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Summary 

 

This chapter is dedicated to the assessment of sustainable limits which solar energy for 

electricity generation may undergo in the future given its expected substantial increase 

in the next few decades globally. Published global potentials to date are mostly 

technical and report: very high potentials for land-based photovoltaic (PV) (ranging 

between hundreds and thousands of EJ/year); lower potentials for concentrated solar 

power (CSP), especially when energy return on energy investments (EROI) constraints 

are taken into account; while solar rooftop PV is generally found to be able to cover 

from a very low to moderate share of the current electricity consumption.  

 

Solar energy based electricity generation represents a clear opportunity to de-carbonize 

the electricity sector and reduce chemical pollution. However, due to their low power 

density, its unplanned widespread deployment can drive the occupation of very large 

natural areas with significant impacts in terms of biodiversity conservation and habitat 

fragmentation. Current solar technologies are very dependent on a set of critical 

minerals, whose future availability will be very dependent on the future demand by the 
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rest of the economy. Given the low current recycling rates of most of these elements, 

solar deployment will hence tend to noticeably expand the extractive frontier globally 

and the related socio-environmental conflicts during the energy transition.  

 

All the impacts identified in this review will tend to be aggravated in a society where 

(1) population and energy per capita continue to grow, and (2) a likely reduction of the 

EROI of the system is expected. Hence, it is recommended to focus energy transition 

policies first in the rationalization of energy consumption (actively dealing with 

potential rebound effects which may require switching to a postgrowth/degrowth 

paradigm), followed by the full occupation of urban areas (notably rooftops) and 

degraded lands, and only as last use natural land-based PV.  

 

In the light of this review, we can conclude that no study in the literature has estimated 

the global sustainable potential of solar energy taking into account all the factors 

potentially implied. The estimation would certainly be very complex, but the evidence 

gathered here suggests that its estimation would significantly lower the published 

technical estimates up to date. 

 

1. Introduction 

 

Most governments are developing policy frameworks to promote the penetration of 

renewable energy sources (RES) to improve energy security, increasingly threatened by 

the depletion of conventional fossil fuels (FFs), and mitigate emissions to limit 

anthropogenic climate change and other impacts related to the use fossil fuels. Among 

renewables, wind and solar forms of energy are estimated to have the greatest potential, 

with projections often assuming that the resource base provides no practical limitation if 

adequate investments are forthcoming in a suitable regulatory framework. 

 

RES have four fundamental biophysical-chemical properties radically different to FFs 

which need to be specifically taken into account in the assessment of their global 

sustainable potentials: 

1. While fossil fuels represent concentrated deposits of energy and thus can be exploited 

at high power rates (100-10,000 We/m
2
 (1 We = 8760 Wh/year)), the technologies 

harnessing renewable sources are characterized by power densities several orders of 

magnitude lower (see Figure 1). Hence, for delivering the same gross power, RES 

are substantially more land intensive. While wind farms are partially compatible 

with other uses (e.g., agriculture) or can be located offshore, biomass plantations, 

solar farms and to a lesser extent hydroelectric reservoirs (e.g., water supply 

management), tend not to allow double uses, that is, in practice they monopolize the 

occupied land. Figure 1 also shows that the power density of modern uses (cities, 

industry and houses) is above the power density levels of RES, which implies a 

greater effort to concentrate and transport them to the consumption points than for 

FF. 

2. Variability of generation of those RES with more potential globally (wind and solar). 

This implies: (1) a lower capacity factor of RES vs FFs energy generation systems, 

and (2) given, that modern human societies depend on reliable and dispatchable (i.e., 

manageable) source of energy on demand, additional effort and resources will have 
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to be devoted to the management of this variability in energy systems with high RES 

share (including additional facilities as well as demand-management). 

3. The two above factors imply that the construction of power plants to harness, 

transform and transport RES imply a much higher material intensity by capacity 

installed (kg/MWh) with relation to FFs (from double to up to two magnitude orders 

higher depending on the material); additionally, RES power systems tend to require 

a higher diversity in the use of minerals. Moreover, the management of RES 

variability implies additional infrastructures for energy transmission, storage, 

conversion, etc. which hence tend to increase the overall material intensity of energy 

systems with high RES share. 

