOUT WARRANTY OF
ANY KIND. BERKELEY LAB, ITS LICENSORS, THE UNITED STATES, THE UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, WORLD BANK, AND THEIR EMPLOYEES: (1) DISCLAIM ANY
WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO ANY IMPLIED
WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY, FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE, TITLE OR NON-
INFRINGEMENT, (2) DO NOT ASSUME ANY LEGAL LIABILITY OR RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE
ACCURACY, COMPLETENESS, OR USEFULNESS OF THE SOFTWARE, (3) DO NOT REPRESENT
THAT USE OF THE SOFTWARE WOULD NOT INFRINGE PRIVATELY OWNED RIGHTS, (4) DO
NOT WARRANT THAT THE SOFTWARE WILL FUNCTION UNINTERRUPTED, THAT IT IS ERROR-
FREE OR THAT ANY ERRORS WILL BE CORRECTED.

*LIMITATION OF LIABILITY*. IN NO EVENT WILL BERKELEY LAB, WORLD BANK, OR ANY OF
THEIR LICENSORS, BE LIABLE FOR ANY DIRECT, INDIRECT, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL,
SPECIAL OR PUNITIVE DAMAGES OF ANY KIND OR NATURE, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED
TO LOSS OF PROFITS OR LOSS OF DATA, FOR ANY REASON WHATSOEVER, WHETHER SUCH
LIABILITY IS ASSERTED ON THE BASIS OF CONTRACT, TORT (INCLUDING NEGLIGENCE OR
STRICT LIABILITY), OR OTHERWISE, EVEN IF BERKELEY LAB, OR WORLD BANK, HAS BEEN
WARNED OF THE POSSIBILITY OF SUCH LOSS OR DAMAGES. IN NO EVENT SHALL BERKELEY
LAB'S OR WORLD BANK'S LIABILITY FOR DAMAGES ARISING FROM OR IN CONNECTION
WITH THIS AGREEMENT EXCEED THE AMOUNT PAID BY YOU FOR THE SOFTWARE.

*INDEMNITY*. YOU AGREE TO HOLD HARMLESS AND INDEMNIFY BERKELEY LAB, WORLD
BANK, ANY OF THEIR LICENSORS, THE UNITED STATES, THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF ENERGY, AND THEIR EMPLOYEES, FROM AND AGAINST ANY THIRD PARTY CLAIM
ARISING FROM OR IN ANY WAY RELATED TO YOUR USE OF THE SOFTWARE, OR OTHER
ACTIONS CONNECTED WITH USE OF THE SOFTWARE, INCLUDING ANY LIABILITY OR
EXPENSE ARISING FROM ALL CLAIMS, LOSSES, DAMAGES (ACTUAL AND CONSEQUENTIAL),
SUITS, JUDGMENTS, LITIGATION COSTS AND ATTORNEYS' FEES, OF EVERY KIND AND
NATURE. IN SUCH A CASE, BERKELEY LAB WILL PROVIDE YOU WITH WRITTEN NOTICE OF
SUCH CLAIM, SUIT OR ACTION.
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PART I: Hardware and Software Requirements

Hardware and Software

The Benchmarking and Energy-Saving Tool for Low Carbon Cities (BEST Cities) is designed to
work with either a PC or Mac. For PC users, please first be sure that you have one of the
following Windows operating systems: Microsoft Windows XP (32 bit), Windows Vista (32 bit
and 64-bit), or Windows 7 (32 bit and 64 bit). For Mac users, Mac OS X v10.6 or v10.7 (32 bit and
64 bit) is required.

Next, please download an auxiliary software called Adobe Air from http://get.adobe.com/air/.
Then obtain the BEST Cities tool by completing the request form at
https://china.lbl.gov/tools/best-cities.

This user guide is available in pdf form at https://china.lbl.gov/tools/best-cities.

Tool Housekeeping

Tool Updates. When the BEST Cities tool gets an update, either due to de-bugging, or expansion
or revision of functionality, users will be prompted to download the latest version of the tool
when they run the tool. When prompted, please follow the update instructions shown on the

screen.

Data Collection Worksheet Location. To facilitate data collection, users can use a separate,
stand-alone worksheet to gather data for input to the BEST Cities. The worksheet is located
inside the “Documents” box at the lower-right corner of the tool.

Input Data File Location. Once users create a city profile and input and save required data, the
city file with input data is saved on user’s computer as .xml file.

Graphics and Reports Export. Analysis from the tool, including graphics or simple reports (in .csv
format), can be exported to the user’s computer.
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PART II: Low Carbon Cities and Best Cities Methodology

1. Purpose of the BEST Low Carbon Cities Tool

The Benchmarking and Energy-Saving Tool for Low Carbon Cities (BEST Cities) is a dynamic
decision-making tool, designed to assist local policy makers and urban planners in prioritizing
strategies for energy and carbon saving at the city level in China.!

China’s 12" Five-Year Plan (2011-2015) targets a reduction in carbon intensity of the economy
(CO, emissions per unit of GDP) by 17%. In the "Low Carbon Development 2014-2015 energy
saving action plan," the State Council calls for interim targets of more than 4% in 2014 and more
than 3.5% in 2015. The State Council also calls for energy intensity saving (energy consumption
per unit of GDP) of more than 3.9% per year for 2014 and 2015. The longer-term goal is to
reduce carbon intensity by 40-45% from 2005 to 2020.

With targets for low-carbon development featuring prominently in the 12" FYP and longer-term
planning, cities must determine how to meet targets and promote a climate-friendly city. The
BEST Cities tool can help.

2. Methodology Overview

The BEST Cities tool has three main modules:
(1) Inventory and Benchmarking,
(2) Sector Prioritization, and
(3) Policy Analysis for low carbon development.

Whereas other tools may focus on energy but not carbon, or provide a policy database but not a
prioritization mechanism, the BEST Cities methodology combines these components to facilitate
development of a low carbon action plan. Figure 1 provides an overview of the tool (BEST Cities
home page). Table 1 summarizes the features of the tool.

! Though designed to support China’s rapidly developing cities, the tool may be used for cities
internationally.
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Figure 1. BEST Low Carbon Cities — Overview of Functions

Table 1. Design Features of BEST Low Carbon Cities

‘ Feature BEST Low Carbon Cities
Principal Components 3 Modules: Inventory and Benchmarking; Sector Prioritization; Policy
Analysis
Sectors Covered 9 Sectors: Industry, Public & Commercial Buildings, Residential

Buildings, Transportation, Power & Heat, Public Lighting, Solid Waste,
Water & Wastewater, Urban Green Space

Benchmarking KPIs 35 Key Performance Indicators (KPIs): across 9 sectors and city-wide

Sector Prioritization 3 Criteria: sector improvement potential, sector carbon emissions, city
authority in each sector

Policy 72 energy efficiency and carbon emissions reduction policies across 9

Recommendations sectors

Policy Attributes 3 Attributes: carbon savings potential, first cost to government, speed

of implementation

Policy Prioritization 3 Criteria: match city capabilities with each policy’s needs for human
resources (technical and managerial), finances, and enforcement

Program Output Ability to export numerous graphs and reports, including
benchmarking graphs, priority policies, and policy details.
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3. Low Carbon Development Plans and Actions

The main purpose of the BEST Cities tool is to assist with preparing and implementing a low
carbon development plan. The tool may be useful for city officials, urban planners, and energy
and environmental specialists. Figure 2 shows the main steps in low carbon development, akin
to climate action planning. BEST Cities includes the Energy and Carbon Inventory step,
Benchmarking to inform the target setting step, and Policy Analysis to help cities choose policy
strategies and implement them.

Commit
Leadership

Monitor & Energy & Carbon
Evaluate Inventory

Set Targets

Choose Strategies
& Policies

Figure 2. Steps in Low Carbon Development

4. Data Gathering

The design of BEST Cities aimed for moderate data requirements — sufficient for inventory,
benchmarking, and policy selection, but not too time-consuming to collect. For the City &
Sector Data section, the user is asked to input city-wide information on population, total
primary energy consumption, total greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, gross domestic product
(GDP), the city’s climate zone, the city’s Human Development Index (HDI), and the share of
industry and service sector GDP. The user is also asked to input annual energy consumption data
by fuel for each of the nine end-use sectors in the tool.

BEST-Cities has been designed to consider data availability in China. Much of the required data is
available to city authorities in local statistical yearbooks or through other sources. Because
many Chinese statistics are reported in units of 1074, the BEST Cities tool follows these units. To
facilitate data gathering, the tool is accompanied by a spreadsheet, shown in Appendix 1. The
tool can still function if missing some data, though a more complete dataset is necessary to give
more accurate results. Once the data are entered, the tool generates the city’s Energy & Carbon
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Inventory, providing final energy use and CO, equivalent emissions for each of the nine end-use
sectors.

5. Energy and Carbon Inventory

Energy and Carbon Inventory. The tool quickly assesses local energy use and carbon-related
greenhouse gas emissions (carbon dioxide (CO,) and methane (CH,)) across nine city sectors:

* Industry,

*  Public and Commercial Buildings,

* Residential Buildings,

* Transportation,

e Power and Heat,

* Street Lighting,

e Water and Wastewater,

e Solid Waste, and

* Urban Green Space.

Since the user enters fuel consumption in physical units (e.g. metric tons of coal consumed), the
Inventory component of BEST Cities uses fuel energy conversion factors from China’s National
Bureau of Statistics (NBS, 2011) and uses CO, and CH, emissions factors from the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC, 1996; IPCC 2006). China-specific carbon
sequestration conversion coefficients (EC, 2012) and energy unit conversion factors for power
and heat by Province are used (NBS, 2011).

Though most of the greenhouse gas emissions calculated by the tool are energy-related, a few
sector have non-energy emissions or sequester carbon. Emissions from the Solid Waste sector
are methane emissions from decomposition of organic waste. For the Urban Green Space
sector, the tool calculates the uptake of CO, by urban vegetation, i.e., carbon sequestration. As
a result, emissions for the Urban Green Space sector are negative.

6. Benchmarking of Low Carbon Indicators

Benchmarking. Cities can use the tool to benchmark their energy and carbon performance to
other cities inside and outside China, and identify those sectors with the greatest energy and
carbon saving potential. The tool conducts benchmarking on 35 low-carbon Key Performance

’ Due to data limitations, emissions calculations are based on production — not consumption - for both
power generation and heat. For electricity, the conversion factor is based on total fuel consumption for
power generation within a province divided by total electricity output. For a province with a substantial
power imports, the production-side calculations may over- or understate the emissions factor of power
consumed depending on the origin of the imported electricity. For heat, such issues are unlikely, since
there is not long distance trade of heat.
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Indicators (KPI), as well as related indicators on air quality (e.g., Air Quality Days, PM2.5
concentration) and urbanization (e.g., population density).

BEST Cities includes a database of more than 200 cities, with available indicator data for each
city. The indicator data were compiled from multiple datasets. Because each dataset focuses on
different indicators, the coverage of KPIs for each city varies. As users voluntarily share their KPI
data, the tool will incorporate it into the KPIl database for better benchmarking.

Table 2 lists the indicators for each city sector, as well as city-wide indicators on energy, carbon,
and the economy. One indicator per sector (in blue text) is designated as “Representative” and
used later to estimate the improvement potential and priority policies for each sector.

Note that many of the indicators in Table 2 have targets specified in the 12" FYP. For example,
Industrial Energy Intensity (tce/1074 RMB), is a key indicator for the Industrial sector, while
Share of Renewable Energy in Electricity Supply (%) is an important indicator for a low carbon
Power and Heat sector.

Figure 3 gives an example of benchmarking results for the Industry sector, on industrial
economic energy intensity (tonnes of coal equivalent per 10,000 RMB). The example City A is
compared to other cities of similar population, in rank order. From this result it can be see that
City A (shown in the golden bar) has a relatively high industrial energy intensity, likely due to a
heavy industrial base.

Though BEST Cities doesn’t directly calculate annual progress on particular targets, the tool does
provide the indicator and benchmarking information for a city to track their performance.
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Table 2. Key Performance Indicators for Low-Carbon Cities in China

KPI # KPI Name ‘ Unit of measure
City-wide
Cwo1 Primary Energy Consumption per capita (city-wide, per year) tce/person
Cwo02 GHG Emissions per capita (city-wide, per year) tCO,./person
Ccwo3 GDP per capita (city-wide, per year) 1074 RMB/person
cwi1l Energy Intensity (city-wide, economic) tce/ 1074 RMB
Cw12 Carbon Intensity (city-wide, economic) tCO,¢/ 1074 RMB
Industry*
INO1 Industrial Economic Energy Intensity tce/1074 RMB
(Final Energy consumption/unit industrial value added)
INO2 Industrial Carbon Intensity tCO,e /1074 RMB
(GHG emissions/unit of industrial value added)
INO3 Share of Fossil Fuel in Industrial Energy (excluding heat and electricity) | %
INO4 Share of Electricity Use in Industrial Energy %
Public and Commercial Buildings
BLO1 Public buildings electricity intensity kWh/m?
BLO3 Share of Green Buildings (% of city-wide floor space designated as %
"Green" building or similarly labeled building)
Residential Buildings
BLO2 Residential buildings energy use per capita tce/person
BLO5 Share of District heating supplied by cogeneration facilities %
Transportation
TRO1 Transportation energy use per capita tce/person
TRO2 Extent of Public Transit Lines km/km2
(length of rail and bus lines in city area)
TRO3 Mode Share of Non-motorized Transport %
(% of trips by walking and bicycling)
TRO4 Mode share of public transit (% of trips by bus and rail) %
Power & Heat
PHO1 ‘ Share of Renewable Energy in local electricity supply ‘ %
Street Lighting
SLo1 Electricity Intensity of Street Lighting kWh/km
(Grid-connected electricity consumed per km of lit roads per year)
Solid Waste
SWo01 ‘ Municipal solid waste disposed per capita (per year) ‘ kg/person
Water & Wastewater
WWwWo01 Water consumption per capita (per year) m3/person
WW02 Electricity intensity of potable water supply kWh/m3
WWO03 Energy intensity of Wastewater treatment tce/1074 m>
Urban Green Space
UGO01 Urban Green Space per capita mz/person

Notes: All indicators are on a yearly basis.
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Indicators in blue are “Representative” and used to calculate the Sector Improvement Potential.

* The Industry sector also includes Indicators for energy intensity — physical (tce/tonne) or economic
(tce/1074 RMB) — for Industrial sub-sectors: Steel Production, Building Materials, Cement Production, Flat
Glass Production, Chemical Industry, Synthetic Ammonia Production, Ethylene Production, Textile
Production, and Food Industry.

BEST Cities v1.4.4

BEST ities

Benchmark Resulis o

Choose a Sector and a Key Performance indicator from the menu to compare your city to others on the chart below. Uncheck a
city in the table to remove it from the chart. Striped bars are proxy data. To generate a JPG file of a chart, click on Save Image.

