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Abstract: This study examines the potential market for residential hydrogen systems in light of the
trends towards digitalisation and environmental awareness. Based on a survey of 350 participants, the
results indicate that although energy experts are sceptical about the benefits of residential hydrogen
systems due to their high costs, households are highly interested in this technology. The sample
shows a willingness to invest in hydrogen applications, with some households willing to pay an
average of 24% more. An economic assessment compared the cost of a residential hydrogen system
with conventional domestic energy systems, revealing significant additional costs for potential buyers
interested in hydrogen applications.

Keywords: hydrogen; decentralized energy supply; self-consumption; household survey; economic
assessment

1. Introduction

In this extended version of our work, we build upon the findings presented in the
previous conference paper [1]. We expand upon the methodology and provide further
analysis to delve deeper into the subject matter of residential hydrogen systems. The
transition of energy systems involves the growing market participation of consumers who
were previously passive. This is achieved through the installation of photovoltaic (PV)
systems for decentralized electricity production and the on-site consumption of electricity.
The concept of self-production and the consumption of electricity is a subject of debate.
Some studies suggest that there are economic inefficiencies [2] and that grid fees may
increase [3], while some argue that a more distributed energy generation could bring
benefits such as increased security and reliability, as well as reduced power loss at the
distributional level [4]. Although there is controversy surrounding self-consumption,
studies indicate that households’ decisions to invest in a decentralized energy supply is
not solely based on economic factors [5]. The potential to contribute to the energy transition
and hedge against rising electricity prices is known to trigger a high willingness to invest. This
applies not only to PV systems but also to additional energy storage options that increase the
potential benefits by storing surplus electricity for later use, thus increasing the amount of
self-consumed electricity [6]. Studies show that currently more than 50% of PV systems are
installed in combination with a battery [7] even though there is rarely an economic case for
the electrical storage [8]. Further, recent global crises may strengthen households’ willingness
to pay for greater perceived energy independence. The Russian invasion of Ukraine and the
subsequent military sanctions and embargoes of Western countries have had a significant
impact on the energy markets. The invasion resulted in a significant rise in oil and gas prices,
causing increased volatility in the energy markets and many countries responded by taking
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measures to improve their energy security [9]. In 2022, the year Russia started its invasion
of Ukraine, the German Solar Industry Association (BSW) reported record figures for the
installation of energy storage systems. The number of installed solar home storage systems in
Germany increased by 627,000 units, representing a 52% increase from the previous year [10].
However, batteries are not suitable for long-term electricity storage and are typically used to
supply the households with self-produced electricity at night when the sun is not shining.
Additionally, the highest demand for electricity occurs during winter months, while most solar
electricity is produced in the summer. Therefore, other storage technologies are required to
store the electricity produced in summer for later use in winter.

With the development and thus expected cost reduction in hydrogen technologies,
they could become an option for seasonal storage in the near future. Some companies
have already launched this technological solution to the market, promoting self-sufficiency
throughout the year [11]. The technology works as follows: an electrolyser uses excess
electricity from the PV system to split water (H2O) into its components hydrogen (H2)
and oxygen (O2). Gaseous hydrogen can be stored in pressure tanks with minimal storage
loss over time. To generate electricity, hydrogen and oxygen can be converted back to
water in a fuel cell. However, this concept has a major drawback—its relatively low
efficiency. Currently, electrolysers operate at around 70% efficiency, while the pressurisation
of hydrogen for storage has an efficiency of 85–90%. Additionally, fuel cells produce
electricity with an efficiency of around 60% [12]. However, their performance may be lower
in practice, for example, in degraded use modes. Although, various research is currently
being conducted to address these issues [13]. Therefore, the roundtrip efficiency of such
residential hydrogen systems is only approximately 35%. It is possible that efficiency may
increase with technical development and the recovery of waste heat for residential heating.

The current low efficiency and high costs of residential hydrogen systems do not yet
make sense economically. However, it is expected that electricity prices in Germany will
remain at a high level in the medium term [14]. Additionally, households have invested in
battery storage without a compelling economic case. Therefore, the question arises as to
whether households will also adopt hydrogen technologies as seasonal storage for their
self-produced electricity.

In this study, we therefore aim to answer the following research questions:

• Is the German population willing to invest in residential hydrogen systems?
• What are their motives?
• Is there an economic case for residential hydrogen systems?
• And finally: What is the potential market for hydrogen home storage systems?

To address these questions, we conducted a market research study and compared the
results with those of an economic assessment.

2. Background
2.1. The Perception of Hydrogen and Decentralized Energy Systems

The significance of social acceptance in the adoption of emerging technologies is widely
acknowledged. Authors emphasize the role that public perception plays in transition to
clean energy [15], both in general and in the context of the hydrogen economy [16]. As a
result, studies on the emerging hydrogen economy are increasingly taking into account non-
techno-economic factors. One study [17,18] investigated the general public’s acceptance
of green hydrogen by surveying a total of 2054 citizens. Although hydrogen was familiar
to the majority (85%), only a small percentage of the respondents were aware of green
hydrogen (21%). Younger people and those with higher education demonstrated a greater
level of knowledge. Despite the possible lack of knowledge about green hydrogen, 86% of
respondents have a positive attitude towards its use in their own community. Furthermore,
43% of respondents are willing to actively support the local use of green hydrogen. Trust in
the processes and actors responsible for its introduction and use is crucial for the success of
green hydrogen, in addition to its associated sustainability benefits.
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The results indicate that trust in the actors‘ ability to evaluate the costs and benefits
with a view to sustainability and the common good, and to make reasonable decisions
regarding technology use, is crucial for advocacy and acceptance. Trust in local political and
public administration actors, and in some cases [19], companies, is particularly important
in this regard. However, it is evident that while having high trust in science has a positive
effect on the general acceptance of the technology, a distrust of companies, and especially
large corporations, can negatively impact the acceptance of specific applications [17,18].
The high level of support could also be attributed to the intense debate on the topic at
both national and European levels. Key political actors and important stakeholders in the
energy system support hydrogen research and see great potential in its production, storage
and application. Although key stakeholders recognize the great potential, the general
population has limited knowledge about the future applications of green hydrogen. A large
proportion of respondents see its primary use in the mobility sector (70%), while only one
in two can envision other potential applications, such as for energy supply or in industry.

These findings fit into the general landscape of hydrogen acceptance studies. Among
the most important factors influencing societal acceptance of hydrogen technologies iden-
tified by studies are prior knowledge and perceived costs or risks and environmental
knowledge or education and income [20]. However, the main focus of hydrogen acceptance
studies to date has been on the social acceptance of hydrogen in the transport sector [20,21]
and the public attitudes to potential changes there. The domestic use of hydrogen, e.g.,
for cooking or heating, has been little studied and there is still a significant knowledge
gap regarding the social dynamics and perceptions of domestic hydrogen heating [22].
A systematic literature review by Emodi et al. [20] in 2021 identified only five articles
discussing the use of hydrogen for cooking, space heating and hot water, compared to 28 re-
search studies addressing hydrogen use for transport. In addition, much of the research on
domestic use of hydrogen comes from the UK, where hydrogen is envisaged as a potential
replacement of gas [23], which is the main method of domestic heating there [24]. As a
result, there is little information that can shed light on the social acceptance of residential
hydrogen systems of households in Germany. Additionally, it is crucial to highlight the
significance of regional differences in perception. Based on experience with renewable
energy projects, it is evident that a distinction exists between “general social acceptance”
and the “local social acceptance”. Location-specific factors, such as trust in local authorities,
education and income of residents, are critical considerations [25].

2.2. Hydrogen Usage in Households

A demand for hydrogen in residential neighbourhoods is generally seen for the supply
of heat, electricity and mobility.

2.2.1. Hydrogen for Heat Production

At more than 70%, space heating accounts for the largest share of residential energy
consumption. A further 14% of energy is used for water heating [26]. Energy demand for
space heating has been falling significantly for some years due to energy-efficient renovation
and improved thermal insulation in new residential buildings: since 2008, specific final energy
consumption (energy consumption per living space) for space heating has fallen by around
10% [27]. If the German government’s climate targets are to be met, the energy consumption of
the building sector must continue to fall sharply. However, the parallel trend towards more
households and larger living spaces tends to lead to higher consumption. In addition, the rate
of renovation for existing buildings is well below expectations [28].