4. RES are in fact (1) energy flows which put into motion the biosphere, and/or (2) 

energy stocks which, as in the case of bio-energy, form part of the biosphere. If the 

co-optation of RES by humans is ―low‖, the impacts on the biosphere functioning 

will be low/negligible (albedo change, wind regime change, etc.). But, if the 

renewables are scaled to levels where the requirement of natural resources 

competes/co-opts a substantial part of the biosphere which hosts us all, this may put 

in danger the whole system. This appropriation is already reaching substantial 

shares with relation to biomass since it is estimated that humans globally were 

appropriating around 25% of vegetation's potential net primary production around 

the year 2000, and around one-third of potential aboveground vegetation growth. 

Excepting for biomass, this subject is understudied in the literature. 

 

 
 

Figure 1. Gross power density typical ranges of fossil energy conversions and 

renewable energies by: A) energy sources and/or technology and B) type of energy use 

(cities, houses and industry). 
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Power density levels include the whole land footprint, i.e., land occupied by primary 

energy extraction and refining facilities, eventually buffer zones (nuclear) or adjacent 

cooling lakes, land occupied by transport networks, etc. Note that the given ranges are 

indicative typical numbers and the spread including particular cases is very large. Still, 

only in some very exceptional cases do some renewable energy conversions (most 

notably those involving alpine hydro stations with high heads and small reservoirs) can 

reach similar power densities to fossil fuels-fired electricity (in worse case conditions 

such as e.g., coal-fired stations burning low-quality fuel from surface mines with a high 

overburden to seam ratio). 

 

Source: own work from data from Smil (2015). W/m
2
 stands for power density in final 

energy terms (electricity, heat of liquid fuel) excepting for ―Fossil fuels (primary)‖. 

 

So, a key question nowadays is which level of energy can be sustainably obtained from 

the biosphere. 

 

Besides climate change, from a broader environmental sustainability perspective, eight 

other planetary boundaries have been identified: biosphere integrity (biodiversity), 

climate change, stratospheric ozone depletion, atmospheric aerosol loading, ocean 

acidification, biogeochemical flows (phosphorus and nitrogen), freshwater use, land-

system change and novel entities (defined as new substances, new forms of existing 

substances, and modified life forms that have the potential for unwanted geophysical 

and/or biological effects). A planetary boundary refers to a specific point related to a 

global-scale environmental process beyond which humanity should not go if disastrous 

consequences are to be prevented. This framework reveals the multi-dimensional nature 

of environmental sustainability; the identification of the individual boundaries is just 

made to ease conceptual analysis but it should be bear in mind that ultimately, all are 

interdependent processes. As can be seen in Figure 2, two of them could not be 

evaluated due to gaps in current knowledge: novel entities and atmospheric aerosol 

loading. Of the rest, it is estimated that two (biosphere integrity and biogeochemical 

flows) have already surpassed their planetary boundaries and two (climate change and 

land-use system change) have been identified as currently lying in the uncertainty zone. 

This assessment is far from reassuring: although these planetary boundaries are 

described in terms of individual quantities and separate processes, they are in fact 

tightly coupled in the non-linear biosphere system through multiple regional processes. 

This framework will be applied in this chapter to ensure a multi-dimensional assessment 

of the environmental sustainable limits of concentrated solar power (CSP) and 

photovoltaics (PV). However, besides environmental sustainability factors, two more 

critical factors for the sustainability of solar electric technologies over time will be 

assessed in this chapter: (1) mineral requirements of these technologies (which contrary 

to RES are not renewable resources) and (2) the net solar energy delivered (energy 

return on energy invested, EROI) and the implications it may have at system level in the 

future. 