Indusirial Economic Energy Intensity (Final energy consumption/unit
D Select a KPI industrial value added)

Industrial Economic Energy
Intensity (Final energy

consumption/unit industrial 14
value added) [tce/ 104 RMB]

Industrial Carbon Intensity
‘h PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL (GHG emissions / unit of >
BUILDINGS industrial value added) [tCO2e /
10°4 RMB]

ANy #vOT /32
o
B3

Share of Fossil Fuel in

‘ J ; RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS
Industrial Energy (not including

heat and electricity) [%]
(52 TRANSPORTATION 04

Share of Electricity Use in > —
POWER & HEAT Industrial Energy [%]

Cities

PUBLIC LIGHTING Physical Energy Intensity of

Steel Production (Final energy 5
consumption per tonne of steel
produced) [tce/tonne]

Select City Value

© | WATER & WASTEWATER An 1.5200 =
C’ Economic Energy Intensity of i ’

Building Materials (Final energy City A 1.4474
( B | SOLID WASTE consumption per unit of > Y

building materials value-added) Mekzho "
[tce/10"4 RMB] u .3800

Physical Energy Intensity of
‘ | URBAN GREEN SPACE Cement Production (Final D

energy consumption per tonne > v| [«] Qujing 1.3599 h/

Yinchuan 1.3800

Figure 3. Industry Sector Benchmark Results: Industrial Energy Intensity (tce/10,000
RMB)

7. Sector Improvement Potential and Prioritization

In the next component of the tool, BEST Cities considers the carbon saving potential determined
from benchmarking, as well as the city’s level of authority for decision-making in each city
sector, to prioritize sectors with the greatest potential for energy and carbon saving. This
component has three sections: 1) Sector Improvement Potential, 2) City Authority, and 3) Sector
Prioritization Results.

Sector Improvement Potential. Based on the earlier benchmarking results, BEST Cities estimates
the Sector Improvement Potential for one “Representative” KPI for each sector. For example, for
the Residential Buildings sector, the Representative KPI is residential buildings energy use per
capita. For the Power and Heat sector, the Representative KPI is the share of renewable energy
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in the local electricity supply. The BEST-Cities sector improvement potential value is calculated
as:

; | KPICity_KPIaverage better|
Sector Improvement Potential [%] = (eq. 1)
KPIcity

% KPquual to or better than the city being benchmarked

KPI = eq.2
average better # of cities equal or better (eq.2)

where the KPlerage better i the mean of the values of all chosen peer cities with better
performance.

In the Residential Building sector, for example, if ten peer cities used less energy per capita than
your city (i.e., the ten peer cities performed “better” than your city), the improvement potential
is the difference between the average value of those ten peer cities’ residential energy per
capita, and that of your city, divided by the residential energy per capita in your city,

The improvement potential is a simple, rough estimate, for the purpose of selecting policy
strategies to pursue for energy and carbon savings. If the user desires, the calculated potentials
can be overridden based on their knowledge of the actual savings potentials in each sector.

City Authority. Decision-making authority is another consideration in prioritizing low carbon
actions at the city level. While some actions—such as improving energy efficiency of local
government buildings—can easily be undertaken within local jurisdiction, other actions—such as
renewable electricity supply—may need approval from higher levels of government. If a sector
has a large improvement potential but limited city authority, it can still be worthwhile for a city
to undertake the coordination needed for action in the sector. Appendix 3 provides definitions
of city authority utilized in the BEST Cities tool.

Sector Prioritization. The overall Sector Prioritization Score considers the magnitude of sector
greenhouse gas emissions, as well as the potential for improvement and the city’s jurisdictional
authority in each sector.

Sector Prioritization Score = Sector Improvement Potential (%)
x Sector CO,e Emissions (1074 tCO,e) x City Authority [eq. 3]

For example, in many Chinese cities, the Power and Heat sector is very carbon-intensive, has
high emissions, and has much potential for improving the share of renewable energy in
electricity generation. De-carbonizing electric power supply would result in large carbon savings.
Yet local government officials currently have limited authority to change the generating mix for
the Power sector. As a result, the Power and Heat sector may not have the highest Sector
Prioritization Score.
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8. Policy Analysis and Prioritization

Policy Analysis. BEST Cities helps city authorities prioritize action across city sectors and evaluate
the appropriateness of more than 70 policy strategies that can save energy and carbon. By
identifying those strategies most relevant to local circumstances, the tool helps local
government officials develop a low carbon city action plan that can be implemented in phases,
over a multi-year timeframe.

The Policy Analysis module of the tool has five parts: 1) City Capability, 2) Policy Appraisal, 3)
Policy Review, 4) Policy Matrix, and 5) Priority Policies.

City Capability. BEST Cities examines three areas of city government capabilities for each sector:
(1) Finance, (2) Human Resources, and (3) Policy Enforcement. The tool asks the user to
characterize city capabilities as High, Medium, or Low for each area, for each sector. For
example, in the Residential Buildings sector, city officials might have a Medium level of financing
for residential building programs; High human resources, in terms of skilled staff; and Medium
enforcement capabilities with numerous construction companies. Appendix 5 gives the
definitions of capabilities for the three areas of City Capability.

Policy Appraisal. In the Policy Appraisal component of the tool, the focus shifts from sector to
individual policies. This component of BEST Cities matches City Capabilities in each sector with
the capabilities (or competencies) needed for each of the 72 policies in the tool’s database, to
identify feasible low carbon actions for the city to implement. See Table 3 for a summary of low
carbon policies included the tool.

The Policy Appraisal section ranks policies based on the results of the assessment of the
capabilities of the city in terms of project finance, human resources, and policy, regulation, and
enforcement in each prioritized sector, comparing each policy's minimum requirements against
the self-assessed levels of capabilities and opportunity in the city. The color-coding of appraisal
results works on the simple traffic light system: green indicates good compatibility, yellow
marginal compatibility, and red poor compatibility. The initial appraisal is undertaken to give
guidance to the city; it is not prescriptive and it is the responsibility of the city to determine
which policies will be taken further.

Policy Review. The Policy Review section displays all policies selected through the Policy
Appraisal along with their attributes: Speed of Implementation, Carbon Savings Potential, and
First Cost to Government. This is a very useful summary of recommended policies, which the
user can sort by clicking on any of the policy attributes. The estimated range of values for these
policy attributes are from the BEST-Cities database, based on the size of the city; see Appendix 6
for the values. The tool also allows the user to override the estimated values and enter a more
specific value of Carbon Savings Potential or First Cost, based on the city’s own analysis. The
Policy Review can be exported as a report.

10
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Table 3. BEST-Cities Policies and Programs

Sector Policy/Program Sector Policy/Program
Benchmarking Bicycle Path Networks
Energy Audit / Assessments Bike Share Programs
Industrial Energy Plan Clean Vehicle Programs
Stretch Targets for Industry Complete Streets
Incentives and Rewards for Industrial Vehicle CO, Emission Standards
Energy Efficiency
Industrial Energy Efficiency Loans and Mixed-Use Urban Form
Innovative Funds
Tax Relief .E Integrated Transportation Planning
E Energy or CO, Tax g Public Transit Infrastructure: Light Rail,
;ﬁ § BRT, and Buses
- Industrial Equipment and Product E Parking Fees and Measures
Standards =
Differential Electricity Pricing Public Education on Transport Options
Energy Management Standards Vehicle License Policies
Energy Manager Training Commuting Programs
Recycling Economy and By-product Vehicle Fuel Economy Standards
Synergy Activities
Low-carbon Industrial Parks Congestion Charges, and Road Pricing
Fuel-switching Bicycle Path Networks
More Stringent Local Building Codes Minimum Performance Standards for
Thermal Power Plants
Green Building Guidelines for New Load Curtailment Incentives/Demand
Buildings Response/Curtailable Rates
Expedited Permitting for Green Power Investment subsidies and tax
Buildings - incentives for Renewable Energy
Targets for Efficient and Renewables in E Time-based Electricity Pricing Schemes:
o Buildings ? Inclining Block Pricing and Time-of- Use
% g Pricing
g Building Energy Labeling and & Transformer Upgrade Program
TG“ Information Disclosure
g Mandatory Building Energy-Efficiency District Heating Networking
£ Audit Maintenance and Upgrade Program
g Public Education Campaigns on Building Renewable Energy and Non-fossil Energy
L Energy Efficiency and Conservation Targets or Quotas
§ Municipal Building Energy Efficiency Public Lighting Plan
Task Force - g
Energy Performance Contracting and § %D Audit and Retrofit Programs
|

Energy Service Companies

Retrofit Subsidies and Tax Credits for
Existing Buildings

Subsides for New Buildings that Exceed
Building Code

Water &
Wastewater

Public Education Measures

Methane Capture and Reuse/
Conversion

11
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City Energy and Heat Maps Active Leak Detection and Pressure
Management Program

Cooperative Procurement of Green Prioritize Energy Efficient Water

Products Resources

Financial Incentives for Distributed Facility Operator Training Program

Generation in Buildings

Reach Standards for Efficient Appliance Water Management Plan
and Equipment
Building Workforce Training Improve Efficiency of Pumps and Motors
Green Building Guidelines for New Codes, Consumer Education, and
Buildings Incentives for Water-Efficient Products
More Stringent Local Building Codes Public Education Measures
City Energy and Heat Maps Recycling and Composting Mandate and
Program
Building Energy Labeling and Landfill Methane Recovery
43 Information Disclosure
% Targets for Efficient and Renewables in Integrated Solid Waste Management
}E Buildings o Planning
-T—S Expedited Permitting for Green Buildings ‘ﬁ Waste Composting Program
E Retrofit Subsidies and Tax Credits for -;9 Waste Vehicle Fleet Maintenance, Audit
é Existing Buildings ot and Retrofit Program
Subsides for New Buildings that Exceed Anaerobic Digestion
Building Code
Energy-Efficient Equipment and Public Education Program
Renewable Energy Technology Purchase
Subsidies
Public Education Campaigns on Building Urban Green Space

Energy Efficiency and Conservation

Urban
Green

Urban Forestry Management

Policy Matrix. The Policy Matrix provides a graphical, color-coded display of priority policies in a
3 x 3 matrix, sorted by First Cost and CO, Emissions Reduction Potential. Check boxes allow the
user to alter the display based on their preferences for Speed of Implementation.

Detailed Policy Recommendations. From multiple sections of Policy Analysis, the user can click
on the name of a policy to view more information. BEST Cities contains a database of more than
70 low carbon policies, including a 2-4 page explanation and characterization of each policy. The
detailed policy sheets include:

* Policy Description

* Implementation Strategy and Challenges

* Monitoring Metrics

* Case Studies

* Policy Attributes:

12
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o Carbon Savings Potential,
o First Cost to Government,
o Speed of Implementation
* Tools and Guidance
* References

Priority Policies. This final component of the tool presents a ranked listing of priority policies for
your city’s Low Carbon Development Plan. The Priority Policies can be exported as a report and
utilized in other documents as needed by the city.

13
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PART III: Screen-by-Screen User Guide

Screen 1: Language Selection

When the BEST Cities tool is first launched, the user can select to view the tool in English or
Chinese.

800 BEST Cities v1.4.4.

Language Selection

Use this pull-down box to select the language you would like to use in this
program.

MW FRHE R A RIS

Select Language
k15

English (United States)
|English (United States)

Screen 2: Introduction

The second screen appearing after launch of the tool is the Introduction, including an overview,
Acknowledgements in tool development, and contact information for inquiries or feedback
about BEST Cities.

800 BEST Cities v1.4.4

Infroduction

Introducing the Benchmarking and Energy Saving Tool for Low Carbon Cities (BEST-Cities)

BEST-Cities is designed to provide city authorities with strategies they can follow to reduce city-wide carbon dioxide (C02) and methane (CH4) emissions. The tool quickly
assesses local energy use and energy-related CO2 emissions across nine sectors (i.e., industry, public and commercial buildings, residential buildings, transportation, power
and heat, public lighting, water & wastewater, solid waste, and urban green space), giving officials a comprehensive perspective on their local carbon performance. Cities
can also use the tool to benchmark their energy and emissions performance to other cities inside and outside China, and identify those sectors with the greatest energy
saving and emissions reduction potential

Another important feature of BEST-Cities is its ability to help city authorities evaluate the appropriateness of more than 70 different strategies that can reduce their city's

energy use and emissions. By identifying those strategies most relevant to local circumstances, the tool helps local government officials develop a low carbon city action
plan that can be implemented in phases, over a multi-year timeframe
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This tool was developed with the generous support of the Energy Foundation China through the Department of Energy under contract No.DE-AC02-05CH11231. We also

acknowledge the significant assistance of Steve Hammer, Urban Development and Resilience Unit, World Bank, and Ben Ede, the programmer. We would like to thank Ivan
Jacques and Pedzi Makumbe of the World Bank's Energy Sector Management Assistance Program (ESMAP). BEST Cities is partly based on a model originally developed by
ESMAP known as TRACE, the Tool for the Rapid Assessment of City Energy.
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Nan Zhou (NZhou@Ibl.gov) Hu Xulian (huxl@eri.org.cn) Hu Min (humin@efchina. org)
Lynn Price (LKPrice@Ibl.gov) Energy Research Institute Energy Foundation China
China Energy Group Beijing, China Beijing, China

Energy Analysis & Environmental Impacts Department

Environmental Energy Technologies Division

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory

Berkeley, CA
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Screen 3: City and Climate Selection

The City and Climate Selection screen allows users to specify a new city for data entry, or to
load city data previously entered. City data input into BEST Cities is saved on user’s computer or
server as .xml file.

Specifying the Chinese province in which the city is located enables benchmarking with
provincial data, for example Industrial energy intensity (energy per unit GDP).

BEST Cities also utilizes the city’s climate zone for benchmarking purposes. For example, to
compare energy consumption in Residential Buildings, which is strongly influenced by heating
and cooling demand, it is appropriate to benchmark with cities in the same climate zone.

The City and Climate Selection screen shows the China climate zone map; this information is
also included in Appendix 2 of the User Guide.

8 00 BEST Cities v1.4.4 |

City and Climate Selection

Welcome to the Benchmarking and Energy Saving Tool for Low Carbon Cities (BEST-Cifies) tool. To
begin using the tool, enter the following information below or open an existing file:

Province Load an existing city
[ — Choose Province — v] l [™  Open Existing File l

ay
1

Climate

Cold

Temperate
Hot Summer Cold Winter

@ 1 Hot Summer Warm Winter

15
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Screen 4: BEST Low Carbon Cities Homepage

All main functions of the BEST Cities tool are accessed from the homepage. The “Home” button
on other pages returns the user to this screen.
The homepage shows the three main modules of the BEST Cities tool:

(1) Inventory and Benchmarking,

(2) Sector Prioritization, and

(3) Policy Analysis for low carbon development.
The pencil icon allows
user to change city name,
climate, and province.

BEST Cities v1.4.4

mBESTCmEs

BENCHMARKING & ENERGY SAVING TOOL FOR LOW CARBON CITIES

? 3 Sector Improvement

ity & Sector Data laas B Potential $e,

Energy & Carbon ’ — Gity Authority “Ss ="

Inventory

Sector Prioritization
E

Benchmark Results ’ Resuls

Policy Analysis

Find policies and programs for carbon saving across city sectors

oo <1111t ttrtttttttti

f4b it

- e
[ [ 1] [ [ 1] -
é@% Gity Capability : |«| Policy Appraisal J { EEE Policy Review amm Policy Matrix EEE Priority Policies

“Documents” gives user access to
details of more than 70 Policy
Recommendations

Navigation and Data Units

Much of the BEST Cities tool is organized by city sector, with a menu of city sectors on the left-
hand side of the screen. Clicking on a sector brings up the associated screen, for data, energy
and carbon inventory, benchmarking, improvement potential, city authority, city capabilities,
etc.