Hydrogen is expected to play only a minor role in the supply of heat to residential
buildings and neighbourhoods [29]. The demand for heat occurs at relatively low tem-
perature levels, and many alternatives for heat generation are already available for this
temperature range. The most efficient of these alternatives is the heat pump. With a coef-
ficient of performance between 2.5 and 5, they are clearly superior to alternative heating
systems [30]. (The coefficient of performance COP is the ratio of useful heat gained to
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the work energy used. For example, a coefficient of performance of 3 means that 3 kWh
of useful heat can be obtained from 1 kWh of work energy and 2 kWh of environmental
or waste heat. As a rule, the higher the temperature difference between useful heat and
cold reservoir, the lower the coefficient of performance of a heat pump.) The heat pumps
currently available on the market provide useful heat at a low temperature level. Low flow
temperatures are generally most suitable for heating systems in buildings with a relatively
high renovation rate. The low renovation rate mentioned above therefore hinders the use of
this technology. However, heat pumps with flow temperatures of up to 100 ◦C are expected
in the next few years. The obstacle of the need for renovation could therefore be overcome
in the future [31].

Natural gas is currently the most widely used energy source in buildings. The number
of natural gas connections has continued to increase in recent years [32]. This could lead
to a so-called lock-in effect, as the high initial investment for a gas connection inhibits a
switch to more efficient or climate-friendly alternative heating systems in the near future.
For households with an existing gas connection, hydrogen is being discussed as a possible
energy source for heating. The war in Ukraine has ushered in a new era of energy supply
in Germany and Europe, with greater independence from international energy imports.
This era is characterized by a renewed political emphasis on the diversification of energy
sources and security of supply. This has a direct impact on the market situation for fossil
fuels such as oil and gas. In the gas market, Germany and the EU are shifting towards more
imports of liquefied natural gas (LNG) from various countries, which will be accompanied
by an increase in gas prices until at least until 2030 [33]. This will reduce the relative
price difference between gas and hydrogen thus becomes smaller. However, if the existing
natural gas network is converted to hydrogen fuel, households will also need to convert
their existing gas boilers and pipes.

2.2.2. Hydrogen for Power Production

Approximately 18% of household’s final energy demand is met by electricity. This
percentage is expected to significantly increase due to the electrification of heat supply
(e.g., heat pumps) and mobility (e.g., electric cars). For instance, the purchase of an electric
car can cause a household’s annual electricity consumption to double and the annual load
peaks to even triple [34].

Due to decreasing technology costs for PV systems and additional government incen-
tives, an increasing proportion of private households’ electricity demand is being generated
and consumed by the households themselves. Currently, the self-consumption of electricity
in private households now amounts to over 2 TWh and is continuing to trend upwards [6].
An increasing number of “tenant electricity concepts” involve the use of locally produced
electricity by various parties in apartment buildings or neighbourhoods. This trend is ex-
pected to be further promoted by additional government measures, such as the photovoltaic
obligation in some German states.

To increase the proportion of locally consumed electricity, over half of the installed PV
systems are paired with stationary battery storage. This allows surplus electricity generated
during sunny midday hours to be used in the evening hours. In addition to the financial
benefits of self-supply concepts and hedging against rising electricity prices, households
state as part of their motivation that they want to contribute to the energy transition and
have a general interest in the technology [6]. Given this context, it would be reasonable to
assume that households would also be interested in hydrogen technologies. Decentralized
electrolysis can be used to produce hydrogen from surplus electricity during the high-yield
summer months and converted back into electricity in fuel cells during the winter months,
increasing the ratio of self-supply.

Residential hydrogen applications that are currently in use on a larger scale also utilize
fuel cells, although not yet as for improving the self-supply in combination with a PV
system. In the early 2010s, over 10,000 residential fuel cells were installed in Japanese
homes as combined heat and power systems. These the small-scale systems consist of a
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fuel cell with a hot water tank, which provide electricity while recovering exhaust heat for
the residential hot water supply. An analysis of a demonstration project in an apartment
building demonstrated that such a system can cover most of the energy demands of
residential homes [35].

In addition to the concept described for the self-supply of neighbourhoods with electricity,
there is also an expected demand for hydrogen in the electricity grid of Germany as a whole.
This is to ensure power supply and to maintain security of supply. However, an analysis and
evaluation of this national hydrogen demand is outside the scope of this study.

2.2.3. Hydrogen for Mobility

In energy balances, the energy demand for mobility is typically attributed to the
transport sector rather than households or neighbourhoods. However, the provision of
mobility is primarily addressed at a local level in neighbourhoods (e.g., via gas stations) and
with the rise of electromobility, even in individual households. In Germany, the transport
sector is responsible for just over a quarter of total primary energy consumption, with
passenger transport accounting for approximately 63% of energy consumption within this
sector. The majority of this energy consumption is attributed to road transport [36]. The
EU has recently tightened its CO2 fleet limits for new passenger cars and light commercial
vehicles, meaning that only zero-emission new vehicles will be available on the market
from 2035 [37]. Hydrogen-powered cars using fuel cells can still be considered as an option
here. However, with the increasing range of electric battery cars, shorter charging times due
to high-performance charging technology and the significantly lower efficiency compared
to battery vehicles, hydrogen passenger cars have lost their prominence in the discussion,
although there are still some challenges associated with the large-scale introduction of electric
cars and home charging in particular. The charging of electric vehicles on a daily basis has
implications for grid operation and poses challenges for the long-term planning of the electricity
infrastructure. In residential contexts, the lack of access to home charging possibilities can
be a barrier, particularly for lower-income households, renters and residents of apartment
buildings [38]. The National Hydrogen Strategy [39] identifies the most promising areas
for direct hydrogen use in combination with fuel cells as medium- and heavy-duty trucks,
long-distance coaches and long-distance buses in urban environments. It is not expected for
hydrogen refuelling stations to be located in purely residential neighbourhoods, although they
may be developed in mixed-use neighbourhoods.

3. The Survey
3.1. Survey Design

The market research survey aimed to estimate the potential market for residential
hydrogen systems, taking into account restrictions and acceptance issues that may affect
the adoption of these technologies.

To ensure a broad representation of interests within the population, and focus on the
most relevant subgroups, we collected survey data from three selected groups: tenants,
homeowners with a PV plant and homeowners without a PV plant. The data were collected
in December 2020 with the assistance of a market research institute, using an online survey
that took approximately 30 min. The final sample consisted of 350 complete datasets
(female: n = 168, 48%). The participants were well-balanced in terms of age, with 221 (51%)
being over 50 years old, and had a relatively high level of education, with 188 (54%) having
completed A-levels. The dataset’s structure is presented in Table 1.

To ensure a sufficient and comparable number of participants in each group, the
distribution of groups is not representative of these characteristics. Therefore, we weighed
our results for living situation and PV ownership according to the distribution in Germany
provided by the Federal Statistical Office [40] and a survey on solar energy [41] to obtain
results that align with the German population. Note that the numbers in Table 1 do not
add up to 100%. The analysis excluded smaller groups, such as apartment owners, due to
their low representation in the sample.
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Table 1. Sample structure of the quantitative survey.

Group Tenants a Homeowners b

without PV
Homeowners b

with PV

Nb. of participants 106 110 134
Share in survey 30% 31% 38%

Share in population c 58% 26% 6.6%
a Tenants refers to tenants in apartments as well as houses. b Homeowners refers to owners of a single- or
double-family house. Owners of apartments or multi-family homes are excluded from the analysis, since the
sample was too small. c Shares taken from [12,14].

The survey questions addressed the interests and concerns regarding hydrogen applica-
tions, including their potential areas of use, the approval of community use concepts and the
general openness towards other innovative technologies, such as stationary battery storage. To
facilitate a shared comprehension of residential hydrogen systems, survey participants were
presented with the illustration displayed in Figure 1 alongside an explanatory text.
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Figure 1. Depiction of the residential hydrogen system shown to the survey participants.