 

This chapter is specifically focused on the review and assessment of the sustainable 

limits of the global electric potential of solar CSP and PV. ―Potential‖ is an ambiguous 

term which need to be specified when referring to energy resources. Depending on the 

criteria, different categories exist which are reviewed in Section 2. The remaining of the 



SOLAR CO-GENERATION OF ELECTRICITY AND WATER, LARGE SCALE PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEMS - Review and 
Assessment of Sustainable Limits to The Global Solar Electric Potential - Iñigo Capellán-Pérez, Carlos de Castro 

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS) 

chapter is organized as follows: Section 4 overviews the published global solar 

potentials, Section 5 reviews their sustainable limits and represents the core of this 

chapter. Section 6 sheds some light on the potential measures which may be applied to 

mitigate these sustainability limits, and Section 7 concludes. 

 

 
 

Figure 2. Current status of control variables for seven of the nine planetary boundaries. 

The green zone is the safe operating space (below the boundary), yellow represents the 

zone of uncertainty (increasing risk), and red is the high-risk zone. The planetary 

boundary itself lies at the inner heavy circle. E/MSY: extinctions per million species-

years; BII: Biodiversity Intactness Index; P: phosphorus; N: nitrogen. Source: (Steffen 

et al., 2015). Credit: J. Lokrantz/Azote based on Steffen et al. 2015 

(https://www.stockholmresilience.org/research/planetary-boundaries.html). 

 

2. Categories of Renewable Energy Potentials 

 

Many categories of RES potentials have been described and applied in the literature. 

Here we report 5 categories which are typically estimated as being limited by the 

previous category (see Figure 3): 

 The theoretical potential is the energy flux theoretically available in the whole 

Earth (e.g., the energy content of wind speeds or solar irradiation on a global scale) 
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and it consists on the physical upper limit of the energy from a certain source 

without restrictions, 

 The geographical potential is the theoretical potential in areas that are considered 

suitable and available for this production i.e., in areas which are not excluded by 

other incompatible land cover/use and/or by constraints set on local characteristics 

such as elevation and minimum average wind speed, 

 The technical potential is the geographical potential after the losses of the 

conversion from the extractable primary energy flux to secondary energy carriers or 

forms (electricity, fuel) are taken into account considering the current and/or 

foreseeable technologies, 

 The economic potential is the technical potential up to an estimated production cost 

of the secondary energy form which is competitive with a specified, locally relevant 

alternative. This can be given also in form of functions such as supply-cost curves. 

Some studies distinguish between economic and market potential, the latter 

including the total amount of renewable energy that can be implemented in the 

market taking into account the demand for energy, the competing technologies, the 

costs and subsidies of renewable energy sources and the barriers, 

 The sustainable potential covers all aspects of sustainability, which usually 

requires careful consideration and evaluation of different ecological and socio-

economic aspects. The differentiation of the sustainable potential is blurred, since 

ecological aspects may already have been considered for the technological or 

economic potential, depending on the author. It accounts for sustainability criteria 

such as biodiversity conservation (typical examples would be the exclusion of 

protected areas and/or sensitive areas for threatened species) or limiting the 

associated environmental impacts when up-scaling significantly a given RES 

technology (e.g., water requirements, local pollution, etc.).  

 

While the theoretical potential can be considered rather constant since it consists in the 

physical upper limit of the energy, although this may change in the future as a collateral 

impact of climate change, the rest of potentials are dynamic and affected by an array of 

factors and particular study assumptions such as: available land, changes in land 

cover/use, technological changes, energy delivery cost of other RES alternatives which 

may convert a given RES technology into a more expensive or cheap alternative, the 

availability of water for irrigating or cooling, the protection of natural areas, etc. In fact, 

while the potentials are often presented as ‗objective‘, they are strongly influenced by 

assumptions on parameters used (e.g., suitability factors, best practices vs industry 

averages; future technological changes, etc.). This diversity and even discrepancies in 

the interpretation of each potential category among different studies prevents a 

straightforward comparison between studies (see next Section 3 for specific examples). 

Hence, their representation in Figure 3 separated by clearly separated limits may be 

considered valid just within each individual study (excepting for the sustainable 

potential which as aforementioned overlaps).  