16
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Data units follow the conventions in Chinese statistics, often using increments of ten thousand,
1074 (rather than Western scientific notation with increments of 1073). Energy units are
converted to common units of metric tonnes of coal equivalent (tce) and presented as 1074 tce.
Greenhouse gas emissions are expressed as tonnes of CO, equivalent (tCO,e), including carbon-
based greenhouse gasses as appropriate (CO, and CH,). Emissions are expressed as 1074 tCO,e.
Metric units are used for other parameters (e.g., square meters of building area or green space).

Screen 5: City & Sector Data

The screens for City and Sector data gather information on your city as a whole, and for specific
sectors. Fill in data as completely as possible, since any missing data may affect benchmarking
and policy results. If a particular piece of data cannot be obtained, or is not applicable to your
city, leave the box blank.

Enter only numbers in the “Quantity” cells.
In the appropriate cells, note the Year and Data Source for each data point.

The City Data section asks for city-wide information on population, total primary energy
consumption, total greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, gross domestic product (GDP), the city’s
climate zone, the city’s Human Development Index (HDI), and the share of industry and service
sector in city GDP. For the Sector Data, input annual energy consumption data, by fuel, for each
of the nine end-use sectors in the tool. BEST-Cities has been designed to consider data
availability in China. Much of the required data is available to city authorities in local statistical
yearbooks or through other sources.

The screen shots below show most of the data required city-wide and for each sector. In the
tool, you must scroll down (using the scroll bar on the right-hand side of the screen) to see all
the data fields. Appendix 1 summarizes all the data needed in a spreadsheet (in Chinese) to help
with data gathering.

Start by entering the City-wide Data. You may enter the data in any order, and continue on to
any sector. However, if you move on to another screen before completing data entry, the tool
will give a warning:
Data are missing. Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are
not applicable, enter zero (“)”). Choose “return” to fill in missing data now. Choose
“Continue” if data are not available at this time; come back later to fill in blank cells.
Warning: your results will not be accurate if data are missing.

Save your city data (using the “Save City Data” button in the upper left-hand corner of the

screen) whenever you quit the BEST Cities software; the tool will also prompt you to save your
city data.

17
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Screen 5.1: City-wide Data

@J INDUSTRY

_ BEST Cities v1.4.15

City & Sector Data by

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter
zero (“0”).

Climate Zone |Cold ‘ ‘ ‘

& PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL
=/ BUILDINGS

£ TRANSPORTATION

POWER & HEAT

PUBLIC LIGHTING

( © | WATER & WASTEWATER

Human D Index (HDI) Score [Number | | | | | ‘
ranging between 0-1]

Industry Sector Share of City-wide GDP [%] | | | | | ‘

Service Sector Share of City-wide GDP [%] | I | I | ‘

Urban Population (in city core) [people] | | | | | ‘

Total Land Area [10"4 m2] | | | | | ‘

Urban Land Area (built-up area, city core) [104 m2] | | | | | ‘

PM2.5 Concentration [ug/m3 (annual avg)] | | | | | ‘

NOX C tion [ug/m3 (annual avg)] | | | | | ‘

(™, SOLID WASTE

(2 , URBAN GREEN SPACE

S02 Concentration [ug/m3 (annual avg)] | | | | | ‘

©C O @ e e O @@

Air Quality Days [% of days per year air quality meets | | | | | ‘
Chinese Level Il standard ('blue sky"

Screen 5.2: Industry Data

) PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL
=/ BUILDINGS

PUBLIC LIGHTING

‘ © | WATER & WASTEWATER

‘ P | SOLID WASTE

(2 ) URBAN GREEN SPACE

’ — — - __ BEST Citiesvl4.4 — — no— — - —— .
City & Sector Data e

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter
zero (“0”).

Data Source

Consumption Level Year

Coal [10"4 tonnes]

Coke [107 tonnes] [ ] ] | |

Crude Oil [10°4 tonnes] | | | | | |

Diesel [10"4 tonnes] | I | I I |

Fuel Oil [10° tonnes] [ | | | |

Gasoline [104 tonnes] [ | | | |

Kerosene [10°4 tonnes] | | | | | |

Biomass [10"4 tonnes] | | | | | |

LPG [1074 tonnes] | | | | | |

Natural Gas [10° m3] [ | | | | |

Other Coal Gas (Town Gas) [10°d m3] [ | | | |

<
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Screen 5.3 Public & Commercial Buildings Data

800 . g  BEST Cities v1.4.4_

BEST Cities
GiyA 7

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter
zero (“0”).

Consumption Level Year Data Source

Fuel Oil [10°4 tonnes] [ | ||l |
O o HHH L iR U i R A
LPG [10"4 tonnes] e A q
PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL | Dataon total area of buildings in the city,
BUILDINGS
PR, green buildings, and public/commercial

CJ REIDENTIAL BULDINGS Other Coal Gas (Town Gas) [10°4 md] buildings are used to track energy and

carbon intensity, and for benchmarking
”””””””” ~aassash purooses.

Total Area of Green-labeled Buildings in the City [1

Total Area of All Buildings in the City [m2]

.8.0.0. BEST Cities v1.4.4

ity & Sector Data —

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter
zero (“0”).

& (TYWIDE
Q’/ Fuel Consumption Level Year
( 5 INDUSTRY Coal [10"4 tonnes] l | | l | |
'b PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL Fuel Oil [10°4 tonnes] l | | ‘ | I
O ==
LPG [10°4 tonnes] [ | [ |
e
Natural Gas [10°4 m3] [ [ [ ]
‘ = j TRANSPORTATION
Other Coal Gas (Town Gas) [10"4 m3] l | | l | |
POWER & HEAT Electricity [10°4 kWh] [ | | ‘ | l
PUBLICLIGHTING Heat [1010 k] [ | [ |
@/ WATER & WASTEWATER
P | SOLID WASTE
z URBAN GREEN SPACE
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Screen 5.5: Transportation Data

8.0.0 BEST Cities v1.4.4

City & Sector Data o

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter
zero (“0”).

Fuel Consumption Level Year
23 INDUSTRY Diesel [10°4 tonnes] [ | ] |
PUBLIC & COMMERCAL Gasolre 1024 oree) | | | | | |
&) e e
LPG [10°4 tonnes] [ | | |
‘ ) ) RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS
Electricity [10°4 KWh] | ] | | | |

Transportation Data

POWER & HEAT
Transportation Parameter Quantity Year Data Source

PUBLIC LIGHTING Extent of Public Transit Lines [Km/km2] [ | | | @
Mode Share of Public Transit (% of trips) [%] [ | ] | @

‘ © | WATER & WASTEWATER

Mode Share of Non-motorized Transport (% of working | I | ‘ | l 0
trips by walking & bicycling) [%]

BEST Cities
GyA 2

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter
zero (“0”).

3 CTYWIDE
Q’/ Power & Heat Parameter

@/ INDUSTRY

& PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL
BUILDINGS

Electricity Supplied to the City from Renewable Sources | | ‘ | | | o
(Wind, Hydro, Solar, Biomass, etc.) [10°4 kWh]

Electricity Supplied to the City (All Sources, Including | | ‘ | | | o
Renewables) [10"4 kWh]

Local Factor for Energy Unit Conversion

&) RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

‘ 3 TRANSPORTATION

Type of Data Conversion Factors Year Data Source

Electricity Energy Unit Conversion (1074 tce / 104 kWh) 0.0003355 [ Override ] |

District Heat E: Unit Conversion (104 tce / 10M0 -
K:Js) leat Energy Uni rersion ( ce 0.0436 (Overie I l | I

PUBLIC LIGHTING Local Factors for (0, Emissions

(& WATER & WASTEWATER Type of Data version Factors Year Data Source
CO2e Emi Factor for y (101C02610% (0505000 | ((wemile] | | |

kWh)
"I SOLID WASTE

CO2e Emi Factor for Heat (107 tCO2e/10M0KkJ)  |0.1191 (Override ] | | |
(2 URBAN GREEN SPACE

20



BEST Low Carbon Cities — User Guide

Screen 5.7: Public Lighting Data
8.0.0 BEST Cities v1.4.4

City & Sector Data T

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter

zero (“0”).
Public Lighting Data
lic Lighting Parameter
Electricity Used for Public Lighting in the City (grid-
< X ) INDUSTRY connected) [10°4 kWh] | | | I l | (i)
PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL Total Length (km) of Lit Roadways in the City [km] [ | | | @
"h BUILDINGS

£3 ) TRANSPORTATION

(&, WATER & WASTEWATER

(™, soup waSTE
(; URBAN GREEN SPACE

Screen 5.8: Water & Wastewater Data
8 O 0 BEST Cities v1.4.4

City & Sector Data b

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter

zero (“0”).
Gasoline [10°4 tonnes]
@ CITEWIDE Kerosene [10"4 tonnes] I | I I l |
@/ - Biomass [10M4 tonnes] [ - | |
LPG [1074 tonnes] | | | | l |
<m PUBLIC& COMMERCAL | Ssasas
BUILDINGS
Natural Gas [10° mA3] [ [ | | |
@ RESDENTALBUNDMNGS  f ] - .
Other Coal Gas (Town Gas) [10° m*3) [ | | | |
£3 ) TRANSPORTATION Electricity [10°4 kWh] [ | | |
POWER & HEAT Heat [1070 KJ] | | | | ‘ |
PUBLICLIGHTING |

Water & Wastewater Data

0 WATER & WASTEWATER

Water & Wastewater Parameter Year Data Source

| SOLID WASTE

Water Supplied City-wide Per Year [10°4 tonnes]

( : / URBAN GREEN SPACE Wastewater Treated City-wide Per Year [10"4 tonnes] | | | | l | 0
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Screen 5.9: Solid Waste Data

® 6 0O BEST Cities v1.4.4
e BEST ities
(ity & Sector Data Gk 4
Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter
zero (“0”).
&¥ ) CTLWIDE . .
C/ Solid Waste Parameter Total Amount Disposed ~ Year Data Source
< .lb INDUSTRY Landfill [10°4 tonnes] | | | ‘ | | (i)
) PUBLCE COMMERCAL Compoeting [10°4 tonnee] | | | | | | @
. BUILDINGS == e =
Incinerated Waste [10°4 tonnes] | | | ‘ | | o

) ) RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

Chinese solid waste data statistics are noted
POWER & HEAT in these categories: landfill (disposed waste),
composting (recovered organic waste), and
incinerated waste (Waste To Energy). Few
@ WATER & WASTEWATER cities have statistics on recycled waste at

° SOLID WASTE

Screen 5.10: Urban Green Space Data

PUBLIC LIGHTING

8 0 0O BEST Cities v1.4.4

A tome ] City & Sector Data by

Please provide data for each cell to ensure meaningful results. If data are not available, leave cell blank; if not applicable, enter
zero (“0”).

e

C'/ (euoE l Urban Green Space Parameter Data Source

< 23 ) INDUSTRY Total Area of Urban Green Space in the City [10° m2] [ | FH| (

Include urban forest and grassy areas, which store C&
PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL provide other climate benefits.
‘h BUILDINGS

‘ ) RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

@ TRANSPORTATION

POWER & HEAT Hover the cursor over the

“wn
|

button to see more
PUBLIC LIGHTING information about the
requested data.

(& WATER & WASTEWATER

(™ sou wasTe
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Screen 6 Energy & Carbon Inventory

Once the city and sector data are entered, the tool generates the city’s Energy & Carbon
Inventory, providing final energy use and CO, equivalent emissions for each of the nine sectors.
Since the user enters fuel consumption in physical units (e.g. metric tons of coal consumed), the
tool uses fuel energy conversion factors from China’s National Bureau of Statistics (NBS, 2011)
and uses CO, emissions factors from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC,
1996; IPCC 2006). The tool also uses China-specific carbon sequestration conversion coefficients
(EC, 2012) and province-level energy unit conversion factors for power and heat (NBS, 2011).2

The City-wide inventory show the total primary energy consumption and carbon emissions
reported by the city, as well as the sector final energy totals calculated by the BEST Cities tool.
Because the tool is calculating sector end-use energy, and attributing emissions to the sector
using the energy, electricity (power) and heat are included in the other end-use sectors on this
screen. Due to these different approaches to energy and carbon accounting, the reported total
city-wide inventory and the sum of the calculated sector inventories will result in different
numbers.

The inventory screens for each sector show the fuel, energy consumption in units of 1074 tce,
and carbon emissions in units of 1074 t CO,e.

® Due to data limitations, emissions calculations are based on production — not consumption - for both
power generation and heat. For electricity, the conversion factor is based on total fuel consumption for
power generation within a province divided by total electricity output. For a province with a substantial
power imports, the production-side calculations may over- or understate the emissions factor of power
consumed depending on the origin of the imported electricity. For heat, such issues are unlikely, since
there is not long distance trade of heat.
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Screen 6.0 Energy unit conversion factors and carbon emissions
factors

6.0.1 Fuel Energy Conversion Coefficients
Energy units Data Source

Conversion

Coefficient

P1 Coal 0.7143 10" tce/ 10°tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P2 Coke 0.9714 10" tce/ 10*tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P3 Crude Oil 1.4286 10" tce/ 10°tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P4 Diesel 1.4571 10" tce/ 10°tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P5 Fuel Oil 1.4286 10" tce/ 10°tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P6 Gasoline 1.4714 10" tce/ 10*tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P7 Kerosene 1.4714 10" tce/ 10°tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P8 | Biomass 0.4645 10" tce/ 10*tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P9 LPG 1.7143 10" tce/ 10°tonne | 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P10 | Natural Gas 1.33E-3 10" tce/10* m3 2010 China Energy Statistical
Yearbook 2011

P11 Other Coal Gas 1.786E-5 10* tce/104 m3 2010 China Energy Statistical
(Town Gas) Yearbook 2011
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6.0.2 Energy Unit Conversions for Power & Heat, by Province

P12: Electricity energy

P13: District Heat energy

Province unit conversion unit conversion
(1074 tce /1074 kWh) (1074 tce/10/10 kJ)

Anhui 3.24E-04 0.0399
Beijing 2.73E-04 0.0406
Chongging 2.88E-04 0.049
Fujian 2.43E-04 0.0379
Gansu 2.67E-04 0.0415
Guangdong 2.73E-04 0.041
Guangxi 2.20E-04 0.0574
Guizhou 2.90E-04 0.0523
Hainan 2.95E-04 0.0117
Hebei 3.28E-04 0.0465
Heilongjiang 3.91E-04 0.0567
Henan 3.43E-04 0.0489
Hubei 2.00E-04 0.0615
Hunan 2.46E-04 0.0438
Inner Mongolia 3.99E-04 0.0596
Jiangsu 2.80E-04 0.0374
Jiangxi 3.14E-04 0.0512
Jilin 3.60E-04 0.0501
Liaoning 3.69E-04 0.0484
Ningxia 3.57E-04 0.0461
Qinghai 1.77E-04 0.0378
Shandong 3.36E-04 0.0436
Shanghai 2.77E-04 0.041
Shanxi 3.43E-04 0.0459
Shaanxi 3.20E-04 0.0435
Sichuan 2.08E-04 0.0285
Tianjin 3.21E-04 0.0421
Xinjiang 3.13E-04 0.0426
Yunnan 2.52E-04 0.051
Zhejiang 2.65E-04 0.0376
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6.0.3 Carbon Emission Factors for Selected Fuels