The survey also included questions regarding the willingness to invest in residential
hydrogen systems, as well as a question on the willingness to pay more for such technology.
The assessment of willingness to invest aims to analyse the potential share of “first-movers”
or “innovators”, who are more likely to adopt this innovative technology than the average
population and who are more willing to accept certain technical issues that may arise with
new technologies.

3.2. Survey Results
3.2.1. Full Sample

The first part analyses the general knowledge of the German population regarding
decentralized hydrogen and their attitude towards it (see Table 2). Participants were asked
whether they believed hydrogen would play a significant role in the future or if it was just a
current hype that would lose its importance. The majority of the sample believed that hydrogen
would become more important, while only a small minority believed it would lose importance
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or was just a hype. However, 17% of the sample (or 19% of the German population) stated that
they were unable to give an opinion or had not yet engaged with the topic.

Table 2. Answer to the question “How do you assess the future significance of hydrogen in the society?”.

Will Gain + Likely
Gain Importance Neither Will Lose + Likely

Lose Importance Do Not Know

Sample 71% 11% 1% 17%

Weighted sample 66% 14% 1% 19%

In the following question, we enquired about the knowledge of residential hydrogen
systems. Less than half of the sample and the population had some understanding of the
concept and only 4% stated that they had precise idea of the concept (see Table 3). These two
questions are crucial for the better interpretation of the results. It is evident that the topic of
hydrogen and its technologies are relatively new to a significant portion of the population.

Table 3. Answer to the question “Have you heard before about the possibility of using a hydrogen system
(electrolysis + fuel cell) to store the electricity generated by a photovoltaic system in your own home?”.

Pretty Accurate Idea Rough Idea No Idea

Sample 6% 39% 55%

Weighted sample 4% 38% 57%

Between the different groups in the survey, i.e., tenants and homeowners, we did not
find any significant difference in their knowledge of the technology or their opinion of the
future importance of hydrogen in the society. Therefore, the difference between the sample
results and the results of the sample weighted according to the three groups is fairly small.

Following the question in Table 3, the participants were shown the explanatory figure
and text (see Figure 1). It has to be noted that the figure lacks some consistency for reasons
of simplification. Nevertheless, we assume that the figure provides some understanding of
the technology to the participants.

The participants were then asked whether they would be prepared to invest in a
residential hydrogen system, as shown in the figure. The results (Table 4) show a fairly
positive attitude towards the technology.

Table 4. Answer to the question “Would you be ready to invest in the acquisition of a hydrogen system?”.

Yes + More Likely Yes More Likely No + No Do Not Know

Sample 54% 29% 17%

Weighted sample 43% 38% 19%

Participants were also asked which applications for the decentral produced hydrogen
they would be interested in and were given several options. The answers are as follows:
storage for self-produced electricity (56%, weighted sample 50%), heating with hydrogen
(47%, weighted sample 45%), filling station for hydrogen cars (24%, and weighted sample
21%), feed-in of hydrogen into the gas distribution system (17%, weighted sample 16%).
A total of 29% (weighted sample 40%) stated having no interest in any of the options.

Further, participants were also asked what they feared most about the introduction
of a hydrogen system. The most frequently selected concern was that the cost of the
technology would be higher than the potential savings (#1), followed by a fear of technical
problems (#2) and high maintenance costs (#3).

For the question in Table 4, we found a significant difference between the sample’s
groups: homeowners and especially homeowners with a PV system are more likely to
invest in a hydrogen system compared to homeowners without a PV system (p ≤ 0.001)
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and tenants (p ≤ 0.001). This is in line with our expectation, as homeowners are also the
group for whom the technology is most appropriate, as they own a house and therefore
have the option of installing a PV system to produce the electricity for the storage of which
the residential hydrogen system is intended. In the following, we will therefore look at the
homeowner group in more detail.

3.2.2. Homeowners

As stated above, homeowners with a PV system are most interested in investing in a
residential hydrogen system (see Table 5).

Table 5. Answer to the question “Would you be ready to invest in the acquisition of a hydrogen
system?” by group.

Yes + More Likely Yes More Likely No + No Do Not Know

Tenants 38% 42% 21%

Homeowners 49% 36% 15%

Homeowner with PV 70% 14% 16%

Homeowner with PV + Battery 69% 17% 13%

As we assume a link between interest in a battery storage and a hydrogen storage, we
also evaluated the investment interest of PV and battery owners as well (N = 52). However,
there was no apparent difference between PV owners and PV + battery owners.

When asked about their motives, householders who would invest in a residential hydro-
gen system stated that they would like to use an innovative product (mean = 4.65), increase
the value of their house (mean = 4.47) and contribute to climate protection (mean = 3.43).
The respondents indicated the same motives when asked about their interest in investing
in battery storage (innovative product (meanBatt = 4.00), increasing the value of their house
(meanBatt = 3.72), and contributing to climate protection (meanBatt = 3.10)). We can therefore
assume that the markets for home battery systems and residential hydrogen systems overlap.

3.2.3. Innovators

A total of 13% of the sample (N = 39) not only indicated a willingness to invest in
a residential hydrogen system but also a willingness to pay more for a hydrogen system
compared to conventional electricity and heating systems (on average 24% more). With
the stated willingness to pay more, we expected this group to be the first movers in the
adoption of decentralised hydrogen systems. In line with Roger’s theory on the diffusion
of innovations [42], we refer to this group as “innovators”.

To better describe this particular group, we used a Gaussian Naïve Bayes Classifier
to identify the group’s characteristics. Naïve Bayes Classifiers are efficient models for any
continuous data. The classifier learns parameters by looking at the statistical values of
each feature for each class individually [43]. Using this method, we found that innovators
tend to own a PV system and that they differ from non-innovators mainly in their higher trust
in energy supply organisations (e.g., grid operators or local/national energy suppliers), in
their lower fears related to the use of hydrogen (e.g., raw material use or efficiency) and in
their higher affinity for technology (e.g., use of an energy management system or automatic
heating control). In addition, the group of innovators is characterized by larger households,
higher socio-political engagement and greater concern for environmental issues. In terms
of socio-demographic characteristics, higher education, younger age and higher household
income were important predictors of innovators. On the basis of these variables, it was possible
to predict whether a person was an innovator with an accuracy of 74.7%, 95% CI [61.4%, 87.6%].

Table 6 gives a statistical description of the homeowners in our survey and the group
of innovators in comparison with the homeowners in the German population.
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Table 6. Descriptive statistics of innovators and homeowners from the survey in comparison with the
German population of homeowners.

Mean Values Unit Survey Population

Innovators Home-Owners Home-Owners

PV owners 0/1 dummy 1 0.36 ~0.2 a

Battery ownership 0/1 dummy 0.49 0.23 NA

Battery ownership
or interest 0/1 dummy 1 0.59 NA

HH size Number 3.2 2.7 2.4 b

Avg. age Number 50 54 58 c

Children 0/1 dummy 0.59 0.33 0.21 b

Floor size m2 171 186 133 b

Electr. Consumption kWh/year 3951 4476 3774 d

a Survey of German homeowners on solar energy [14]. b German Federal Statistical Office [17]. c German Federal
Statistical Office [17], the average age of the main income earner. d The average electricity demand of single-family
homes in Germany [18].

Based on these statistics, we estimated that innovators represented around 1 million
households, i.e., 8% of the total population of owners of one or two-family houses in
Germany (around 14 million).

4. Economic Assessment

As described above, our survey shows a general willingness to invest in hydrogen
applications among the respondents and even an average willingness to pay 24% more
in “innovator” households. To better understand a potential market for this technology,
the willingness to pay needs to be contextualized against the actual potential costs to
households. This section looks at the economic viability of a residential hydrogen system
and considers the question of its cost-effectiveness compared to conventional solutions.

Few companies have commercialised such technological solutions to the market and
there is little comparable information available on the exact costs and potential savings for
households. However, to provide an approximate assessment of the cost-effectiveness of a
residential hydrogen system, an example is calculated based on data from [11].