 

Finally, it has to be taken into account that these potentials can be affected by other 

factors which may ultimately limit the viable potential of RES, such as mineral 

availability or ensure sufficiently high EROI levels to be able to sustain the same 
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socioeconomic system which is expected to install the RES power plants, aspects which 

will be covered in Section 5.2. 

 

 
 

Figure 3. Categories of RES potentials typical in the literature. The limits are clearly set 

within each study, however different studies may differ on the interpretation to estimate 

each potential level. Not to scale. Source: own work. 

 

3. Types of Solar Electric Technologies 

 

Two main types of solar electricity generation exist: photovoltaic (PV) and concentrated 

solar power (CSP). 

 

A solar cell is a device with the primary function of transforming light energy directly 

into electricity through photovoltaic effect. Its electrical characteristics which includes 

current, voltage, or resistance, differs with exposure to light energy from any source, 

whether natural or artificial. Solar cells form photovoltaic modules. Two broad families 

of PV technologies exist: wafer-based and thin-films. Wafer-based comprises of 

crystalline silicon (c-Si), example of which are polysilicon (poly-Si) and 

monocrystalline (mono-Si) silicon. Thin-films are made by depositing one or more thin 

layers of photovoltaic material on a substrate, such as glass, plastic or metal. Thin-films 

represent a layer of material ranging from fractions of a nanometer to tens of 

micrometers (µm) in thickness, which is one order of magnitude lower than crystalline 

silicon solar that nowadays uses wafers of ~200 µm thick. This allows thin film cells 

lower in weight and flexible (although they can also be made rigid), and being 

preferable for some uses where these characteristics are required. Thin-film technology 

has always been cheaper but less efficient than conventional wafer-based PV 

technologies. Different technologies exist depending on the materials used: amorphous 

silicon (a-Si), cadmium Telluride (CdTe), copper indium gallium (di)-selenide (CIGS). 
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Many other novel technologies are currently being researched. Among them, it is worth 

highlighting two: (1) perovskites, named this way since they include a perovskite-

structured compound, which are cheap to produce and simple to manufacture, and (2) 

organic cells, which use organic electronics, a branch of electronics that deals with 

conductive organic polymers or small organic molecules, hence being potentially 

subject to low production costs. However, they still need to overcome substantial 

technical barriers in terms of stability and efficiency before entering the market stage.  

 

CSP is an electricity generation technology that uses heat provided by solar irradiation 

concentrated on a small area. Using mirrors, sunlight is reflected to a receiver where 

heat is collected by a thermal energy carrier (primary circuit), and subsequently used 

directly (in the case of water/steam), or via a secondary circuit to power a turbine and 

generate electricity. At present, there are four main CSP technologies: parabolic trough 

collector, solar power tower, linear Fresnel reflector and parabolic dish systems. One of 

the main advantages of CSP plants is that it can incorporate thermal energy storage 

(TES) that can contribute to demand balancing the short-term variability of other RES; 

however at seasonal level the output has been found to be more variable than for other 

VRES. 

 

When analyzing solar power plants, a convenient distinction is between the size and 

location of a solar energy installation. Distributed solar energy systems are relatively 

small in capacity (e.g., <1 MW). They can function autonomously from the grid and are 

often integrated into the built environment (e.g., on rooftops of residences, commercial 

or government buildings; solar water heating systems). Distributed solar contrasts with 

utility-scale solar energy (USSE) enterprises, as the latter have relatively larger 

economies of scale, high capacity (typically >1 MW), and are geographically 

centralized—sometimes at great distances from where the energy will be consumed and 

away from population centers. 

 

Si-wafer based PV technology accounted for about 95% (2/3 mono-Si and 1/3 poly-Si) 

of the total production in 2019. The remaining is covered by thin-films technologies, 

which are dominated by CdTe and CIGS. In the case of solar thermal power, today there 

are two main commercial possibilities: parabolic trough and central receptor system. In 

2019, a similar capacity level was completed for both technologies, representing each 

around 45% of the total additions, and linear Fresnel plants accounted for the remaining 

10%. However, parabolic trough plants continue to represent the majority of total global 

installed capacity. 