Factors for Fuels

CO2e Emission

(10" tco2e/10" tce)
Q1 Coal 2.812 | IPCC 1996
Q2 Coke 2.769 | IPCC 1996
Q3 Crude Oil 2.147 | IPCC 1996
Q4 Diesel 2.168 | IPCC 1996
Q5 Fuel Oil 2.265 | IPCC 1996
Q6 Gasoline 2.028 | IPCC 1996
Q7 Kerosene 2.104 | IPCC 1996
Q8 Biomass 3.209 | IPCC 1996
Q9 LPG 1.846 | IPCC 1996
Q10 Natural Gas 1.642 | IPCC 1996
Q11 Other Coal Gas China Energy Statistical
(Town Gas) 3.166 | Yearbook 2011
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6.0.4 CO2e Emission Factors for Power & Heat (by Province)

Q12: CO2e Emission Factor

Q13: CO2e Emission

Province for Electricity Factor for Heat
(10* tco2e /(10° kWh) (10*tco2e /10'°kJ)

Anhui 9.040E-04 0.1080
Beijing 6.590E-04 0.1002
Chongging 6.940E-04 0.1346
Fujian 5.370E-04 0.0999
Gansu 6.280E-04 0.1126
Guangdong 6.470E-04 0.1058
Guangxi 4.850E-04 0.1588
Guizhou 7.190E-04 0.1449
Hainan 6.970E-04 0.0251
Hebei 9.060E-04 0.1248
Heilongjiang 1.049E-03 0.1515
Henan 9.150E-04 0.1332
Hubei 3.410E-04 0.1438
Hunan 5.670E-04 0.1257
Inner Mongolia 1.076E-03 0.1647
Jiangsu 7.470E-04 0.1026
Jiangxi 8.220E-04 0.1377
Jilin 9.230E-04 0.1370
Liaoning 9.940E-04 0.1298
Ningxia 9.730E-04 0.1267
Qinghai 2.140E-04 0.0756
Shandong 9.290E-04 0.1191
Shanghai 7.490E-04 0.1069
Shanxi 9.460E-04 0.1247
Shaanxi 8.610E-04 0.1184
Sichuan 3.390E-04 0.0714
Tianjin 8.840E-04 0.1143
Xinjiang 7.790E-04 0.1148
Yunnan 4.970E-04 0.1413
Zhejiang 6.690E-04 0.1037
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Screen 6.1 City-wide Energy & Carbon

BEST Cities v1.4.15

BEST Cities

Reported Energy and GyA &

Carbon Inventory

Energy & Carbon Inventory

The Energy and Carbon inventory shows the sector inventories calzuiated |
data. The inventory also shows your reported city-wide tutal. Review your
discrepancies. Only the calculated inventory is used for Benchmarking, Sector Prioritization, and Policy Analysis.

_ Gity-wide Inventory - Reported 2008

Primary Energy (10*4 tce) Carbon (10%4 tCO.e)

< A

@/ INDUSTRY

& PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL
=/ BUILDINGS

City-wide 3,127.71 7,033.33

Note: Energy and carbon based on primary energy.

Gty Summary - Calculated

Primary Energy (104 tce) Carbon (10%4 tCO.e)

£} ) RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

City-wide Total - Calculated 3,344.60 6,570.82
3 ) TRANSPORTATION End-Use Sector Primary Energy (10*4 tce) Carbon (10%4 tCO,e)
Industry 4,200.61
POWER & HEAT Public & Commercial Buildings 1,013.97
Residential Buildings 659.09
PUBLIC LIGHTING
Transportation 642.48
( 6 WATER & WASTEWATER Public Lighting 16.66
Water & Wastewater
() soupwaste Solid Waste Calculated Inventory for
. Do Energy End-Use Sectors
‘ | URBAN GREEN SPACE Note: Sector Energy and carbon include use of electricity and heat.

Screen 6.2 Industrial Sector Inventory

800 BEST Cities v1.4.4

Energy & Carbon Inventory o

The Energy and Carbon inventory shows the sector inventories calculated by the BEST Cities tool, based on your sector and fuel
data. The inventory also shows your reported city-wide total. Review your inventory and double-check data if there are
discrepancies. Only the calculated inventory is used for Benchmarking, Sector Prioritization, and Policy Analysis.

_ Industrial Sector Inventory Energy (10%4 tce) CO,e Emissions (10%4 tCO,e)
) (TVWIDE Total 1,523.23 4,200.61
Fuel . Energy (104 tce) CO,e Emissions (10%4 tCO.e)
Biomass 0.00 0.00
@/ mIBLllJJ'I:N&G ;:OMMEKGAL Coal 44559 1,263.01
Coke 548.30 1,518.26
@ L L Crude Oil 0.05 0.12
@ T Diesel 8.50 18.44
Electricity 445.87 1,234.64
R Fuel Oil 4.28 9.70
PUBLIC LIGHTING Gasoline 6.37 12.92
Heat 40.47 110.56
@/ BTN BT Kerosene 0.80 1.70
5 SOUDWASTE LPG 0.13 0.25
Natural Gas 20.48 3363
S URBAN GREEN SPACE Other Coal Gas (Town Gas) 232 7.35 B
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The other energy-based sectors have a similar format for their energy and carbon inventory
results:

6.3 Public & Commercial Buildings Sector Inventory
6.4 Residential Buildings Sector Inventory

6.5 Transportation Sector Inventory

6.6 Power & Heat Sector Inventory

6.7 Public Lighting Sector Inventory

6.8 Water Supply & Wastewater Treatment Inventory
6.9 Solid Waste Sector Inventory

The Solid Waste sector inventory shows the amount of waste treated in each waste category
and emissions (mainly CH,4) due only to landfilled waste.

6.10 Urban Green Space (Carbon Sequestration)

Unlike the other city sectors, which consume energy and emit greenhouse gasses, Urban Green
Space sequesters carbon. Even if the amount of carbon sequestration is relatively small, the
inclusion of trees and other vegetation has multiple environmental, climatic, and social benefits.
The inventory screen for Urban Green Space shows the area of green space and the amount of
CO,e sequestered.

8 00 BEST Cities v1.4.4
(A tone | Energy & Carbon Inventory iy

Energy & Carbon The Energy and Carbon inventory shows the sector inventories calculated by the BEST Cities tool, based on your sector and fuel
data. The inventory also shows your reported city-wide total. Review your inventory and double-check data if there are

discrepancies. Only the calculated inventory Is used for Benchmarking, Sector Prioritization, and Policy Analysis.

_ Urban Green Space Sector Inventory

@ T Urban Green Space Sector Inventory Area (104 m2) CO.e Sequestered (104 tCO.e)
Total 3,658.00 36.58
@/ INDUSTRY Urban Green Space . Area (10*4 m2) CO.e Sequestered (10%4 tCO,e)
Gh/ PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL Total Area of Urban Green Space 3,658.00 36.58
>/ BUILDINGS

( ) ) RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

@ TRANSPORTATION

POWER & HEAT

PUBLIC LIGHTING

CO/ WATER & WASTEWATER

Cl/ SOLID WASTE
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Screen 7: Benchmark Results

Utilizing City and Sector Data, as well as results of the Energy and Carbon Inventory, BEST Cities
calculates 35 Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) for your city. The tool then conducts
benchmarking of those KPIs with other cities in China and internationally, drawing on a database
of more than 200 cities. The KPls are reported as ratios so that they can be easily compared
across cities.

Filtering and Selecting Comparator Cities: To conduct meaningful benchmarking, the BEST Cities
tool allows for filtering of comparator cities by Population, Climate Zone, Human Development
Index (HDI), and Industrial share of GDP. A drop-down menu in the mid-right corner of the
screen allows selection of a filter. Appendix 3 lists the numerical ranges for each filter variable.
Your city appears as a golden bar in the graph, while the filtered comparator cities appear as
purple bars. The tool also allows users to select or de-select particular cities for benchmarking.
The user can scroll through the list of cities with data for a particular indicator, and check or un-
check the box in front of each comparator city. These manually-selected (unfiltered)
comparator cities will appear as blue-colored bars in the graph.

Screen 7.1 shows an example of benchmarking for a City-wide Indicator: Primary Energy Per
Capita (tce/person). In the example, City A is compared to other cities of a similar population
size, from a database of 288 cities. The data for City A are shown in the golden bar, the
comparator cities filtered by Population are shown in purple bars, and cities manually selected
from the checklist are shown in blue bars.

Screen 7.2 gives an example of benchmarking for the Power & Heat sector: Share of Renewable
Energy in Local Electricity Supply (%). Fewer cities in the database had this data, so no filter is
applied. City A shows a value of 10% renewable energy, ahead of Shanghai at only 2%, but not
as good as Guangzhou and Delhi at 12% and Mumbai at 21%.

Screen 7.3 looks at Transportation energy per capita (tce/person), as a benchmark of the overall

energy intensity of the Transportation sector.
To generate a JPG file of a chart, click on Export.
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Screen 7.1: Benchmark Results—City-wide Energy per Capita

The Home button
returns you to the main

menu.

Cities filtered by Population

Your city is the golden bar.

are the purple bars.

@&  BEST Cities  File y(ztwm

|

8 .00
] Home

Save Image

«
=29 CITY-WID

(2 mousrey

& PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL
=/ BUILDINGS

£} ) RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

POWER & HEAT

PUBLIC LIGHTING

(& ) WATER & WASTEWATER

‘ P | SOLID WASTE

(Z ) URBAN GREEN SPACE

Energy Intensity (city-wide,
economic) [tce/ 10*4 RMB]

Carbon Intensity (city-wide,
economic) [tCO2e/ 104 RMB]

Primary Energy Consumption
Per Capita (city-wide, per year)
[tce/person]

GHG Emissions Per Capita
(city-wide, per year) [tCO2e /
person]

PM2.5 Concentration [ug/m3
(annual avg)]

Air Quality Days [% of days per
year air quality meets Chinese
Level |l standard (‘blue sky'
threshold)]

GDP Per Capita (city-wide, per
vear) [10°4 RMR / nersonl

uossad/an

BEST Cities v1.4.1

City A
5.53: tce/person
Data Source:

| | Year:
Taanjin Wuban Dhaka

Ning Qingdo  NewYork Guamgrhou  Taipes  longKong  Wembow  Lima
Surhou CiyA s Puis  angrhou  Bangslore  Seoul
Cities

Population ! -

Bangkok  Bogota  Mexico City

City Value

3.00
2.96
2.90

290

Click on other Sectors or KPI to
see those Benchmark Results.

Cities manually checked (or unfiltered) are
the blue bars.
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Screen 7.2: Benchmark Results— Power & Heat - Renewable Share

6 0 O BEST Cities v1.4.4

BEST Cities
GiyA 7

Choose a Sector and a Key Performance indicator from the menu to compare your city to others on the chart below. Uncheck a
city in the table to remove it from the chart. Striped bars are proxy data. To generate a JPG file of a chart, click on Save Image.

!‘ Select a KPI Share of Renewable Energy in Local Eleciricity Supply
@ CITY-WIDE

22
Share of Renewable Energy in 20 [ No Filter v]
Local Electricity Supply [%]
(,l;., INDUSTRY 18
16
) PULC COMMERCAL 14
BUILDINGS 2%
3
” 10
) ) RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS H
6
£ ) TRANSPORTATION 4
2
m ’
. S
PUBLIC LIGHTING Cities
: City Value
@, WATER & WASTEWATER These results show that Mumbai 21,0000 2
, City A has fairly low share Delhi 12,0000
C-/ SOLID WASTE
of renewables Guangzhou 120000
(2 URBAN GREEN SPACE City A 10.0000
[ [l Shanghai 2.0000 Y

Screen 7.3 Benchmark Results - Transportation Energy per Capita

BEST Cities v1.4.4

BEST Citi
enchmark Results o

Choose a Sector and a Key Performance indicator from the menu to compare your city to others on the chart below. Uncheck a
city in the table to remove it from the chart. Striped bars are proxy data. To generate a JPG file of a chart, click on Save Image.

Energy Use Per No Filter
R o Caplla [tce/person] 05
>
Extent of Public Transit Lines 24,
‘ﬁ PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL (length of rail and bus lines in > "
( ./ BUILDINGS o
city area) [km/km2] >
© 03
‘ )/ RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS §
Mode Share of Non-motorized 02
Transport (% of working trips by
walking and bicycling) [%]
@ musommon o
Mode share of public Transit (% >
POWER & HEAT of trips by bus and rail) [%) g
City A
PUBLIC LIGHTING Cities
/ Select City Value
(& | WATER & WASTEWATER A Beijing 0.5840 =
v City A 0.4960
(, SOUID WASTE These results show that
Jinan 0.4960
D T— City A has an energy- !
Cz/ URBAN GREEN SPACE . . U= 03900
intensive transport sector. | Choneaina 04730 c
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Screen 8: Sector Improvement Potential

The sliders on the Sector Improvement Potential screen have been pre-set using the data
provided in the Benchmarking module. The BEST Cities sector improvement potential is
calculated as the mean of the values of all chosen peer cities with better performance.

6 0 O BEST Cities v1.4.4

Sector Improvement Potential e

The sliders below have been pre-set using the data provided in the Benchmarking module. The BEST-Cities sector improvement potential
value is calculated as the mean of the values of all chosen peer cities with better performance.

Core KPI Sector Improvement Potential

3 ; - 0% 50% 100%
Industrial Economic Energy Intensity 44441 =
(Final energy consumption/unit fi | :
Industry industrial value added) [ice/ 10M | ; l ; : TF=eay ; : H .
RMB] . L L L L L L L L L
0% 50% 100%
Public & £ (v s - § -4
Commercial g(uvslrll;::zu]lldmgs Electricity Intensity il Override
Buildings N I e . |
0% 50% ~100%
Residential Residential Buildings Energy Use il
o : y
Buicings o e pereon] L 1, B e e R R R
0% 50% _100%
- Transportation Energy Use Per
Tiensporialon - Gapia tcelperson] ﬂ Lo D [ TR |
0% 50% 100%
b1t
Share of Renewable Energy in Local | -
Power & Heat ¢, ctricity Supply [%] ] : | % | : | | | | | Override
Electricity Intensity of Public Lighting = e L%
Public Lighti (Grid-connected electricity fl Override
oo etng consumed per km of lit roads per | | | | | | | | | l | | o
year) [kWh/km] - L L L L L L L .
0% 50% 100%
Water & Electricity Intensity of Potable Water p Override |
. Wastewater Supplv kWh/m31 | LY
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Screen 9: Sector Improvement Potential Override

If you have more detailed analysis of energy or carbon saving potential in a city sector, you can
utilize the Override function. Move the slider bar to represent the results of your city’s analysis,

and provide a reason for the override.

8 00 BEST Cities v1.4.4

Residential Buildings

The sliders ing each sector's imp potential have been pre-set using the data provided in

the Benchmarking module. The BEST-Cities sector improvement potential value is calculated as the mean

of the values of all chosen peer cities with better performance. If using the over- ride function, provide the
i .g. ing data avai using proxy data, etc.