The next section compares the costs of a residential hydrogen system consisting of a PV
system, a battery, electrolyser and fuel cell with the costs and benefits of a PV system alone
and a PV system combined with a battery system. The simulation of a standard household
with a PV system over a period of one year provides the starting point for the economic
assessment. The load profiles used for the sample household are created according to the
guidelines of the Association of German Engineers, as described in guideline 4655 [44].
All scenarios are based on a four-person household (the background to this assumption
is that the potential and primary field of application for the use of hydrogen-based home
storage systems in Germany is seen in the single-family home segment) with a 10 kWp
PV system in the north-eastern German lowlands, a reference climate region with solar
radiation similar to the German average (the reference region consists mostly of the state of
Brandenburg, whose mean annual global radiation sum [kWh/m2] in the period 2011–2020
is closest to the German average according to [45]).

4.1. Baseline Scenario: PV System without Storage System

The hourly irradiance data needed to analyse the solar panel production pattern are
taken from the test reference years provided by the German meteorological service [46].
By comparing the solar panel production with household electricity consumption, we can
determine the amount of self-consumption. In the baseline scenario, any surplus electricity
generated is fed into the public grid, while any additional electricity required is purchased
from the grid. The calculations result in electricity costs of around 940 EUR per year for a
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four-person household as shown in Table 7. Thus, the PV system can save around 1193 EUR
per year compared to buying electricity from the grid alone.

Table 7. Results of baseline scenario: PV system without storage system.

Baseline Scenario: PV System

Month

Standard Load
Profile Total

Consumption
in kWh

Total Production
PV System

in kWh

Consumption
Grid Electricity

in kWh

Surplus
Electricity

in kWh

Monthly Costs
Grid Electricity 1

in EUR

Feed-in
Compensation 2

in EUR

Total Electricity
Costs in EUR

January 571.54 206.86 493.96 129.28 157.72 9.18 148.54

February 523.34 285.13 433.32 195.11 138.36 13.85 124.51

March 562.38 693.72 413.38 544.72 131.99 38.68 93.32

April 573.76 1312.2 367.11 1105.54 117.22 78.49 38.72

May 551.01 1582.32 324.37 1355.68 103.57 96.25 7.32

June 527.21 1673.92 295.06 1441.77 94.21 102.37 8.15

July 563.84 1501.73 315.97 1253.86 100.89 89.02 11.87

August 542.99 1288.32 347.23 1092.56 110.87 77.57 33.30

September 557.38 883.78 396.63 723.22 126.64 51.35 75.30

October 559.53 552.27 431.82 424.36 137.88 30.13 107.75

November 555.97 213.24 471.59 128.85 150.58 9.15 141.43

December 595.83 121.92 536.37 62.45 171.26 4.43 166.83

∑ 6684.78 10,315.41 4826.81 8457.4 1541.20 600.48 940.73

1 Electricity costs in Germany were assumed to be 0.3193 EUR/kWh based on 2021 data from Eurostat [47].
2 Feed-in tariff in Germany for PV systems larger than 10 kWp was calculated at 0.071 EUR/kWh according to the
Renewable Energy Sources Act 2023 [48].

4.1.1. Scenario A: PV System with Battery

In the first scenario a battery with a storage capacity of 20 kWh is added. (A large-scale
energy storage system was deliberately chosen here in order to establish comparability with
the ambitions of the customer groups in the hydrogen scenario to maximize the utilization
of surplus energy from their PV for their own consumption.) The operation of the battery
system as an intermediate storage and the self-consumption of the PV system are simulated
on an hourly basis. The battery is assumed to have an efficiency of µbatt = 90% [49,50].
Table 8 shows the results of the simulation including the resulting costs for a household.
The additional battery can save a household approximately 660 EUR in electricity costs
compared to the baseline scenario.

Table 8. Results of Scenario A: PV System + Battery.

Scenario A: PV System with Battery

Month

Standard Load
Profile Total

Consumption
in kWh

Total Production
PV System

in kWh

Consumption
Grid Electricity

in kWh

Surplus
Electricity

in kWh

Monthly Costs
Grid Electricity 1

in EUR

Feed-in
Compensation 2

in EUR

Monthly Costs
Grid Electricity

in EUR

January 571.54 206.86 377.36 - 120.49 EUR - 120.49

February 523.34 285.13 283.66 19.84 90.57 EUR 1.41 89.16

March 562.38 693.72 154.53 253.85 49.34 EUR 18.02 31.32

April 573.76 1312.2 60.52 775.71 19.32 EUR 55.08 −35.75

May 551.01 1582.32 44.02 1057.8 14.06 EUR 75.10 −61.05

June 527.21 1673.92 43.9 1156.68 14.02 EUR 82.12 −68.11

July 563.84 1501.73 42.37 958.07 13.53 EUR 68.02 −54.49

August 542.99 1288.32 57.26 784.16 18.28 EUR 55.68 −37.39

September 557.38 883.78 75.26 365.27 24.03 EUR 25.93 −1.90

October 559.53 552.27 121.86 96.84 38.91 EUR 6.88 32.03

November 555.97 213.24 352.93 - 112.69 EUR - 112.69
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Table 8. Cont.

Scenario A: PV System with Battery

Month

Standard Load
Profile Total

Consumption
in kWh

Total Production
PV System

in kWh

Consumption
Grid Electricity

in kWh

Surplus
Electricity

in kWh

Monthly Costs
Grid Electricity 1

in EUR

Feed-in
Compensation 2

in EUR

Monthly Costs
Grid Electricity

in EUR

December 595.83 121.92 480.16 - 153.32 EUR - 153.32

∑ 6684.78 103,15.41 2093.83 5468.22 668.56 388.24 280.32 EUR

1 Electricity costs in Germany were assumed to be 0.3193 EUR/kWh based on 2021 data from Eurostat [47].
2 Feed-in tariff in Germany for PV systems larger than 10 kWp was calculated at 0.071 EUR/kWh according to the
Renewable Energy Sources Act 2023 [48].

4.1.2. Scenario B: PV System with Residential Hydrogen System

In the following scenario, we add a residential hydrogen system that includes a 20 kWh
battery for the short-term storage and compressed hydrogen gas cylinder bundles that
can store the equivalent of 300 kWh of usable electrical energy. The overall efficiency of
the hydrogen system is assumed to be 33.69%, with an efficiency factor of 70% for the
electrolyser and 55% for the fuel cell according to the manufacturer’s specifications [11] as
well as an efficiency value of 87.5% for the pressurisation process of the storage according
to the literature [12].

For the calculation, the surplus energy from the PV system that remains after the
household’s demand is met and the battery is fully charged is used in the electrolyser to
produce hydrogen as long-term electricity storage. The energy thus fills the hydrogen
storage until the maximum hydrogen storage capacity SOCH2, max = 545.45 kWh is reached.
Any additional surplus electricity is fed into the grid. When the PV system and the battery are
unable to meet the household’s energy demand, the hydrogen is used to generate electricity in
the fuel cell, “discharging” the hydrogen storage. Table 9 shows the results of the simulation
for the household with the residential hydrogen system. The household can achieve additional
savings on its electricity costs of ~73 EUR compared to the PV system with battery scenario
and by ~733 EUR compared to the baseline scenario with a PV system only.

Table 9. Scenario B: PV System + Residential Hydrogen System.

Scenario B: PV System + Residential Hydrogen System

Month

Surplus
Electric-

ity
in kWh

Electricity
Demand
before 1

in kWh

SOCH2
in kWh

Electricity
Demand after 2

in kWh

Electricity for
Feed-in 3

in kWh

Monthly Costs
Grid Electricity 4

in EUR

Feed-in
Compensation 5

in EUR

Monthly Costs
Grid Electricity

in EUR

January - 377.36 - 377.36 - 120.49 - 120.49

February 19.84 283.66 12.15 276.98 - 88.44 - 88.44

March 253.85 154.53 155.48 69.01 - 22.04 - 22.04

April 775.71 60.52 475.12 - - - - -

May 1057.8 44.02 545.45 - 763.33 - 54.20 −54.20

June 1156.68 43.9 545.45 - 1026.01 - 72.85 −72.85

July 958.07 42.37 545.45 - 827.75 - 58.77 −58.77

August 784.16 57.26 545.45 - 658.39 - 46.75 −46.75

September 365.27 75.26 545.45 - 195.30 - 13.87 −13.87

October 96.84 121.86 467.93 - - - - -

November - 352.93 246.36 217.43 - 67.43 - 69.43

December - 480.16 - 480.16 - 153.32 - 153.32

∑ 5468.22 2093.83 1403.11 3674.13 448.01 260.86 207.28

1 Amount of electricity needed to cover a household’s consumption after subtracting the PV electricity used and
the use of the electricity storage system, but before considering the energy from the hydrogen storage. 2 Amount
of electricity needed from public grid after subtracting all storages. 3 After considering the H2 storage fulfilment.
4 Electricity costs in Germany were assumed to be 0.3193 EUR/kWh based on 2021 data from Eurostat [47]. 5 The
feed-in tariff in Germany for PV systems larger than 10 kWp was calculated at 0.071 EUR/kWh according to the
Renewable Energy Sources Act 2023 [48].
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4.2. Calculation of Total Annual Costs including Investment Costs across All Scenarios

Tables 7–9 showed the potential electricity savings that can be made using a battery
and a residential hydrogen system. However, the investment and running costs must also
be taken into account when considering the economic viability of a purchase. Table 10 gives
an overview of the annual costs of the systems.