 

A brief review of novel technologies being researched is performed at the end of 

Section 5.2.1 on ―Mineral availability‖ given that research is being focused towards 

solar technologies less dependent on critical materials such as perovskites and organic 

cells than current ones. 

 

4. Overview of Published Global Solar Electric Potentials in the Literature 

 

Taking into account the discussion in the previous section, the comparison between 

studies reporting estimates of the global solar electric potential must be done with 

caution and from an approximate point of view. 
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Different studies estimating different global potential categories of solar electricity have 

been performed in the last 2 decades applying different methods and focusing on 

different technologies (utility PV, rooftop PV and CSP) as well as different sub-

technologies (e.g., poli-Si PV, mono-Si PV, parabolic CSP, tower CSP, etc.) (see Table 

1). The majority of estimates reported in Table 1 was done in the period 2006-2013 (cf. 

also the review of technical potentials in the Special Report on Renewable Energy 

Sources and Climate Change Mitigation from the IPCC (2011)). 

 

Work Type of 

publication 

Solar 

technology 

(ies) 

Global 

electric 

potential 

(EJ/year) 

Type of 

potential 

Sorensen et al 

1999 

Project report rooftop PV 20.4 technical 

utility PV 1,646.2 technical 

Hofman et al 

2002 

Ecofys report PV 1,315.1 technical 

rooftop PV 28.4 technical 

PV 1,343.4 technical 

CSP 249.1 technical 

WBGU 2003 WBGU report PV ~1,000 sustainable (year 

2100) 

Hoogwijk 2004 PhD thesis utility PV 1,299.3 technical 

rooftop PV 22.1 technical 

PV 1,321.4 technical 

De Vries et al 

2007 

Scientific 

article 

utility PV 3,380.7 technical (year 

2000) 

utility PV 0.0 economic (year 

2000) 

utility PV 14,777.8 technical (year 

2050) 

utility PV 0-5,758.5 economic (year 

2050) 

Schindler & 

Zittel 2007 

Scientific 

article 

CSP 233.4 technical 

rooftop PV  94.6 technical 

Hoogwijk and 

Graus 2008 

Ecofys report PV 1,693.5 technical 

CSP 993.4 technical 

Jacobson 2009 Scientific 

article 

PV <1,0785.3 technical 

CSP 3.2-28.4 technical 

Krewitt et al 

2009 

Project report PV 1,687.2 sustainable 

CSP 8,041.7 sustainable 

Trieb et al 2009 Conference 

paper 

CSP 10,785.3 technical 

Deng et al 2011 Ecofys report PV 819.9 economic (long-

term) 
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Work Type of 

publication 

Solar 

technology 

(ies) 

Global 

electric 

potential 

(EJ/year) 

Type of 

potential 

CSP 977.6 economic (long-

term) 

PV+CSP 1,797.6 economic (long-

term) 

Jacobson and 

Delucchi 

(2011) 

Scientific 

article 

PV
a
 10,722.2 technical 

CSP 7,568.6 technical 

GEA 2012 IIASA report utility PV 5,991.8-

280,039.5 

technical 

de Castro et al 

2013 

Scientific 

article 

utility 

PV+CSP  

63.1-126.1 sustainable 

Deng et al 2015 Scientific 

article 

utility PV 316-2,815 technical 

rooftop PV 211.0 technical 

CSP 131-1,078 technical 

Capellán-Pérez 

et al 2017 

Scientific 

paper 

rooftop PV 2.8-9.5 techno-economic 

Dupont et al 

2020 

Scientific 

paper 

CSP 294 technical (without 

accounting for 

PV potential) 

PV 1,194.0 technical (without 

accounting for 

CSP potential) 

PV+CSP 1,099.0 technical 

(maximizing 

EROI of each 

technology in 

each grid cell) 

CSP 0.0 technical 

(EROI≥9:1) 

a
Not indicated if it includes also rooftop PV. 

 

Table 1. Review of global solar electric estimates by technology published in the 

literature ranked by published year. See each study for methodological details. ―PV‖ 

includes both utility and rooftop PV. Source: own work. 