Reason for Change

Local buildings codes under development for the city could achieve a 30%
improvement in building energy efficiency over the next 5 years.

Return fo Sector Improvement P...
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Screen 10: City Authority

Decision-making authority is another consideration in prioritizing low carbon actions at the city
level. While some actions—such as improving energy efficiency of local government buildings—
can easily be undertaken within local jurisdiction, other actions—such as renewable electricity
supply—may need approval from higher levels of government. If a sector has a large
improvement potential but limited city authority, it can still be worthwhile for a city to
undertake the coordination needed for action in the sector. Appendix 3 provides definitions of
city authority utilized in the BEST Cities tool.

The City Authority screen has slider bars to select the level of authority, from 0 to 100%.
Explanations (also color-coded) are included on the right-hand side of the screen.

8 O O BEST Cities v1.4.4
("y AUthI’"y BEST Cities
Savel Use the sliders below to indicate the authority of city officials to take action in each sector. Each step in the sliders indicates a
) separate, discreet level of control (see Legend). Each slider must be moved from its starting position to continue.
Sector Gity Authority Control Level of Control
0% 25% 50% 75% 1009 4 F
reeenooans [ il | National stakeholder 15% .
e e e Y ] U Policy is formulated at the national level in consultation with
[ — — municipal governments.
0% 25% 50% 75% 1004 | Provincial stakeholder 530% W
. | fl Policy is formulated at the provincial level in consultation with
Transportation - ' municipal governments on issues outside of its jurisdiction.
(S P —— L
Multiple agency jurisdiction 30-50%
0% 25% 50% 75% 1004 | Municipal government has some control of one or more
0N aspects of the sector (regulatory and budgetary) but will need
Power & Heat -_ to work with other agencies to introduce change.
| S S S S
Policy formulator 50-75%
0% 25% 50% 75% 1009 | Municipal government is responsible for formulating policy or
Public Ligh | fi local regulations but may not have an enforcement role.
ublic Lighting
[ [ - ' Budge! control 75-90%
Municipal government has full financial control over the
0% 25% 50% 75% 1009 provision of services, purchase of assets, and development
il of infrastructure, but it may lack some enforcement role or
Water & W — ' powers.
-—u—ua——_
Regulator/Enforcer 90-100%
0% 25% 50% 75% 1004 | Municipal government has strong regulatory control over the
. il sector and is able to create and enforce legislation, and
Solid Waste — where possible sanction those entities out of compliance.
-_—‘_i—_ '
0% 25% 50% 75% 1009
Urban Green Space = fl
e U v
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Screen 11: Sector Prioritization Results

Upon viewing the Sector Prioritization Scores, the user can decide whether or not to consider
policies in all sectors. By unchecking the box for a sector, the user can remove it from the
priority list and not consider actions in that sector. By keeping all sectors checked, the user will
have the opportunity to view all recommended policies and then choose priority actions.

ities v1.4. o= X
&b BEST Cities vl.48 e

BEST Cities  File Menu Zoom

Sector Prioritization Results o

The list below shows the priority ranking of each sector, based on the Sector Improvement Potential, the magnitude of CO.e
emissions, and the sector City Authority assessment. The overall sector Score is determined by the following calculation:
Sector Improvement Potential (%) x Sector CO, Emissions (1074 tCO.e) x City Authority

Rank Sector Sector Improvement CO2z e Emissions City Score Check priority sectors
. Potential % (104 tCO2 e) Authority %
1 Industry 62% 4,200.61 75% 1,966.92
2 Urban Green Space 412% -36.58 91% 137.24
3 Public & Commercial Buildings 17% 1,013.97 50% 88.55
4 Residential Buildings 20% 659.09 50% 67.22
5 Power & Heat 30% 231884 4% 27.82
6 Public Lighting 85% 16.66 91% 12.90
7 Transportation 5% 642.48 30% 10.30
8 Water & Wastewater 0% 9.62 53% 0.00
9 Solid Waste 0% 243 53% 0.00
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Screen 12: City Capabilities

A self-assessment of City Capabilities in each sector is used to recommend policy actions in each
sector. Appendix 5 provides definition of High, Medium, and Low capability. For each sector, and
each area of Capability—Finance, Human Resources, Enforcement—select the capability level
that best reflects your city.

6 00 BEST Cities v1.4.4

City Capability 8 G

Using your knowledge of the capabilities of the city in terms of project finance, human resources, and policy, regulation, and
enforcement, select the description that most accurately describes the situation in your city for each of the prioritized sectors
(tabs on the left).

City Capability
@ musw

& PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL
>/ BUILDINGS

O s Funding is available from municipal budget streams only. Municipal government has no experience of other financial or
partnering mechanisms.

@ Medium Municipal government has some experience with grants, soft loans, and commercial financing instruments.

O Municipal government has relevant experience in innovative financing mechanisms, such as performance contracting,
3 ) TRANSPORTATION High ESCO partnerships, and carbon financing, in additional to grants, soft loans, and commercial financing instruments.
uman Kesource
POWER & HEAT H R
City Capability
PUBLIC LIGHTING O Municipal government has few technically skilled staff and/or a small available workforce. Staff must be trained/or
Low. workforce expanded to deliver any new low carbon projects.

(& | VATER & WASTEWATER

O Nodiu Municipal government has access to a highly trained/skilled person to lead the initiative and/or a medium sized
M workforce available. Additional staff and/or training may be necessary to deliver any new low carbon projects.

T

‘ P SOLID WASTE
@ High Municipal government has access to a sufficient number of trained/technically proficient staff resources, including

skilled planners/modelers.
(2 uRBAN GREEN SPACE

Policy. Regulation and Enforcement
City Capability
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Screen 13: Policy Appraisal

The Policy Appraisal screen matches city capabilities in each sector (entered by the user of the
tool) with the capabilities needed for individual policies (from the BEST Cities policy database).

In the example screen for the Residential Buildings sector, City A Capabilities (your city
capabilities) for the sector are noted in the blue row in the mid-upper part of the screen. Each
of the policy options for Residential Buildings is listed in a row below, and show the capabilities

I”

needed for each policy. The Policy Appraisal screen the uses a “traffic signal” approach. “Green”
means that city capabilities are well-suited to that policy. “Yellow” means that some city
capabilities may be weak and extra attention should be given if city chooses to pursue that
policy action. “Red” means that city capabilities are weak in more than one area for a particular
policy, and the city may want to first undertake policies with a greater likelihood for success.

By default, all the policies are selected for consideration in the city’s low carbon development
plan. You may choose to un-check a policy with a poor match of capabilities (i.e., with a “red”
stop light) to remove it from further consideration. Or you may keep all policies checked and

pursue enhancement of city capabilities for policy implementation.

BEST Cities v1.4.4

BEST Cities

The policies listed below are ranked based on the results of the assessment of the capabilities of the city in terms of project
finance, human resources, and policy, regulation, and enforcement in each prioritized sector, comparing each policy's minimum
requirements against the observed levels of capabilities and opportunity in the city.

C Your City
Jy ) INDUSTRY .
Capabilities
J.h PUBLIC & COMMERCIAL
=/ BUILDINGS
Uncheck to remove
I
(ﬁ T Building Energy Labeling and Information Disclosure (.\ | m m
Building Workforce Training (.\ 1 m 1
POWER & HEAT City Energy and Heat Maps (.\ | m |
PUBLIC LIGHTING
Expedited Permitting for Green Buildings (.\ | | |
< o VATER & WASTENATER Green Building Guidelines for New Buildings (.\ | m m
More Stringent Local Building Codes (.\ | m h u
‘ B SOLID WASTE Public Education Campaigns on Building Energy Efficiency and Conservation (.\ I m |
Reach Standards for Efficient Appliance and Equipment (.\ | | m
C’-/ URBAN GREEN SPACE
-
Retrofit Subsidies and Tax Credits for Existing Buildings ® h m h
Subsides for New Buildings that Exceed Building Code 6\ h m h
Taroets for Efficient and Renawahles in Buildinos @ 1 | m [z] h/
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Screen 14: Detailed Policy Recommendations

From multiple sections of Policy Analysis, the user can click on the name of a policy to view
more information. BEST Cities contains a database of more than 70 low carbon policies,
including a 2-4 page explanation and characterization of each policy. The detailed policy sheets
include:
* Description
* Implementation Strategy and Challenges
* Monitoring Metrics
* Case Studies
* Policy Attributes:
o Carbon Savings Potential,
o First Cost to Government,
o Speed of Implementation
* Tools and Guidance

* References

Appendix 7 contains an example of a detailed policy recommendation.
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Screen15: Policy Review

Policies selected in Policy Appraisal all show up on the Policy Review screen, meaning the user
has essentially decided to pursue them, and the only question left is how to prioritize their
implementation.

To enable comparison of “low/medium/high” rankings across different sectors, this screen
assigns very broad numerical categories to each ranking for both the cost and carbon impact
categories. These categories necessarily vary by the size of the city, as the same
recommendation will inevitably cost more and deliver a greater carbon impact in a large city
than if it were implemented in a small city. The BEST Cities tool dynamically adjusts the
numerical estimates displayed on this screen based on the city population data first entered on
Screen 4. This system was first described for Detailed Policy Recommendations, and the Policy
Review screen employs the same strategy.

The “Export as Report” function (button in upper-left corner of screen) creates a .csv file of the
analysis shown on the screen. This report can be opened in Excel or Word or similar software,

for editing and use in other reports the city might prepare.

BEST Cities v1.4.4

Policy Review

All policies selected through Policy Appraisal are displayed below, along with their attributes: Speed of Implementation, Carbon
Savings Potential, and First Cost to Government. The estimated range of values for these policy attributes are from the BEST-
Cities database, based on the size of the city, or any override values the user entered.

Sector Policy Speed of Carbon Savings v First Cost to Override
Implementation Potential (tCO.e) Government (RMB)

Industry Industrial Energy Efficiency Loans and Innovative Funds > 3 Years 500,000 - 2.5 million > 50 million Z
Transportation Mixed-Use Urban Form >3 Years 500,000-25milion <5 million
Industry Tax Relief 1-3 Years 500,000 - 2.5 million > 50 million
Transportation Integrated Transportation Planning >3 Years 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million
Industry Benchmarking <1 Year 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million
Industry Industrial Equipment and Product Standards <1 Year 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million
Public & Commercial Buildings Cooperative Procurement of Green Products <1 Year 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million
Transportation Parking Fees and Measures 1-3 Years 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million
Transportation Vehicle License Policies <1 Year 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million |
Residential Buildings Green Building Guidelines for New Buildings <1 Year 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million
Transportation Clean Vehicle Programs 1-3 Years 500,000 - 2.5 million 5 million - 50 million |
Industry Stretch Targets for Industry 1-3 Years 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million
Industry Industrial Energy Plan <1 Year 500,000 - 2.5 million < 5 million
Power & Heat District Heating Networking Maintenance and Upgrade Prog 1-3 Years 500,000 - 2.5 million 5 million - 50 million
Power & Heat Transformer Upgrade Program <1 Year 500,000 - 2.5 million 5 million - 50 million ol
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Screen16: Policy Matrix

The Policy Matrix shows all recommendations from the prioritized sectors sorted by First Cost
and CO, Emissions Reduction Potential. The check boxes allow the user to alter the display
based on their preferences for Speed of Implementation. In the example of City A, the policies
with low cost and high carbon savings potential include “Reach” Standards for Efficient
Appliances and Equipment, for the Residential Buildings sector, since that sector has a fairly
large potential for improvement, and because the city capabilities for implementing policy in
that sector are sufficient for this particular policy (appliance standards). The highest priority
policies are found in the upper right cells of the matrix (color-coded with bright green).

iti 4, = 2|
A BEST Cities vl:lS e

BEST Cities  File Menu Zoom

Policy Matrix © e

The matrix below shows all recommendations from prioritized sectors sorted by First Cost and CO. @
Emissions Reduction Potential. The check boxes allow the user to alter the display based on Speed of
Implementation.

Filter by speed of
implemyentaﬁon <1 Year 1-3 Years =3 Years Policy Priority 1 Low Medium High M Very High

First Cost to Government (RMB)
> 50 million 5 million - 50 million < 5 million

+ Fuel-switching
« Power Investment subsidies and tax
incentives for Renewable Energy

> 2.5 million

B e o5 » ||+ EnergyAudit/ Assessments + Benchmarking
Energy Efficiency * Energy Management Standards «Industrial Energy Plan
« Industrial Energy Efficiency Loans and « Energy Manager Training « Stretch Targets for Industry

Innovative Funds +Recycling Economy and By-product Synergy « Industrial Equipment and Product
« Tax Relief Activities Standards

« Retrofit Subsidies and Tax Credits for « Low-carbon Industrial Parks « Differential Electricity Pricing
Existing Buildings + Subsides for New Buildings that Exceed « Cooperative Procurement of Green Products

« Retrofit Subsidies and Tax Credits for Building Code « Targets for Efficient and Renewables in
Existing Buildings «Financial Incentives for Distributed Buildings
_|_Generation in Buildinas

500,000 - 2.5 million

ennm Duildinm Quidalinans faehla

o = fimeen
+ Energy Performance Contracting and
Energy Service Companies

+ Municipal Building Energy Efficiency Task
Force

+ Expedited Permitting for Green Buildings
« City Energy and Heat Maps

«+ Public ion C: igns on

Energy Efficiency and Conservation

+ Ci

_—
=
o
O
=
s
=
c
o
k)
J
o
(7]
o
£
>
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»
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« Landfill Methane Recovery
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Screen17: Priority Policies

Finally, the Priority Policies section of the tool shows the city's prioritized list of low-carbon
policies, based on data and analysis by the BEST-Cities tool. The user can click on a policy name
to see details (Description, Implementation Strategies, Metrics, Case Studies, and Attributes). All
Policies are saved in html and can be printed separately using the export function.

8 0 0O BEST Cities v1.4.4
Priority Policies G

This Is your city's prioritized list of low-carbon policies, based on your data and analysis by the BEST Cities tool. Click on a policy

name to see details (Description, Implementation Strategies, Metrics, Case Studies, and Attributes). All Policies are saved in
html and can be printed separately. Use the Export function in the File Menu to save a list of your Priority Policies.

Recommendation Sector

Energy or CO2 Tax Industry

More Stringent Local Building Codes Public & Commercial Buildings

More Stringent Local Building Codes Residential Buildings

Reach for Efficient Appli: and i Residential Buildings 1
Vehicle Fuel Economy Standards Transportation

Public Transit Infrastructure: Light Rail, BRT, and Buses Transportation

Renewable Energy and Non-fossil Energy Targets or Quotas Power & Heat

High Priority Low-Carbon Policies

Recommendation Sector

Benchmarking Industry

Energy Audit / Assessments Industry

Industrial Energy Plan Industry

Stretch Targets for Industry Industry

Industrial Equipment and Product Standards Industry

Differential Electricity Pricing Industry

Energy Management Standards Industry

Energy Manager Training Industry

Recycling Economy and By-product Synergy Activities Industry |
L i ial Darks lndustng ./
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PART IV: Related Tools: BEST Cities, GREAT, ELITE Cities,

Urban RAM

As the most recent of the four bilingual low-carbon tools developed by the China Energy Group
to assist Chinese policymakers and researchers with low carbon planning, the BEST Cities tool
builds upon the experiences and functionalities of the three existing tools. The first two low-
carbon planning tools — the Urban Form Rapid Assessment Model (Urban RAM) and the Green
Resources & Energy Appraising Tool (GREAT) for Cities — were developed to help cities and
regions identify and quantify the major local sources of energy consumption and CO, emissions.