Table 10. Comparison annual costs of different storage technologies.

CapEx in EUR Calculated Service
Life in Years

Annualised
CapEx in EUR OpEx in EUR Annual Costs

in EUR

Annual
Electricity Costs Maintenance

Baseline Scenario:
PV System -- 1 -- 1 -- 1 940 -- 1 940

Scenario A:
PV System + Battery 18,000 2 20 4 900 280 0 6 1180

Scenario B:
PV System +
Hydrogen

Storage System

87,125 3 18 5 4840 207 499 7 5546

1 Assumed as given across all scenarios. 2 Based on [51]. 3 Based on manufacturer‘s data [11]. Averaged value
including deduction of sales tax on electricity storage systems for private buildings under the federal subsidy
in Germany. 4 Based on [49]. 5 Based on value for fuel cell derived from [52]. 6 Based on [53]. 7 Based on
manufacturer‘s data [11].

Table 10 shows, based on the simplified calculation, that the annual cost of a hydrogen
storage system is more than 4.5 and almost 6 times higher than the cost of using a battery
system or drawing electricity from the public power grid. The calculation shows that the
annual electricity costs can be reduced to a minimum with the residential hydrogen system,
but the high CapEx has a strong impact on the total cost. Therefore, in a scenario with
very high electricity costs, the economic assessment of a residential hydrogen system may
become more favourable. The calculation of different electricity price scenarios, shown in
Figure 2, indicates that electricity prices as high as 1.57 EUR per kWh would be required
to make the residential hydrogen system economically viable compared to the baseline
scenario. Compared to Scenario A, including the 20 kWh battery, even much higher
electricity prices are needed to make the residential hydrogen system economically viable.
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As an additional factor of influence, the size of the hydrogen storage was analysed.
The residential hydrogen system offers the possibility to add additional storage bundles
of 545.45 kWh, increasing the storage capacity and therefore the self-consumption of the
electricity produced by the PV system. Taking into account the additional cost of the storage
bundles, the break-even point for the residential hydrogen system drops to an electricity
price of 1.26 EUR per kWh for the scenario with five storage bundles compared to the
baseline scenario of grid consumption only.

The hydrogen storage system (when using the electrolyser and fuel cell) can also
provide waste heat that can potentially be made available to the household. A recent
study [54] suggests that about 8% of the annual heat demand can be met in this way. In the
case of a four-person household in Germany, the example used in this paper, with a heat
demand of 16,056 kWh [55] and heating costs of 0.0692 EUR/kWh [46], this can result in
additional savings of around 89 EUR. Overall, however, the residential hydrogen system is
still far from being economically viable, even under very favourable assumptions.

5. Discussion and Conclusions
5.1. Discussion

Our survey shows that the interest in the hydrogen technology is generally high
among the German population, although there is a general lack of knowledge and a
proportion of around 40% who have no interest in the technology. Thus, answering the
questionnaire for this study required a relatively high degree of imagination on the part
of the participants. Additionally, some degree of social desirability bias may further
have increased the self-reported willingness to pay. We must therefore assume that their
stated interest in investing in hydrogen and their preferences for hydrogen may differ
significantly from actual investment when there is an established market for residential
hydrogen systems.

As the lack of knowledge was anticipated in the design of the questionnaire, we
provided an explanatory figure and text for all participants. However, the presentation of
the hydrogen system in the survey was only possible in an abbreviated form. Therefore,
this explanation would not enable the participants without prior knowledge to answer the
questions with the same quality of response as their better-informed peers. In addition, in
order to keep the presentation of the hydrogen system short and easy to understand, we
had to omit some complex but relevant details, such as the low efficiency of the system.
One participant pointed out that she found this form of presentation leading. This must be
considered in the context of the sample’s relatively positive attitude towards investing in a
hydrogen system.

It has to be noted that the survey was conducted in 2020. Given the rapidly evolving
nature of technology and attitudes, preferences and awareness might have changed since
then. The survey results may not fully capture the current state of knowledge or the current
sentiments. Further, the survey was conducted online, which may introduce a bias towards
individuals who are more tech-savvy or have access to the internet. This might exclude
certain demographics or individuals with different preferences.

Despite the challenges described above, we found that the motives for investing in
residential hydrogen systems are the same as for investing in stationary batteries. The
target group is also the same, i.e., homeowners with a PV system. Previous studies have
found a willingness to pay more for batteries, and 13% of our sample also indicated a
willingness to pay more for the hydrogen system. It is therefore possible that an innovative
proportion of homeowners will invest in hydrogen systems even though the technology
does not (yet) make economic sense.

To put this into context the exemplary economic assessment was carried out to show
the extent of the additional costs at this point in time. The results indicate that the high
additional costs could still strongly influence the investment decision of the innovative
households. The results of the economic assessment have to be seen in the light of some
limitations. In particular, the efficiency of the hydrogen system was taken as a fixed
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value of around 34%. In practice, however, the efficiency would probably be lower, as the
electrolyser and fuel cell are not always operated in ideal conditions. In addition, the solar
panel production and the intermediate storage of the battery are simulated on an hourly
basis, the surplus energy that fills the hydrogen storage tank estimated in the modelling
is based on monthly totals. They are therefore subject to inaccuracies compared to actual
values under real conditions. An alternative methodology could therefore be to model all
values at shorter intervals, e.g., 15 min. However, these limitations do not alter the overall
nature of the results.

In the future, further research is needed to provide more evidence on the cost reduction
pathways of hydrogen technologies, which could shed a light on the future cost trajectories
and the economic viability of technologies such as residential hydrogen systems. There
is also much scope for further progress in analysing the framework conditions, applica-
tions and drivers for viable business models in the hydrogen economy that will influence
future market development. Additionally, decentralised hydrogen systems should be
compared with alternative decentralized energy supply systems for a more comprehensive
understanding of inefficiencies and the value of long-term storage solutions.

The presented survey and economic assessment were conducted at a single timepoint.
Attitudes and perceptions towards hydrogen systems, as well as economics of the sys-
tems may vary over time, and a longitudinal study might provide more insights into the
dynamics of these preferences.