 

Most (~3/4) of the estimated potentials are technical potentials, although with differing 

assumptions on land-use constraints, horizon years (short-term vs long-term) which in 

turn affect assumptions on future technological developments, and focus on different 

solar electric technologies (rooftop PV, utility PV and/or CSP), with a few (15%) 

studies providing economic and sustainable (10%) potentials. Less commonly, some 
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studies account for the estimated overcapacities due to variable RES intermittency 

management, the future likely availability of minerals or EROI restrictions.  

 

The most common approach for the estimation of technical potentials is the application 

of Geographical Information System (GIS) considering geographical and environmental 

constraints (suitability factors) for utility power plants such as land use or protected 

areas. Different assumptions on the value or the evolution of technological performance 

factors are considered depending on the timeframe of the analysis. For rooftop PV, 

suitability factors are typically estimated considering roof-top area per capita based on 

population density and GDP data. However, as aforementioned, the interpretation of 

what is ―technical‖, ―economic‖ or ―sustainable‖ potential differs among studies. 

Moreover, most studies report single technology potentials and few account for the 

potential overlapping which in the case of utility PV and CSP has been found to be very 

large. Another case of overlapping affects rooftops. In practice, there are other uses for 

rooftops than rooftop PV: daylighting, solar thermal, roof-top gardens or terraces, etc. 

Although some uses might be compatible with rooftop PV (and sometimes even 

complementary, e.g., green roofs, hybrid solar collectors, etc.), others will compete for 

the available roof space, some of these uses also being promoted as sustainable/green 

practices. For example, solar thermal is a promoted and competitive technology already 

occupying many suitable locations (including in high latitude regions), and unlike 

electricity, needs to be close to consumers due to the technical difficulty of transporting 

heat over large distances without incurring in high thermal losses. Globally, solar 

thermal already accounts today for ~1.4% of water and space heating in buildings. Thus, 

studies that do not take into account these competitive uses are likely overestimating the 

actual surface area available for rooftop PV. The stringency of land constraints has also 

lead to the research of the potential of spaces such as roads. Pioneer investigations point 

to modest potential contributions when comparing with current electricity consumption 

levels.  

 

Hence, the comparison of estimates reported in Table 1 is obviously challenged by this 

diversity of methods and scopes co-existing in the literature, which delivers more than 2 

magnitude orders for the estimates of global solar potentials. Still, some conclusions can 

be extracted from the overview of the literature: 

 Utility PV is in general the solar technology assessed to have a higher potential 

given that it is a more mature technology and is less subject to geographical and 

irradiation constraints than CSP (viable in steeper slope, lower irradiance, 

modular, etc.). The magnitude order of technical potential reported in the 

literature varies between hundreds and thousands of EJ/year. 

 CSP technology is less studied than PV and a high potential is generally 

reported. However, some works identify a low potential, especially when EROI 

is taken into account.  

 Rooftop PV is the technology with less identified potential given that it is 

limited to existing urban area and roofs; cities are currently not designed to 

maximize solar reception. As a consequence, it is generally found that rooftop 

PV could cover from a very low to moderate share of the current electricity 

consumption. 
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 Solar potentials for each technology decrease significantly when accounting for 

overlapping, i.e., the same area can only be utilized by one technology. 

 

- 

- 

 

 

TO ACCESS ALL THE 44 PAGES OF THIS CHAPTER, 

Visit: http://www.eolss.net/Eolss-sampleAllChapter.aspx 

 

 
Bibliography   

 

Armstrong, A., Ostle, N.J., Whitaker, J., (2016). Solar park microclimate and vegetation management 

effects on grassland carbon cycling. Environmental Research Letters 11, 74016. 

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/7/074016 [Study on the carbon emissions due to land-use in solar 

power plants] 

Bauknecht, D., Funcke, S., Vogel, M., (2020). Is small beautiful? A framework for assessing 

decentralised electricity systems. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 118, 109543. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.109543 [Theoretical study comparing the advantages and 

disadvantages of centralized vs decentralized electricity generation taking into account the grid level, 

infrastructure location, flexibility, and balancing generation and supply.] 