The Urban RAM tool specifically helps cities better understand the major contributors to its
energy and carbon footprint from both an embodied and operational perspective. It is distinct
from the other tools in that it incorporates a life-cycle modeling approach to quantifying local
energy consumption and emissions, and thereby identifies key drivers of and areas of
opportunity for reducing a city’s energy and carbon footprint.

The GREAT Cities tool, on the other hand, uses a bottom-energy end-use based modeling
approach that can track energy consumption to a very detailed end-use and technology level for
different geographic scopes. Because it is built using an accounting framework, the GREAT Cities
tool can also track and quantify energy production and resource extraction beyond the scope of
only energy consumption. The GREAT cities tool also distinctly provides the functionality for
conducting scenario analysis to evaluate and quantify the potential energy and emission
reduction opportunities and policies. Both the Urban RAM and GREAT Cities tools complements
the BEST Cities tool by providing more detailed and nuanced perspectives on the key sources of
local energy use and energy-related CO, emissions. While GREAT Cities can also be used by local
policymakers to evaluate potential energy and CO, reduction strategies, it differs from BEST
Cities in that it requires users to have more information about these strategies and design
representative policy scenarios to quantify potential savings.

The Eco and Low-carbon Indicator Tool for Evaluating Cities (ELITE Cities) was developed as a
benchmarking tool to help Chinese policymakers evaluate the performance of their city against
benchmark performance goals for 33 key indicators in 8 different categories and an overall
weighted performance. The benchmark performance for each indicator and overall performance
are set using Chinese targets or exemplary performance or international best-practice standards
and performance. As a benchmarking tool designed to help evaluate performance, ELITE Cities is
most helpful to local policymakers in defining and evaluating the status and progress of low
carbon eco-cities. This is similar to the benchmarking functionality that is also offered by the
BEST Cities tool. However, unlike BEST Cities, ELITE Cities does not provide users with
information on specific strategies to reduce local energy use and CO, emissions and thus cannot
directly inform cities in the development of low carbon action plans. Figure 1 provides a
graphical representation of the key areas of focus for the four low-carbon tools.
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Urban RAM

Quantify total
local energy use
nd CO, emissions

G
4’5;4’
BEST

Evaluate Benchmark
potential energy/carbon
reduction performance
strategies

ELITE Cities

Figure 4. Overview of China Energy Group's Low Carbon Tools and Focus Areas

In summary, the BEST Cities tool combines elements from previous tools to provide both a quick
assessment and benchmark of a city’s energy consumption and low carbon performance.
However, it differs from other tools in that it uniquely provides policymakers with specific

information on concrete and appropriate reduction strategies that can be incorporated into low
carbon action plans.

For more information or to download these tools, please visit:

* Urban RAM: http://china.lbl.gov/tools-guidebooks/urban-ram
*  GREAT: http://china.lbl.gov/tools-guidebooks/great
* ELITE Cities: http://china.lbl.gov/tools-guidebooks/elite-cities
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PART V: Data Sharing and User Feedback

In occasion where users would like to share data of different cities, user may do so through
“Export City Data”, “Import City Data”, and “Manage City Imports” tab inside the “File Menu”
sitting on top of the tool screen. City data can be exported either as a zip file or a csv file. Users
can then send this data file as a mail attachment to other users. Users can also send their city
data to LBNL that can be incorporated as part of benchmarking data in the future. To do so,
simply check the box that locates beneath “Export Zip” tab.

ab BEST Cities v1.4.4 -
BEST Cities [ File Menu | Zoom
Save City Data S

Export City Data
Import City Data
Manage City Imports

Save Image

Export City Data

| You can export your city data in two different formats.

Export your city data as a zip file

| Export Zip |

This will allow you to send your city data to other BEST Cities tool users and allow them to
import your city data to compare to their own city.

[:, Checking this option when exporting your city data as a zip file to other(s) will also
| automatically send a copy to LBNL.

Export your city data as a csv file.

|

| This will allow you to export your city data into a spreadsheet

Users who receive an exported city data file can import the data stored within to the tool
through “Import City Data” tab. If users would like to remove the imported city data file, please
do so through “Manage City Imports”, from where users can delete an individual city data file.
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City Import Manager

|
The list below displays all the cities you have imported into BEST. To remove
' them click on the 'Delete’ button

|

| cye

For more questions and feedback regarding the BEST Cities tool, or to contribute benchmarking
data for the tool, please contact any one of the following.

Nan Zhou (NZou@Ibl.gov)
Lynn Price (LKPrice@Ibl.gov)

China Energy Group

Energy Analysis & Environmental Impacts Division
Energy Technologies Area

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory

Berkeley, CA, USA

Hu Xulian (huxl@eri.org.cn)

Energy Research Institute
Beijing, China

Hu Min (humin@efchina.org)

Energy Foundation China
Beijing China
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APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Data Gathering Spreadsheet (in Chinese)

BEST Cities Highest Priority

additional data for the ELITE Cities tool

BEST Cities — Other Data
Calculated Indicators

City-Wide Data (3% Ti7 /& /4 ¥8 #5 £ 48 )

Indicators ey
City-wide Population Density W R NDOZE (N FK)
(people/m?’)

Urban Population Density
(people/mz)

WAL X ANAEE (NPT

Service as % of GDP

=/ GDP ELE (%)

Industry as % of GDP

Tk 5 GDP LLE (%)

Decomposed Indicator = 7> fi# 35 ¥5 L
Population (persons) NEG D)

Urban Population (in

city core) WAL (BX)

Total Land Area (1074

m?) M CEAAR)

BHERA (FEHE LT,
hEEYE, BRBEEERETR
W)

Urban Land Area (in city
core) (1074 mz)

GDP

BT B TEAR IR AZ O
XD CPIAED
WA EE ()
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Tertiary sector GDP FEErA I o)
Industry GDP ToksEfE (3o
HDI ANEKRETRH
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Energy & Climate & Environment Data (F& Y& S, 15 31 3% £ 3% )

Indicators Ei=27 RARG: R
Energy Intensity (city-wide, economic) (tce/ 1074 RMB) AERaRE (&T, E45uED (iR o)
Carbon Intensity (city-wide, economic) (tCO,./ 1074 R (2T, 425 (M-S aE/l
GDP per capita (104RMB/capita) NS E R EBE Jim/ND
Primary Energy Consumption per capita (tce/capita) A — Yk BRI B ar (bRAE/ A D
CO, Emissions per capita (tons/capita/vear) A3 — S HER i/ A /4R
N o o HE G2
AR GEERRSE IR, fh , ,
IR j i SRl B BRI o 8 48
Decomposed Indicator | 7 11 L BER, BRMEERERH | T Rk 5 FE G
%ﬁ) ﬁl ﬁ y 18
OB
Annual C02 emissions é’rﬁﬁ — /ﬁ{%ﬁﬁﬁkﬁk
(10* tons) —
Annual Primary Energy A TR — AR TR T 2% &
Consumption (10 tce) AR HESRD

PM2.5 Concentration
(I,Lg/m3 annual avg)

PM2. 5 ¥RJE (ug/m’ 4EF

¥

NO, C trati — . ‘e

P BEMMISE (pa/n' 4T
(png/m” annu; g )
SOZ/ C;)ncentrlatlon — BB (ug/m
(ng/m” annual avg) )
Air Quality Days e
(% of days per year air - T)ﬁ% (Eljﬁﬁ‘l ?Jﬁi
quality meets Chinese Level K B = b ife R A oy
11 standard; "blue sky" b, WREE D
threshold)

vE: PIFAEREURGLEE AL, ORBAAE, K, HuEAEE, AEVIBTRE, AR
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Industry Data (T Mk 3 E)

Decomposed Indicator

Total Industrial Value-Added
(10°RMB)

Steel Production Final Energy
Consumption (104tce)

Steel Production Physical Amount
(104 tonnes)

Building Materials Final Energy
Consumption (104 tonnes) L
Building Materials Value-Added (10
RMB)

Cement Production Final Energy
Consumption (104 tce)

Cement Production Physical
Amount (104 tonnes)

Flat Glass Production: Final Energy
Consumption (104tce)

Flat Glass Production Physical
Amount (104 tonnes)

Chemicals Final Energy
Consumption (10" tce)

4

Chemicals Value-Added (104 RMB)

Synthetic Ammonia Production
Final Energy Consumption (10" tce)
Synthetic Ammonia Production
Physical Amount (104 tonnes)
Ethylene Production Final Energy
Consumption (104 tce)

Ethylene Production Physical
Amount (104 tonnes)

Zig kLD

Tk mfE (370

PARR AR 2 i REVRH B B (g
PRAESE)

PR )

AR R W i b 24 i BE Y B
B CTMARAESD
Ry Y g InE O
76)

KU A7 5 v RE VR B B (Tl
FRAESD

KRR (TN

TR RIN B 70
FRHERD

TARB T)

e TR M S L 23
HERIH 2. (TR
3 TR M S
i (i)

B A AR R R (T
MRS

R TN

LR AR AR SR (70
FRHERD)

LI D

BHE

50

BHERA (FEH
BB, 4
BEaE, BRE F4H
wIERERHA

i)

BB R IR

£k (WRL
R BB R
&, WEHT
7D



BEST Low Carbon Cities — User Guide

Textile Production Final Energy 2 0NV & RETRTE P (TR
Consumption (10" tce) D
A A _ 1 4 B
;i;l('g;e Production Value-Added (10 SRR IME (558
Food Industry Production Final B 2 RE VR B ()
Energy Consumption (10” tce) i s v A
Food Industry Production Value- SRV —
Added (10° RMB) B InE (i)

ik EHM R IX BLAR AR SR il ol
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Public & Commercial Buildings Data (A 3t 2 51 1 3E)

Indicator

EizE 2

Residential Building Energy Intensity (kWhe/m?*/year)

JEAEEFREFEIRIE (TR F oK /4E)

Public Building Electricity Intensity (kWh/m?/year)

NICEFBFEIRE TR/ PR/

Decomposed Indicator

Total Area of Public & Commercial
Buildings (m2)

Annual Residential Building Energy
Consumption (10*ce)

Total floorspace of residential
buildings (m?)

Annual Public Building Electricity
Consumption (kWh)

Total floorspace of public buildings
(m®)

Total Area of Green-labeled
Buildings in the City (m?)

Total Area of All Buildings in the City
(m’)

Total Installed Capacity of
Renewable Energy Systems Installed
in Public & Commercial Buildings in
the City (kW)

Total Installed Capacity of CHP
Systems Installed in Public &
Commercial Buildings in the City
(kw)

District Heating Supplied City-wide
from Co-generation Facilities in the
City (10™°KJ)

Zig kLD

NICEFUL TR (PR

STl RRAE A R AR
HREE CTMitsE £
ATl JEE S B T AR
SRZES)
EMREXLEFRS) HE
F R

ATl A S I AR
SES!

YR AR bR IR F AT CFJ7
£

W A @SR AR CPIrK)

B~ S HUR] A REREBOR K
HAEHLE (T

T A LR SR I R SR

2 (T

T PB4 I A 4 R A
(FEFTH) 10°%

BHE
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Residential Buildings Data (/& 13 & HL £ #%)
JEAEFR SRR IR 7 = G0 ZERBRIR &
BB CAmE) 10*n
Bkl (J3D 10*n
WALA IR (I 10%n
RIRR (Fivr k) 10*cum
HABESR (7K 10%cu.m
B (JITRED 10°*kWh
Wy (TETTHE 10°KI

Power & Heat Data (Hi /7 & 71 # 3%)

Indicators Ei=2an MG At S

Share of Renewable Electricity Supply in Local AT AT AR SR YR H AL 5 T 2 ] (%)
Electricity Consumption (%)

Proportion of Primary Energy from Renewable —RBEVETR T AR UELLE (%
Sources (%)

e i§%§i§
IR o WR, (OEOR, B Y i
BT R 5 A o

EWHEIEREE T TR

emaEEEftnE I TRRD (1]

KAEFEHERE AR/ T T

KBRS CTMibrdEfR/ a7 T8

K S AR HECR B (T mESE B SRR/ 5 T TLED

RIGER TANRHRR S CrmisEE A/ i E AT
£
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vk (1) AR IR EAE KR, JefRImb, KH, HAGE, APIBRE, ANEAEIZ AR BE#UKE:

Water & Wastewater Data (7K & & K £ #5)

Indicators Ei=2an THREER
Municipal Water Consumption per Capita per Day . s =
(liter/capita/day) NYRREEHKE (FH/AN/R)
Industrial Water Consumption per 10,000 RMB (liter/ — = —
10,000 RMB) BTl EFERAKE (/70
Wastewater Treatment Rate of total wastewater (%) JRIKALFLZR (%)
= — N N S2T Frkr
Drinking Water Quality of total drinking water (%) ;’? g(‘y—)%& UL S ZKIRI IR i AR IR K H
Recycled Water Use of total Municipal Water (%) A v A 7K R AR K AE BRI (%)
Energy Intensity of Municipal Water Supply(kWhe/I) H SRR LN RERESR S (F BLAS/F)
e e i (NBERMG
Decomposed Indicator VAl =L 4 ;;;E ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%i& Fhr BB R IR FEE AR HE,
=AW N

Total Water Supplied City-wide Per
Year (104 tonnes)

Total Amount of Wastewater
Treatment (104 tonnes)

SR KMN SR (T
EWRELRKAEE ()

Total Municipal Water Consumption
(104 tonnes)

EWMRELEFKEE OTHD

Total Industrial Water Consumption
(104 tonnes)

EWERETIWAKERE (J7)

Total Annual Industrial Ouput Value
(10,000 RMB)

EWEFELTWS™E (I

Total Amount of Wastewater
Generation (104 tonnes)

EWEERKISEE (D

Total Amount of Drinking Water
comes from Grade Il or above Water
Sources (m3)

AWK H R &L K
HKE (LK) (1]
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Total Amount of Recycled Water AT AR A AR IE K AR R AR KA A
Use in total Municipal Water (m3) &7 (LK)

Total Energy Consumption to Supply | 2T AREEALN H SRK BEVETH 5% &
Municipal Water (kWhe) (GRNP)

A/

(1] HhRIKIIE i E br it GB 3838-2002

R IR ORI Dh R AR B AR, # DR SRR kR 4 A K

| R——FEE A TIERK. EXBRRTX

12— —EEHE TP R E O AR R K — R X . R R B, R/ o0l . (P RESh RIS
12— — = BE A T AR IR K R K D = AR X FIF R A I . /K= FR5E X S vl K sk S ik (X

IV 2R ——F G T i T K X B N AR AR B Ak ) 5% 25 K IX
V e ——E EE A T A IR DX R — RBESRW 2E SR K I

JRBE B e YR B & o FORLRIR FiE
JEHE (J70) 10*n
iR (M) 10%n
Seih (7)) 10*n
BOEHE (7)) 10%n
PR (70) 10*n
B (7)) 10*n
ARk (J3) 10*n
AL AR () 10%*n
KIS, (HSFHH) 10%cum
HHS (F2FHK) 10%cu.m
B (JiFFRAE 10kWh
Iy CTE T4 10°KJ
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Solid Waste Data ([& 14 & 3 ¥ $( #%)