5.2. Conclusions

In Germany, there is considerable interest in hydrogen technologies, particularly
among homeowners who already have a PV system for decentralized electricity generation.
Around 1 million households in Germany have been identified as innovators, a group of
first movers who have expressed a willingness to pay more for this technology than for
conventional electricity supply systems. However, as knowledge of the technology is still
relatively limited, the actual willingness to pay may differ and remains to be determined.
Nevertheless, there is a strong possibility that hydrogen systems could be adopted because
of similar motives for their adoption as home batteries. The objective economic view
suggests that residential hydrogen systems are not currently cost effective for homeowners.
Even with significant increases in electricity prices, there is still no business case for such
systems. Therefore, the high additional costs could strongly influence the investment
decision of innovative households. All in all, if costs are significantly reduced in the future,
there is potential for the application of residential hydrogen systems.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.-L.K. and J.D.; Methodology, A.-L.K. and J.D.; Validation,
J.D.; Formal analysis, A.-L.K. and J.D.; Writing—original draft, A.-L.K. and J.D.; Supervision, A.-L.K.;
Funding acquisition, A.-L.K. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Data Availability Statement: The original contributions presented in the study are included in the
article, further inquiries can be directed to the corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank the Ministry of the Environment, Climate Protection
and the Energy Sector of the State of Baden-Württemberg and EFRE for their funding support of the
project H2-Companion, which contributed to the completion of this paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Klingler, A.-L.; Tagalidou, N.; Fronemann, N. Energy Rebels? How Households’ Preferences for Decentralized Hydrogen Systems

Misalign with Energy System Requirements. In Proceedings of the International Renewable Energy Storage Conference 2021
(IRES 2021), Global Online Event, 16–18 March 2021. [CrossRef]

2. Munoz, L.H.; Huijben, J.; Verhees, B.; Verbong, G. The power of grid parity: A discursive approach. Technol. Forecast. Soc. Chang.
2014, 87, 179–190. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.2991/ahe.k.220301.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2013.12.012


Energies 2024, 17, 1524 15 of 17

3. Bode, S.; Gorscurth, H. Grid Parity von Photovoltaik-Anlagen: Ein Vollständiger Vergleich unter Berücksichtigung aller Steuern und
Umlagen auf den Strombezug von Privaten Haushalten; Discussion Paper; Arrhenius Insittue for Energy and Climate Policy: Hamburg,
Germany, 2013.

4. Khodayar, M.E.; Ehsan, M.; Rahimikian, A.; Kamalinia, S.; Abbasi, E. “A Robust Decision Making Framework for GEP of Grid
Connected Micro-Power Systems. In Proceedings of the 2007 Large Engineering Systems Conference on Power Engineering,
Montreal, QC, Canada, 10–12 October 2007; pp. 239–243. [CrossRef]

5. Oberst, C.; Madlener, R. Prosumer Preferences Regarding the Adoption of Micro-Generation Technologies; FCN Working Paper
No. 22/2014; Insitute for Future Energy Consumer Needs and Behaviour, RWTH Aachen: Aachen, Germany, 2014.

6. Figgener, J.; Haberschusz, D.; Kairies, K.-P.; Wessels, O.; Tepe, B.; Sauer, D.U. Wissenschaftliches Mess- und Evaluierungsprogramm
Solarstromspeicher 2.0—Jahresbericht 2018; Institut für Stromrichtertechnik und Elektrische Antriebe, RWTH Aachen: Aachen,
Germany, 2018.

7. Figgener, J.; Haberschusz, D.; Kairies, K.-P.; Wessels, O.; Zurmühlen, S.; Sauer, D. Uwe Speichermonitoring BW—Jahresbericht 2019;
Institut für Stromrichtertechnik und Elektrische Antriebe, RWTH Aachen: Aachen, Germany, 2019.

8. Klingler, A.-L. The effect of electric vehicles and heat pumps on the market potential of PV + battery systems. Energy 2018, 161,
1064–1073. [CrossRef]

9. Maneejuk, P.; Kaewtathip, N.; Yamaka, W. The influence of the Ukraine-Russia conflict on renewable and fossil energy price
cycles. Energy Econ. 2024, 129, 107218. [CrossRef]

10. Bundesverband Solarwirtschaft. Statistische Zahlen der deutschen Solarstrombranche (Speicher/Mobilität). 2023. Available online:
https://www.solarwirtschaft.de/datawall/uploads/2022/08/bsw_faktenblatt_stromspeicher.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

11. HPS. HPS System—Picea. Available online: https://www.homepowersolutions.de/en/product (accessed on 7 April 2021).
12. Hollemuller, P.; Joubert, J.-M.; Lachal, B.; Yvon, K. Evaluation of a 5 kWp photovoltaic hydrogen production and storage

installation for a residential home in Switzerland. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2000, 25, 97–109. [CrossRef]
13. Wei, Y.; Sun, H.; Zhang, T.; Jiang, J.; Su, X.; Zeng, N. Study of inductively coupled fuel cell DMPPT converters. Electr. Eng. 2024.

[CrossRef]
14. Energiewirtschaftliches Institut an der Universität zu Köln (EWI). Szenarien für die Preisentwicklung von Energieträgern.

2022. Available online: https://www.ewi.uni-koeln.de/cms/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/EWI-Studie_Preisentwicklung-
von-Energietraegern_220822.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

15. Sovacool, G. The cultural barriers to a low-carbon future: A review of six mobility and energy transitions across 28 countries.
Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2020, 119, 109569. [CrossRef]

16. Eftaxias, K.; Panin, V.; Deryugin, Y. Improving public acceptance of H2 stations: SWOT-AHP analysis of South Korea. Int. J.
Hydrogen Energy 2021, 46, 17597–17607. [CrossRef]

17. Häußermann, J. Grüner Wasserstoff: Wie steht es um die Akzeptanz in Deutschland? Blogbeitrag. August 2020. Available online:
https://blog.iao.fraunhofer.de/gruener-wasserstoff-wie-steht-es-um-die-akzeptanz-in-deutschland/ (accessed on 18 August 2023).

18. Tagalidou, N.; Klingler, A.-L.; Fronemann, N.; Schuster, T.; Bühler, L.; Gebauer, H.; Arzt, A.; Haugk, S. PLATON—Digitale
Plattformen für den Leitmarkt Wasserstoff: Empirische Studienergebnisse. 2021. Available online: https://publica.fraunhofer.de/
entities/publication/ecbe419e-a0f2-4fd0-874d-55738f35a799/details (accessed on 13 March 2024).

19. Emmerich, P.; Hülemeier, A.-G.; Jendryczko, D.; Baumann, M.J.; Weil, M.; Baur, D. Public acceptance of emerging energy
technologies in context of the German energy transition. Energy Policy 2020, 142, 111516. [CrossRef]

20. Emodi, N.V.; Lovell, H.; Levitt, C.; Franklin, E. A systematic literature review of societal acceptance and stakeholders’ perception
of hydrogen technologies. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2021, 46, 30669–30697. [CrossRef]

21. Lambert, V.; Ashworth, P. The Australian Public’s Perception of Hydrogen for Energy; Report for the Australian Government’s
Renewable Energy Agency; University of Queensland: Brisbane, QLD, Australia, 2018.

22. Gordon, J.A.; Balta-Ozkan, N.; Nabavi, S.A. Homes of the future: Unpacking public perceptions to power the domestic hydrogen
transition. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2022, 164, 112481. [CrossRef]

23. Scott, M.; Powells, G. Towards a new social science research agenda for hydrogen transitions: Social practices, energy justice, and
place attachment. Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 2019, 61, 101346. [CrossRef]

24. UK Department for Business Energy & Industrial Strategy (BEIS). BEIS Public Attitudes Tracker: Heat and Energy in the Home
Spring 2022. Available online: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/62a8a4dad3bf7f0368efbee3/BEIS_PAT_Spring_20
22_Heat_and_Energy_in_the_Home.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

25. Segreto, M.; Principe, L.; Desormeaux, A.; Torre, M.; Tomassetti, L.; Tratzi, P.; Paolini, V.; Petracchini, F. Trends in Social Acceptance
of Renewable Energy Across Europe—A Literature Review. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 14, 9161. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Destatis. Energieverbrauch privater Haushalte für Wohnen 2017 Erneut Gestiegen. 2018. Available online: https://www.destatis.
de/DE/Presse/Pressemitteilungen/2018/10/PD18_378_85.html (accessed on 28 August 2023).

27. Umweltbundesamt. Energieverbrauch Privater Haushalte. 2020. Available online: https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/
daten/private-haushalte-konsum/wohnen/energieverbrauch-privater-haushalte#mehr-haushalte-grossere-wohnflachen-
energieverbrauch-pro-wohnflache-sinkt (accessed on 28 August 2023).