Indicators Ei=y TR
Municipal Solid Waste Intensity (kg/capita/year) NIGRT A VG b R (/N5
Municipal Waste Treatment Rate of Total Collected MSW (%) IR AR IR EEA R (%)
Industrial Recycling Rate (%) TR E AR R (%)
BRI (EE 2T BvE SRS
Decomposed Indicator BaNi Ei=tun i R, HEHYE, SR FAry ZERLRIR HEUE AR,
BRI A2 KA W THE )

Total Collected Municipal EWRE T A FNIREEZ
Solid Waste (104 tons) 2 ()
Total Landfill (10* tons) S EER R BHEE (7

i )
Total Composting (10* tons) EMEEIRMERE (7

i )
Total Incinerated Waste (10* EMBEN R e (7
tons) g )
Total Treated Municipal Solid | 4T SEEEIR 7 £ 35 37 ) B
Waste (10 tons) WAL R ()
Total Industrial Solid Waste AT AR T A R W= A=
Generation (10%*ons) &7 (J5)
Total Utilized Industrial Solid | AT &4 T [E & W45 &
Waste (10*tons) FIFHE Cim)

Transportation Data (32 & 1 #5)
HAERA (FEWRS T HEE, 3 g =

A Bt BENE, BRUBERER  F4 BHEE | IREEEEER

FI W)

&, WEHTE)

NZLW (AZE, B,
%, BHE) KE

ST NSIRRAE AT B o
$7/9)
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Sl NIRRT IR B

O
WA 500 K427 T AR
CFITAED

@M HER CFI7AED

MR (BEHMAE) S
S1P)

TIT B2 40 1 e FBT REVR TR 2R 4L
() [1]

ST NIIRRAE AR AT KK
$7/9)

SNSRI AT B AT A

AT U (YO

vk (1) WREAVH eI FBAE B, WA %, EVBRA Lol HEE UL T I 4

A RE VR P G0 FERBRIR #IE
g3 () 10%tn
Pl (D 10%n
WALA S (D 10%n
W) (TR 10%kwh
Indicators Eiztiap RS

Public Transportation Network Penetration (km/km2)

AEBRFEE AR/ THAR)

Public Transportation Share of Trips of all trips (%)

NISGEPER (%)

Mode Share of Non-motorized Transport of working trips(%)

TARHRATAENLEN I CPATM BT ) HHl (%)

Access to Public Transportation of Built Area (%)

WA, 500 K A-AR 7 i 1A AR X AR BB (%)

Municipal Fleet Improvement of Total Vehicles (%)

T REANH REEITE S A GG (%)

59




BEST Low Carbon Cities — User Guide

Public Lighting Data (‘A 3t f& B Z( 38)

HHREE (FEHRSH R -

#iE (NRRAERERERE

= H \y =} ! N

SIS IR IR E?&)‘B’I% EREBEREER &4 FRLRIR 32 > RIS E )

WritERHEERE (5T

)

WiTRIAEERE (AFR)

Economy & Health Data (£ 5F &f& FE £ 3%)

FAERA (F
EHREGWH A% (WRE

Decomposed Indicator o fETEIR B ﬁ: gigﬁ Fh BB R IR %;ﬁgggﬁ
ERERHA %)
¥r)

Total number of economically active 2N SEI P NIEPEY 3

population (persons) @)

Total number of employed population A REE O

(persons)

Annual environment protection spending EWFERRCH 5

(10,000 RMB) 75)

Annual R&D investment spending (10,000 EWmEEACH

RMB) JG)

Areas of organic certification of agriculture HEVIE 1948 HLAR FH H T

land (km2) M CPEFAR)

Total Areas of agriculture land (km2) g?iﬁj“é‘ﬁﬁ CPI %

Indicators fatn HHES

Employment percentage of eligible adults (%)

B (%)

Environmental protection spending ratio of annual GDP (%)

EHEEHF RS S GDP EERI (%)

R&D investment ratio of annual GDP (%)

EHEEY LTS GDP EERI (%)
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Organic certification of agricultural land percentage of total agricultural land (%) BEAEATENLA A 5 7 FEER B (%)
Land Use Data ( &= 3 ) F§ $3%)
FAERA (FEWHRSTHEE, N 5 y
R st HEEE, BREEEREE wrm o HESERARAL
B2 D) ’

W g E A CPraED

SR A A CFJr A ED

Indicators

fatz HESER

Green Space Intensity (m2/capita)

NIEHE iR CFI5RAA0)

Share of Mixed Use Zoing in total area (

%)

e REES] (%)

Urban Land Use Intensity (m2/capita)

W ASTAE R PRI

Societal Wellbeing Data ( #L< & FEH %)

Decomposed Indicator

SRR

HHREE (FEHE
ST EE - AR
& BEREELE
TRHAMT)

6 Fr  PURSRIE

#E (AEREA
R REEE
WIEHET A

Total number of health care
practitioner (persons)

eHTAERRAREEH (A

Total number of works from higher
education (persons)

EMREFHE (RERUE) M

A A EE (A

Total number of households

EWHHEEL (F)

Total number of households with
internect connectivity

EHETHEMNREL (F)

Total floorspace of affordable
housing (m2)

emayrEfEERER (CEJ

KD

Total floorspace of housing (m2)

EfEEEFRRER (CF5R)
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EBBT MG EE 58 B 15 L
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Appendix 2: China’s Five Climate Zones

Hot Summer
Cold Winter

English Chinese (1 32)
Severe Cold FEFEHRX
Cold FEVHLIX
Temperate AN X
Hot Summer Cold Winter HRAA X
Hot Summer Warm Winter B IR X
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Appendix 3: Categories for Benchmark Filters

The following categories are used in Benchmarking to filter cities into peer city groups:
a. Population
i. <£499.999
ii. 500.000-999.999
iii. 1 million —4.999.999
iv. 5 million—9.999.999
v. 210 million
b. Climate zone
i. Severe Cold
ii. Cold
iii. Hot Summer/Cold Winter
iv. Hot Summer/Warm Winter
v. Warm

i. 0-0.199
ii. 0.2-0.399
iii. 0.4-0.599
iv. 0.6-0.799
v. 0.8-1.0
d. Industry Share of GDP
i. 0-0.399
ii. 0.4-0.499
iii. 0.5—0.599
iv. 0.6-1.0
e. Service Sector Share of GDP
i. 0-0.299
ii. 0.3-0.399
iii. 0.4-0.499
iv. 0.5-1.0
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Appendix 4: Definitions of City Authority (for Sector
Prioritization)

BEST Cities - City Authority (Level of Control) Definitions

‘ Level of Control % Control Description
National Stakeholder 1-5% Policy is formulated at the national level in
consultation with municipal governments.

Provincial Stakeholder  5-30% Policy is formulated at the provincial level in
consultation with municipal governments on issues
outside of its jurisdiction.

Multiple Agency 30-50% Municipal government has some control of one or

Jurisdiction more aspects of the sector (regulatory and budgetary)
but will need to work with other agencies to introduce
change.

Policy Formulator 50-75% Municipal government is responsible for formulating

policy or local regulations but may not have an
enforcement role.

Budget Control 75-90% Municipal government has full financial control over
the provision of services, purchase of assets, and
development of infrastructure, but it may lack some
enforcement role or powers.

Regulator/Enforcer 90-100% Municipal government has strong regulatory control
over the sector and is able to create and enforce
legislation, and where possible sanction those entities
out of compliance.
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Appendix 5: Definitions of City Capabilities (for Policy
Prioritization)

BEST Cities - Definitions of City Capability

City Description

Capability

Low Funding is available from municipal budget streams only.
Municipal government has no experience of other financial or
partnering mechanisms.

Medium Municipal government has some experience with grants, soft
loans, and commercial financing instruments.

Finance

High Municipal government has relevant experience in innovative
financing mechanisms, such as performance contracting, ESCO
partnerships, and carbon financing, in additional to grants, soft
loans, and commercial financing instruments.

Low Municipal government has few technically skilled staff and/or a
small available workforce. Staff must be trained/or workforce
expanded to deliver any new low carbon projects.

Medium Municipal government has access to a highly trained/skilled
person to lead the initiative and/or a medium sized workforce
available. Additional staff and/or training may be necessary to
deliver any new low carbon projects.

Human Resources

High Municipal government has access to a sufficient number of
trained/technically proficient staff resources, including skilled
planners/modelers.

Low Municipal government is responsible for master or strategic
planning, but engagement with other agencies is weak. Municipal
government has limited capacity to regulate at the local level.
Enforcement is weak.

Medium Municipal government has the ability to regulate local activity in
this sector. Enforcement is in need of strengthening, however.

High Municipal government is responsible for all regulatory standards

Policy Enforcement

and policies. Municipal government has enforcement powers,
which it uses effectively.
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Appendix 6: Policy Attributes and Numerical Ranges based
on City Size

— Speed of Implementation: low (<1 year), medium (1-3 years), high (>3 years)

— Carbon Impact Potential: low, medium, high

Carbon impact potential in TCO,. (note variation across different sized cities)

Population
< 500,000 500,000 — 1 million — 5 million — >10 million
999,999 4,999,999 9,999,999
Low <50,000 <125,000 <250,000 <500,000 < 1 million
Medium 50,000 - 125,000 - 250,000 -1.25 500,000 -2.5 1 -5 million
249,999 625,000 million million
High >250,000 >625,000 >1.25 million >2.5 million >5 million
—  First Cost : low, medium, high
First Cost (in RMB) (note variation across different sized cities)
Population
< 500,000 500,000 — 1 million — 5 million — >10 million
999,999 4,999,999 9,999,999
Low <500,000 <1.25 million <2.5 million <5 million < 10 million
Medium 500,000 -5 1.25 million — 2.5 million =25 | 5 million-50 10 million —
million 12.5 million million million 100 million
High >5 million >12.5 million >25 million >50 million >100 million
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Appendix 7: Example Policy Recommendation: Energy
Audit & Assessment

Description

Conducting an energy audit or assessment of an industrial enterprise involves collecting data on
the major energy-consuming processes and equipment in a plant as well as documenting
specific technologies used in the production process and identifying opportunities for energy
efficiency improvement throughout the plant, typically presented in a written report.
Standardized tools, informational materials, and other energy-efficiency products are often
provided during the audit. Some audit programs, like the U.S. Department of Energy’s Energy
Savings Assessments program, provide a directory or network of accredited auditors.

Energy audits or assessments are sometimes coupled with benchmarking, as a way to quickly
identify the energy-savings potentials before conduct a full energy assessment. For more
information on benchmarking, please see policy “Benchmarking”. To incentivize use of energy
audits or assessments as well as adoption of recommended energy efficiency technologies and
measures, fiscal incentives, such as fiscal rewards (“Subsidies and Rewards for Industrial Energy
Efficiency”), energy efficiency loans and funds (“Industrial Energy Efficiency Loans and
Innovative Funds”), or tax relief (“Tax Relief”) can be provided. Other policies, such as a national
or sub-national energy or CO, taxes (“Energy or CO, Taxes”) or differential electricity pricing
(“Differential Electricity Pricing for Industry”) could also incentivize industrial plants to achieve
higher savings through conducting energy audits and implementing the recommended energy-
saving measures.

Implementation Strategies and Challenges

Implementation Activity Description

Identify implementing organization The local government designates an existing
governmental agency, a local research institution,
or a third party to implement the energy auditing

program.
Establish the energy audit program The designated implementing organization
design determines the energy audit or assessment

program design by identifying key elements of the
program, including program scope (targeting
sectors and industries), program duration (1 year or
multiple year program), program budget (e.g.,
government funding for subsidies, technical
assistance and training), and program requirements
(e.g., types of energy auditing, required standards

to use, required data reporting, and monitoring).
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Identify qualified energy auditors

The designated implementing organization
identifies qualified energy auditors through a
certification or accreditation process, or hires
qualified third-party energy auditors. A list of the
qualified energy auditors can be publicized and
available for industrial enterprises to contact.

The auditor should consult plant personnel
regarding the scope of the audit, seek information
regarding areas of priority, discuss the planned
audit methodology, and define the audit timeline.

Develop and provide standardized
auditing methodologies and tools

The implementing organization can work with
industrial associations, industrial companies, and
research institutes to develop energy auditing
standards, software tools, and data collection
templates. Specific standards or tools can be
developed for specific industrial sectors.

Provide training and technical
assistance

The implementing organization can provide training
and technical assistance related to conducting
energy audits to energy auditors, energy managers
at the industrial companies, or to the top
management of the companies, through online or
in-class training, guidebooks, information sheets,
case studies, and other information dissemination
channels.

Conduct energy audits/assessments

Energy audits are conducted in industrial plants,
either using in-house energy engineers or third-
party energy auditors that meet the qualifications
of the program.

Develop a database of energy audit
results

To better use the results of energy audits, the
implementing organization can develop a database
to collect, aggregate, and analyze the results of
energy audits, including identified energy savings
potentials, cost savings, recommended energy-
saving measures, implementation rates, and
realized energy and cost savings, by industrial
sectors.

Announce awards and/or publicize
case studies

The implementing organization can incentivize
industrial companies to conduct energy audits and
to implement energy-saving measures through
awards or case studies to provide positive publicity
to the top energy-saving enterprises.
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Implementation challenges include a lack of financial support for energy audit programs, lack of
standardized energy auditing/assessment standards, methodologies, software tools, or
templates; lack of qualified energy auditors; lack of databases for aggregating and analyzing
energy auditing results for policy decision purposes; lack of post-audit evaluations regarding
implementing rates of recommended energy-saving measures.

Monitoring Metrics

Monitoring metrics for energy audits/assessments include:
* Number of industrial facilities that undertake energy audits/assessments per year
* Average estimated energy and cost savings per facility
* Average estimated energy audit costs per facility and per unit of energy saved
* Recommended energy-saving measures

* Implementation percentage of energy audit recommendations

Case Studies

Industrial Assessment Centers (IACs), U.S. Department of Energy
http://www1.eere.energy.gov/manufacturing/tech deployment/iacs.html

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)’s Industrial Assessment Centers, located at 24 universities
throughout the U.S., perform in-depth assessments of small- and medium-sized industrial
facilities including a detailed evaluation of potential savings from energy efficiency
improvements, waste minimization and pollution prevention, and productivity improvements
(U.S. DOEa, n.d.). Each manufacturer typically identifies about $55,000 (342,025 RMB) in
potential annual savings on average. Nearly 16,000 IAC assessments were conducted between
1981 and 2013. Manufacturers are eligible to receive an IAC assessment if they meet these
criteria: (1) facility is classified within Standard Industrial Codes (SIC) 20-39; (2) facility is located
within than 150 miles of a participating IAC university; (3) facility’s gross annual sales are below
$100 million (621.9 million RMB); (4) facility has fewer than 500 employees at the plant site; (5)
facility’s annual energy bills more than $100,000 (621,861 RMB) and less than $2.5 million (15.5
million RMB); and (6) facility does not have professional in-house staff to perform the energy
assessment. Typical assessment reports include more than a dozen recommendations with
average payback period of less than 2 years. Average annual savings for measures
recommended by IACs exceeded $240,000 (1.49 million RMB) per plant and range from $50,000
(310,930 RMB) to $3,000,000 (18.66 million RMB). Potential returns on investment for IAC
audits from DOE are from $10 (62.2 RMB) to $20 (124.4 RMB) for each audit dollar. Each
university receives $200,000 (1.24 million RMB) to $300,000 (1.87 million RMB) per year for up
to 5 years to help university teams gain practical training on core energy management concepts
through DOE’s IAC program.

Save Energy Now, U.S. Department of Energy
http://www|.eere.energy.gov/manufacturing/tech deployment/
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In 2006, the U.S. DOE's Industrial Technologies Program initiated the Save Energy Now program
that provides trained energy experts to perform Energy Savings Assessments at the most
energy-intensive manufacturing facilities in the U.S. (U.S. DOEb, n.d.). The assessments targeted
the largest energy-consuming manufacturing plants, consuming 1 trillion Btu or more annually
in six industries (over 80% of the assessments were in these industries): chemical
manufacturing, paper manufacturing, primary metals, food, non-metallic mineral products, and
fabricated metal products. The purpose of the assessments is to identify immediate
opportunities to save energy and money, primarily by focusing energy-intensive systems such as
process heating, steam, compressed air, fans, and pumps. In 2006, the Save Energy Now
program completed 200 assessments at large manufacturing plants and found that the typical
large plant can reduce its energy bill on average by over $2.5 million (15.5 million RMB) per
plant, for a total of $500 million (3.11 billion RMB) in identified energy cost savings and over 4
million metric tons of CO, emissions reductions.

Comprehensive Industrial Energy Efficiency Program, San Diego, California, U.S.
http://www.sdge.com/save-money/no-cost-audits/comprehensive-industrial-energy-efficiency-

prorgam
The Comprehensive Industrial Energy Efficiency Program (CIEEP) of San Diego Gas and Electricity

(SDG&E) offers its industrial customers a no-cost facility audit to identify their comprehensive
energy efficiency solutions. Customers from the industrial sector include printing plants, plastic
injection molding facilities, component fabrication facilities, lumber and paper mills, cement
plants and quarries, metals processing, petroleum refineries, chemical industries, assembly
plants, and water and wastewater treatment plants. Four sub-programs, including audits,
calculated, deemed, and continuous energy improvement, comprise the core product and
service offerings for the industrial sectors.

Energy Audit Program, France

In 1999, an energy audit program called “Aide a la décision” (Decision Making Support Scheme)
was launched in France. This program covered both the industry and building sectors, except for
individual single houses. There are two types of energy audits defined in the program, including
simplified energy audits aimed at a wide evaluation through a quick assessment and detailed
energy audits with comprehensive detail energy audits and feasibility studies. For the industrial
sector, the annual goals of the program for the period of 2000-2006 were to conduct 600 pre-
audits in enterprises with energy use less than 5,000 tonnes of oil equivalent (toe) per year
(7,143 tce per year), and 400 general audits in industries with the energy use more than 5,000
toe/year (7,143 tce/year). The expected energy savings from the industrial sector was 58000
toe/year (82,857 tce/year). With these objectives, the annual budget allocation for industrial
energy audits was €11.4 million Euros (96.2 million RMB).1 Subsidies were given to industrial
sectors in the program in the form of co-payments for energy auditing costs. These subsidies
varied from 50% to 70% of the audit cost depending on the different types of energy audits.

! Based on the historical exchange rate in 2002: http://www.oanda.com/currency/historical-rates/.
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Subsidies or incentives were paid to the clients only after the energy auditors fulfilled the
requirements of the audit specifications and the auditing reports were evaluated by the regional
delegations of French Environment and Energy Management Agency (Despretz, 2002).

Energy Audit Program, Finland

Finland has had an active energy audit program since 1992. The program focuses on energy
audits in several sectors, including buildings and processes in the service (both private and
public?) and industrial sectors, as well as energy-intensive process industry. Finland’s Voluntary
Agreement Scheme (VA Scheme), which covered around 85% of total industrial energy use and
more than 50% of the building stock in the service sector, was launched in 1997. Because the VA
Scheme required all participating enterprises and organizations to conduct energy audits, it was
a key instrument for promoting the implementation of energy audits. After voluntarily signing
agreements with the government, the enterprises agreed to reduce energy consumption and
committed to conduct energy audits and implement suggested cost-effective energy-saving
measures found in the audits.

The Finnish Ministry of Trade and Industry (MTI) was the Ministry in charge of energy-efficiency
actions in the industrial and service sectors. MTI’s Energy Department was administrator of the
energy audit program, and supervised “large-scale energy audit projects with a total audit cost
over 170,000 Euros” and “non-standard projects of pilot nature” (Vdisanen and Reinikainen,
2002).

Subsidies were used as a main instrument to promote energy audits since 1992. Around 40% to
50% of energy audit costs were covered by subsidies. Once the VA Scheme was established,
subsidies for power plants and district heating plants and networks were also available starting
in 1998. The MTl in Finland provided 50% subsidies to industrial enterprises and municipalities
that signed agreements with the MTI (Vadisdanen and Reinikainen, 2002). The Finnish government
also granted a 10% subsidy for investments in energy-saving measures that were recommended
in the energy audit reports.

Attributes

* Carbon Savings Potential

Medium

The energy savings potential of energy auditing programs is highly related to: 1) the
potential of energy savings that is able to be identified through high-quality energy
audits; 2) the implementation rate of recommended energy saving measures; 3) the
number of energy audits that are conducted. Based on the average energy-savings
potential and implementation rates as the audits conducted by the U.S. Industrial

Public service sector refers to municipalities and non-governmental organizations.
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Assessment Centers, it is estimated that for a local city the annual energy-savings and
emission reduction potential is medium, in the range of 0.5 Mtce to 1.0 Mtce.?

* First Cost

Medium

The cost for local governments to implement industrial energy audits varies with the
number of energy audits required. Using the U.S. Industrial Assessment Center’s funding
level as a reference, the total cost for a local government is estimated to be medium, in
the range of 10 million RMB to 30 million RMB.4

* Speed of Implementation
1 -3 vyears
* Co-Benefits

Reduced carbon dioxide and other pollutant emissions, improved air quality, enhanced
public health, increased productivity, energy and cost savings for enterprises.

Tools and Guidance

Hasanbeigi, A., L.Price, 2010. Industrial Energy Audit Guidebook. Lawrence Berkeley National
Laboratory (LBNL-3991E). Berkeley, CA. http://china.lbl.gov/publications/industrial-energy-audit-

guidebook.
Industrial Energy Audit Tools. Industrial Assessment Center. University of Missouri-Columbia.

http://iac.missouri.edu/webtools.html.
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). Plant Energy Auditing: ENERGY STAR.
http://www.energystar.gov/index.cfm?c=industry.bus industry plant energy auditing.

References

U.S. Department of Energy (U.S. DOE)a. Industrial Assessment Centers (IACs).
http://www] .eere.energy.gov/manufacturing/tech deployment/iacs.html

U.S. Department of Energy (U.S. DOE)b. Better Plants Initiative.

http://www] .eere.energy.gov/manufacturing/tech deployment/betterplants/index.html
Despretz, H., 2002. SAVE Il Project Audit Il: Country Report France.
http://www.motiva.fi/files/1921/CR_FR.pdf.

Véisdnen, H., and E. Reinikainen, 2002. SAVE Il Project AUDIT II: Country Report Finland.
http://www.motiva.fi/files/1945/CR-FIN.pdf.

’See Shanghai Memo (internal).
*See Shanghai Memo (internal).
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Appendix 8: Attributes & Capability Requirements for 72 Policy Recommendations

Policy Attributes (Sorting Tags)

Capability Requirements

Speed of First Costto | Carbon
. . . Human Enforce-
implementa | Govern- Savings Finance
. . Resource | ment
tion ment Potential
Urban Green Space Policy Recommendations Write-ups
U01: Urban Green Space Program <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
U02: Urban Forestry Management Program >3year Low Low Low Medium Medium
Speed of First Costto | Carbon
. . . . . . . Human Enforce-
Building Policy Recommendations Write-Ups Sector implementa | Govern- Savings Finance
. . Resource ment
tion ment Potential
BO1: Energy-Efficient Equipment and Renewable . . . . . . .
. Residential 1-3years High High High Medium Medium
Energy Technology Purchase Subsidies
B02: Subsides for New Buildings that Exceed . . . . .
o Both 1-3years High Medium High High Medium
Building Code
B03: Retrofit Subsidies and Tax Credits for Existing . . . . .
o Both 1-3years High Medium High Medium Medium
Buildings
. Commercial . . .
B04: Cooperative Procurement of Green Products 2 Publi <lyear Low Low High High Medium
ublic
BO5: Energy Performance Contracting and Energy Commercial . . .
] ) ) <lyear Low Low Medium Medium Medium
Service Companies & Public
B06: Municipal Building Energy Efficiency Task Commercial . .
) <lyear Low Low Low High Medium
Force & Public
B0O7: Expedited Permitting for Green Buildings Both <lyear Low Low Low Medium Medium
B08: Targets for Efficient and Renewables in . . .
o Both 1-3years Low Medium Low Medium Medium
Buildings
B09: More Stringent Local Building Codes Both >3year Medium High Low Medium High
B10: Green Building Guidelines for New Buildings Both <lyear Low Medium Low Medium High
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B11: Financial Incentives for Distributed Generation | Commercial . . . . .
. o ) 1-3years Medium Medium Medium Medium High
in Buildings & Public
B12: City Energy and Heat Maps Both <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
B13: Building Energy Labeling and Information
. & &Yy & Both 1-3years Low Medium Low Medium Low
Disclosure
B14: Mandatory Building Energy-Efficiency Audit Commercial . . . . .
) ) 1-3years Medium Medium Medium Medium Medium
and Retrofits & Public
B15: Reach Standards for Efficient Appliance and . . .
. Residential 1-3years Low High Low Low Low
Equipment
B16: Building Workforce Training Residential <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
B17: Public Education Campaigns on Building .
- ) Both <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
Energy Efficiency and Conservation
Speed of First Costto | Carbon
) . . . . . Human Enforce-
Industry Policy Recommendations Write-Ups implementa | Govern- Savings Finance
. . Resource ment
tion ment Potential
101: Benchmarking <lyear Low Medium Low Medium Low
102: Energy Audit / Assessments 1-3years Medium Medium Low Medium Low
103: Industrial Energy Plan <lyear Low Medium Low Medium Low
104: Stretch Targets for Industry 1-3years Low Medium Low Medium Medium
105: Subsidies and Rewards for Industrial Energy Efficiency 1-3years High Medium High High Medium
106: Industrial Energy Efficiency Loans and Innovative Funds >3years High Medium High Medium Medium
107: Tax Relief 1-3years High Medium High High High
108: Energy or CO, Tax 1-3years Low High High High High
109: Industrial Equipment and Product Standards 1-3years Low Medium High High High
110: Differential Electricity Pricing <lyear Low Medium High High High
I111: Energy Management Standards <lyear Medium Medium Low Medium Low
112: Energy Manager Training <lyear Medium Medium Low Medium Low
113: Recycling Economy and By-product Synergy Activities 1-3years Medium Medium Medium | Medium Medium
114: Low-carbon Industrial Parks >3years Medium Medium Medium | High Medium
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115: Fuel-switching 1-3years High High Low Low Low
Speed of First Costto | Carbon
. . . . . . Human Enforce-
Power Policy Recommendations Write-Ups implementa | Govern- Savings Finance
. . Resource ment
tion ment Potential
PO1: Minimum Performance Standards for Thermal Power Plants 1-3years Medium High High High High
P02: Renewable Energy and Non-fossil Energy Targets or Quotas >3years Low High High High High
PO3: District Heating Networking Maintenance and Upgrade . . . .
1-3years Medium Medium Medium | Medium Low
Program
PO4: Transformer Upgrade Program <lyear Medium Medium High High High
PO5: Time-based Electricity Pricing Schemes: Inclining Block Pricing . . . . .
. . 1-3years Medium Medium High High High
and Time-of- Use Pricing
PO6: Load Curtailment Incentives/Demand Response/Curtailable . . . . .
1-3years Medium Medium High High High
Rates
PO7: Power Investment subsidies and tax incentives for Renewable . . . . .
1-3years High High High High High
Energy
Street Lighting Policy Recommendations Write-Ups
SLO1: Street Lighting Plan <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
SLO2: Audit and Retrofit Programs <lyear Low Low Medium | Medium Low
Speed of First Costto | Carbon
. ) . . . . . Human Enforce-
Solid Waste Policy Recommendations Write-Ups implementa | Govern- Savings Finance
. . Resource ment
tion ment Potential
SWO01: Integrated Solid Waste Management Planning <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
SWO02: Recycling and Composting Mandate and Program 1-3years Low Low Medium | Medium Low
SWO03: Landfill Methane Recovery 1-3years Medium Low Medium | Medium Medium
SWO04: Anaerobic Digestion 1-3years Low Low Medium | Medium Medium
SWO05: Waste Composting Program 1-3years Low Low Medium | Medium Medium
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SWO06: Waste Vehicle Fleet Maintenance, Audit and Retrofit

<lyear Low Low Low Low Low
Program
SWO07: Public Education Program <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
Speed of First Costto | Carbon
) . . . . . . Human Enforce-
Transportation Policy Recommendations Write-Ups implementa | Govern- Savings Finance
. . Resource ment
tion ment Potential
TO1: Integrated Transportation Planning >3year Low Medium Low Medium Low
T02: Mixed-use Urban Form >3year Low Medium Low Medium Low
T03: Vehicle CO2 Emission Standards 1-3years Medium High High High High
T04: Vehicle Fuel Economy Standards 1-3years Medium High High High High
TO5: Commuting programs <lyear Low Medium Low Low Low
TO06: Bike Share Programs 1-3years Low Low Low Low Low
TO7: Improved Bicycle Path Network 1-3years Medium Medium Low Low Low
T08: Complete Streets 1-3years Low Low Low Low Low
T09: Public Transit Infrastructure: Light rail, BRT, and Buses >3year Medium High High Medium Medium
T10: Congestion Charges, and Road Pricing 1-3years Low Medium High Medium Medium
T11: Parking Fees and Measures 1-3years Low Medium Medium | Medium Medium
T12: Vehicle License Policies <lyear Low Medium Low Low Medium
T13: Public Education on Transport Options <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
T14: Clean Vehicle Program 1-3years Medium Medium
Speed of First Costto | Carbon
. . . . . . Human Enforce-
Water Policy Recommendations Write-Ups implementa | Govern- Savings Finance
. . Resource ment
tion ment Potential
WO01: Water Management Plan <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
WO02: Codes, Consumer Education, and Incentives for Water- . .
o <lyear Low Low Low Medium High
Efficient Products
WO03: Prioritize Energy Efficient Water Resources 1-3years Low Low Low Medium Medium
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WO04: Improve Efficiency of Pumps and Motors 1-3years Medium Medium Low Medium Low
WO05: Active Leak Detection and Pressure Management Program 1-3years Low Low Low Medium Low
WO06: Methane Capture and Reuse/Conversion <lyear Low Low Medium | Medium Medium
WO07: Public Education Measures <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
WO08: Facility Operator Training Program <lyear Low Low Low Medium Low
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