28. Deutsche Energieagentur. Dena-Gebäudereport: Wärmewende Kommt Seit 2010 Nicht Voran. 2019. Available online: https:
//www.dena.de/newsroom/meldungen/2019/dena-gebaeudereport-waermewende-kommt-seit-2010-nicht-voran/ (accessed
on 28 August 2023).

https://doi.org/10.1109/LESCPE.2007.4437385
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2018.07.210
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2023.107218
https://www.solarwirtschaft.de/datawall/uploads/2022/08/bsw_faktenblatt_stromspeicher.pdf
https://www.homepowersolutions.de/en/product
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-3199(99)00015-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00202-024-02255-5
https://www.ewi.uni-koeln.de/cms/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/EWI-Studie_Preisentwicklung-von-Energietraegern_220822.pdf
https://www.ewi.uni-koeln.de/cms/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/EWI-Studie_Preisentwicklung-von-Energietraegern_220822.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.109569
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.IJHYDENE.2021.02.182
https://blog.iao.fraunhofer.de/gruener-wasserstoff-wie-steht-es-um-die-akzeptanz-in-deutschland/
https://publica.fraunhofer.de/entities/publication/ecbe419e-a0f2-4fd0-874d-55738f35a799/details
https://publica.fraunhofer.de/entities/publication/ecbe419e-a0f2-4fd0-874d-55738f35a799/details
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111516
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.06.212
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2022.112481
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101346
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/62a8a4dad3bf7f0368efbee3/BEIS_PAT_Spring_2022_Heat_and_Energy_in_the_Home.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/62a8a4dad3bf7f0368efbee3/BEIS_PAT_Spring_2022_Heat_and_Energy_in_the_Home.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17249161
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33302464
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Presse/Pressemitteilungen/2018/10/PD18_378_85.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Presse/Pressemitteilungen/2018/10/PD18_378_85.html
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/private-haushalte-konsum/wohnen/energieverbrauch-privater-haushalte#mehr-haushalte-grossere-wohnflachen-energieverbrauch-pro-wohnflache-sinkt
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/private-haushalte-konsum/wohnen/energieverbrauch-privater-haushalte#mehr-haushalte-grossere-wohnflachen-energieverbrauch-pro-wohnflache-sinkt
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/private-haushalte-konsum/wohnen/energieverbrauch-privater-haushalte#mehr-haushalte-grossere-wohnflachen-energieverbrauch-pro-wohnflache-sinkt
https://www.dena.de/newsroom/meldungen/2019/dena-gebaeudereport-waermewende-kommt-seit-2010-nicht-voran/
https://www.dena.de/newsroom/meldungen/2019/dena-gebaeudereport-waermewende-kommt-seit-2010-nicht-voran/


Energies 2024, 17, 1524 16 of 17

29. BMWi Schlaglichter. Wie kann das Energiesystem der Zukunft aussehen? Die BMWi-Langfristszenarien bilden eine
wissenschaftliche Grundlage für die Ableitung einer Gesamtstrategie zur Energiewende. March 2021. Available on-
line: https://www.kopernikus-projekte.de/lw_resource/datapool/systemfiles/cbox/1713/live/lw_datei/ariadne-analyse_
wasserstoffgebaeudesektor_september2021.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

30. RP-Energielexikon. Wärmepumpe. 2021. Available online: https://www.energie-lexikon.info/waermepumpe.html (accessed on
28 August 2023).

31. Klöpfer, R. Wie Schaffen wir im Gebäudesektor 65% CO2-Minderung bis 2030? Vortrag Smart-Grids Kongress 2021 in Fellbach.
2021. Available online: https://www.coreventus.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/002-Wie-schaffen-wir-65-Prozent-CO2
-Minderung-im-Geb%C3%A4udesektor-bis-2030_Ralf-Kl%C3%B6pfer-MVV-Energie-AG.pdf (accessed on 28 August 2023).

32. Zukunft Gas: Erdgas in Deutschland—Zahlen und Fakten für das Jahr 2021. Mai 2022. Available online: https://gas.info/
fileadmin/Public/PDF-Download/Faktenblatt-Erdgas.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

33. Energiewirtschaftliches Institut an der Universität zu Köln (EWI). Entwicklungen der Globalen Gasmärkte bis 2030—Szenarienbetrachtung
eines Beschränkten Handels mit Russland. 2022. Available online: https://www.ewi.uni-koeln.de/cms/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/
EWI_Endbericht_Zukunft_Gas_Globale_Gasmaerkte_2022-12-06.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

34. Fischer, D.; Harbrecht, A.; Surmann, A.; McKenna, R. Electric vehicles’ impacts on residential electric local profiles—A sto-chastic
modelling approach considering socio-economic, behavioural and spatial factors. Appl. Energy 2019, 233–234, 644–658. [CrossRef]

35. Aki, H.; Taniguchi, Y.; Tamura, I.; Kegasa, A.; Hayakawa, H.; Ishikawa, Y.; Yamamoto, S.; Sugimoto, I. Fuel cells and energy networks of
electricity, heat, and hydrogen: A demonstration in hydrogen-fueled apartments. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2012, 37, 1204–1213. [CrossRef]

36. Umweltbundesamt. Energieverbrauch und Kraftstoffe. 2023. Available online: https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/
verkehr/endenergieverbrauch-energieeffizienz-des-verkehrs#verkehr-braucht-energie (accessed on 13 March 2024).

37. Rat der Europäischen Union: Infografik—“Fit für 55”: Warum Verschärft die EU die CO2-Emissionsnormen für Pkw und Leichte
Nutzfahrzeuge? Available online: https://www.consilium.europa.eu/de/infographics/fit-for-55-emissions-cars-and-vans/
(accessed on 13 March 2024).

38. Powell, S.; Cezar, G.V.; Min, L.; Azevedo, I.M.L.; Rajagopal, R. Charging infrastructure access and operation to reduce the grid
impacts of deep electric vehicle adoption. Nat. Energy 2022, 7, 932–945. [CrossRef]

39. Bundesministerium für Wirtschaft und Energie. Die Nationale Wasserstoffstrategie; Status Juni 2020. 2020. Available online: https:
//www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/DE/Publikationen/Energie/die-nationale-wasserstoffstrategie.pdf?__blob=publicationFile (ac-
cessed on 13 March 2024).

40. Statistisches Bundesamt. Wirtschaftsrechnungen—Einkommens- und Verbrauchsstichprobe Wohnverhältnisse Privater Haushalte;
Fachserie 15, Sonderheft 1; Statistisches Bundesamt: Wiesbaden, Germany, 2018.

41. DZ-4/Forsa, forsa-Umfrage im Auftrag von DZ-4. Available online: https://www.dz-4.de/ueber-uns/presse/pm/forsa-studie-
jeder-zweite-wuerde-eine-solaranlage-mieten (accessed on 7 April 2021).

42. Rogers, E. Diffusion of Innovations, 5th ed.; Free Press: New York, NY, USA, 2003.
43. Zhang, H. The Optimality of Naïve Bayes. 2004. Available online: http://www.cs.unb.ca/~hzhang/publications/FLAIRS0

4ZhangH.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).
44. Bundesamt für Bauwesen und Raumordnung (BBSR): Testreferenzjahre. Available online: https://www.bbsr-geg.bund.de/

GEGPortal/DE/Regelungen/Testreferenzjahre/TRY_node.html (accessed on 25 August 2023).
45. Wetterdienst, D. Entwicklung der Globalstrahlung 1983–2020 in Deutschland. 2023. Available online: https://www.dwd.de/DE/

leistungen/solarenergie/download_dekadenbericht.html (accessed on 13 March 2024).
46. Eurostat. Gas Prices for Household Consumers. 2023. Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/nrg_

pc_202/default/table?lang=en (accessed on 17 July 2023).
47. Eurostat. Strompreise nach Art des Benutzers. 2023. Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/ten001

17/default/table?lang=de (accessed on 8 September 2023).
48. Verbraucherzentrale. EEG 2023: Das Hat Sich für Photovoltaik-Anlagen Geändert. 2023. Available online: https:

//www.verbraucherzentrale.de/wissen/energie/erneuerbare-energien/eeg-2023-das-hat-sich-fuer-photovoltaikanlagen-
geaendert-75401 (accessed on 8 September 2023).

49. Graulich, K.; Hilbert, I.; Heinemann, C. Einsatz und Wirtschaftlichkeit von Photovoltaik-Batteriespeichern in Kombination mit
Stromsparen. 2018. Available online: https://www.oeko.de/fileadmin/oekodoc/PV-Batteriespeicher-Endbericht.pdf (accessed
on 13 March 2024).

50. Weniger, J.; Orth, N.; Meissner, L.; Schlüter, C.; Meyne, J. Stromspeicher-Inspektion 2023. 2023. Available online: https:
//solar.htw-berlin.de/wp-content/uploads/HTW-Stromspeicher-Inspektion-2023.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

51. Bundesministerium für Wirtschaft und Energie (BMWi). Batteriespeicher in Netzen. 2022. Available online: https://www.bmwk.
de/Redaktion/DE/Publikationen/Studien/studie-batteriespeicher-in-netzen-schlussbericht.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=1
(accessed on 13 March 2024).

52. Bundesverband der Energie- und Wasserwirtschaft. BDEW-Heizkostenvergleich Neubau 2021. 2021. Available online: https:
//www.bdew.de/media/documents/BDEW-HKV_Neubau.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

53. Brandstätt, C.; Gabriel, J.; Jahn, K.; Peters, F.; Serkowsky, J. Innovation Energiespeicher. Chancen der deutschen Industrie. Hans
Böckler Stiftung. 2018. Available online: https://www.boeckler.de/pdf/p_study_hbs_404.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

https://www.kopernikus-projekte.de/lw_resource/datapool/systemfiles/cbox/1713/live/lw_datei/ariadne-analyse_wasserstoffgebaeudesektor_september2021.pdf
https://www.kopernikus-projekte.de/lw_resource/datapool/systemfiles/cbox/1713/live/lw_datei/ariadne-analyse_wasserstoffgebaeudesektor_september2021.pdf
https://www.energie-lexikon.info/waermepumpe.html
https://www.coreventus.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/002-Wie-schaffen-wir-65-Prozent-CO2-Minderung-im-Geb%C3%A4udesektor-bis-2030_Ralf-Kl%C3%B6pfer-MVV-Energie-AG.pdf
https://www.coreventus.de/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/002-Wie-schaffen-wir-65-Prozent-CO2-Minderung-im-Geb%C3%A4udesektor-bis-2030_Ralf-Kl%C3%B6pfer-MVV-Energie-AG.pdf
https://gas.info/fileadmin/Public/PDF-Download/Faktenblatt-Erdgas.pdf
https://gas.info/fileadmin/Public/PDF-Download/Faktenblatt-Erdgas.pdf
https://www.ewi.uni-koeln.de/cms/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/EWI_Endbericht_Zukunft_Gas_Globale_Gasmaerkte_2022-12-06.pdf
https://www.ewi.uni-koeln.de/cms/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/EWI_Endbericht_Zukunft_Gas_Globale_Gasmaerkte_2022-12-06.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2011.10.021
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/verkehr/endenergieverbrauch-energieeffizienz-des-verkehrs#verkehr-braucht-energie
https://www.umweltbundesamt.de/daten/verkehr/endenergieverbrauch-energieeffizienz-des-verkehrs#verkehr-braucht-energie
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/de/infographics/fit-for-55-emissions-cars-and-vans/
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-022-01105-7
https://www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/DE/Publikationen/Energie/die-nationale-wasserstoffstrategie.pdf?__blob=publicationFile
https://www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/DE/Publikationen/Energie/die-nationale-wasserstoffstrategie.pdf?__blob=publicationFile
https://www.dz-4.de/ueber-uns/presse/pm/forsa-studie-jeder-zweite-wuerde-eine-solaranlage-mieten
https://www.dz-4.de/ueber-uns/presse/pm/forsa-studie-jeder-zweite-wuerde-eine-solaranlage-mieten
http://www.cs.unb.ca/~hzhang/publications/FLAIRS04ZhangH.pdf
http://www.cs.unb.ca/~hzhang/publications/FLAIRS04ZhangH.pdf
https://www.bbsr-geg.bund.de/GEGPortal/DE/Regelungen/Testreferenzjahre/TRY_node.html
https://www.bbsr-geg.bund.de/GEGPortal/DE/Regelungen/Testreferenzjahre/TRY_node.html
https://www.dwd.de/DE/leistungen/solarenergie/download_dekadenbericht.html
https://www.dwd.de/DE/leistungen/solarenergie/download_dekadenbericht.html
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/nrg_pc_202/default/table?lang=en
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/nrg_pc_202/default/table?lang=en
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/ten00117/default/table?lang=de
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/ten00117/default/table?lang=de
https://www.verbraucherzentrale.de/wissen/energie/erneuerbare-energien/eeg-2023-das-hat-sich-fuer-photovoltaikanlagen-geaendert-75401
https://www.verbraucherzentrale.de/wissen/energie/erneuerbare-energien/eeg-2023-das-hat-sich-fuer-photovoltaikanlagen-geaendert-75401
https://www.verbraucherzentrale.de/wissen/energie/erneuerbare-energien/eeg-2023-das-hat-sich-fuer-photovoltaikanlagen-geaendert-75401
https://www.oeko.de/fileadmin/oekodoc/PV-Batteriespeicher-Endbericht.pdf
https://solar.htw-berlin.de/wp-content/uploads/HTW-Stromspeicher-Inspektion-2023.pdf
https://solar.htw-berlin.de/wp-content/uploads/HTW-Stromspeicher-Inspektion-2023.pdf
https://www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/DE/Publikationen/Studien/studie-batteriespeicher-in-netzen-schlussbericht.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=1
https://www.bmwk.de/Redaktion/DE/Publikationen/Studien/studie-batteriespeicher-in-netzen-schlussbericht.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=1
https://www.bdew.de/media/documents/BDEW-HKV_Neubau.pdf
https://www.bdew.de/media/documents/BDEW-HKV_Neubau.pdf
https://www.boeckler.de/pdf/p_study_hbs_404.pdf


Energies 2024, 17, 1524 17 of 17

54. Bakman, M.; Gramann, J.; Reinholz, T.; Sailer, K.; Schmid, E.; Schmidt, C. Geschäftsmodelle für Dezentrale Wasserstof-
fkonzepte Zeit zum Nachsteuern. Desutsche Energie-Agentur GmbH (dena). 2023. Available online: https://www.dena.de/
fileadmin/dena/Publikationen/PDFs/2023/STUDIE_Geschaeftsmodelle_fuer_dezentrale_Wasserstoffkonzepte_-_Zeit_zum_
Nachsteuern.pdf (accessed on 13 March 2024).

55. Bundesamt, S. Umweltökonomische Gesamtrechnung—Private Haushalte und Umwelt Berichtszeitraum 2000–2020. 2022. Avail-
able online: https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Umwelt/UGR/private-haushalte/Publikationen/
Downloads/haushalte-umwelt-pdf-5851319.pdf?__blob=publicationFile (accessed on 8 September 2023).

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://www.dena.de/fileadmin/dena/Publikationen/PDFs/2023/STUDIE_Geschaeftsmodelle_fuer_dezentrale_Wasserstoffkonzepte_-_Zeit_zum_Nachsteuern.pdf
https://www.dena.de/fileadmin/dena/Publikationen/PDFs/2023/STUDIE_Geschaeftsmodelle_fuer_dezentrale_Wasserstoffkonzepte_-_Zeit_zum_Nachsteuern.pdf
https://www.dena.de/fileadmin/dena/Publikationen/PDFs/2023/STUDIE_Geschaeftsmodelle_fuer_dezentrale_Wasserstoffkonzepte_-_Zeit_zum_Nachsteuern.pdf
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Umwelt/UGR/private-haushalte/Publikationen/Downloads/haushalte-umwelt-pdf-5851319.pdf?__blob=publicationFile
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Umwelt/UGR/private-haushalte/Publikationen/Downloads/haushalte-umwelt-pdf-5851319.pdf?__blob=publicationFile

	Introduction 
	Background 
	The Perception of Hydrogen and Decentralized Energy Systems 
	Hydrogen Usage in Households 
	Hydrogen for Heat Production 
	Hydrogen for Power Production 
	Hydrogen for Mobility 


	The Survey 
	Survey Design 
	Survey Results 
	Full Sample 
	Homeowners 
	Innovators 


	Economic Assessment 
	Baseline Scenario: PV System without Storage System 
	Scenario A: PV System with Battery 
	Scenario B: PV System with Residential Hydrogen System 

	Calculation of Total Annual Costs including Investment Costs across All Scenarios 

	Discussion and Conclusions 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 

	References