Becker, S., Kunze, C., (2014). Transcending community energy: collective and politically motivated 

projects in renewable energy (CPE) across Europe. People Place Policy 8, 180–191. [Overview of 

community renewable energy projects in Europe] 

Bhandari, K.P., Collier, J.M., Ellingson, R.J., Apul, D.S., (2015). Energy payback time (EPBT) and 

energy return on energy invested (EROI) of solar photovoltaic systems: A systematic review and meta-

analysis. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 47, 133–141. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.02.057 [Meta-analysis on the EROI of PV harmonizing the different 

studies and achieving to reduce the uncertainty bounds and better identify the sources of uncertainty] 

Brockway, P.E., Owen, A., Brand-Correa, L.I., Hardt, L., (2019). Estimation of global final-stage energy-

return-on-investment for fossil fuels with comparison to renewable energy sources. Nature Energy 4, 612. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-019-0425-z [Estimation of standard and final EROI through input-output 

methodology] 

Capellán-Pérez, I., de Castro, C., Arto, I., (2017). Assessing vulnerabilities and limits in the transition to 

renewable energies: Land requirements under 100% solar energy scenarios. Renewable and Sustainable 

Energy Reviews 77, 760–782. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.03.137 [Study estimating the land-use 

requirements to supply all currently consumed electricity and final energy with domestic solar energy for 

40 countries considering the need to cope with the variability of the solar resource, and the real land 

occupation of solar technologies.] 

Capellán-Pérez, I., de Castro, C., Miguel González, L.J., (2019). Dynamic Energy Return on Energy 

Investment (EROI) and material requirements in scenarios of global transition to renewable energies. 

Energy Strategy Reviews 26, 100399. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esr.2019.100399 [Dynamic assessment of 

the change of EROI over time during different transition scenarios, as well as the associated mineral 

requirements for a selection of RES] 

Carbajales-Dale, M., Barnhart, C.J., Brandt, A.R., Benson, S.M., (2014). A better currency for investing 

in a sustainable future. Nature Clim. Change 4, 524–527. https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2285 [States the 

importance of net energy analysis to plan for sustainability enegy transitions] 

de Castro, C., Capellán-Pérez, I., (2020). Standard, Point of Use, and Extended Energy Return on Energy 

Invested (EROI) from Comprehensive Material Requirements of Present Global Wind, Solar, and Hydro 

https://www.eolss.net/ebooklib/sc_cart.aspx?File=E6-107-32


SOLAR CO-GENERATION OF ELECTRICITY AND WATER, LARGE SCALE PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEMS - Review and 
Assessment of Sustainable Limits to The Global Solar Electric Potential - Iñigo Capellán-Pérez, Carlos de Castro 

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS) 

Power Technologies. Energies 13, 3036. https://doi.org/10.3390/en13123036 [Review of EROI concept 

and computation of the EROI of the most relevant RES following a bottom-up mineral intensity-based 

method] 

de Castro, C., Capellán-Pérez, I., (2018). Concentrated Solar Power: Actual Performance and Foreseeable 

Future in High Penetration Scenarios of Renewable Energies. Biophys Econ Resour Qual 3, 14. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s41247-018-0043-6 [Estimation of EROI for CSP taking into account real 

performance of operating plants] 

de Castro, C., Mediavilla, M., Miguel, L.J., Frechoso, F., (2013). Global solar electric potential: A review 

of their technical and sustainable limits. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 28, 824–835. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2013.08.040 [Assessment taking a top-down methodology that takes into 

account real present and foreseeable future efficiencies and surface occupation of technologies, land 

competence and other limits such as mineral reserves] 

de Vries, B.J.M., van Vuuren, D.P., Hoogwijk, M.M., (2007). Renewable energy sources: Their global 

potential for the first-half of the 21st century at a global level: An integrated approach. Energy Policy 35, 

2590–2610. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2006.09.002 [This paper investigates the potential for wind, 

solar PV and biomass to deliver energy, focusing on land opportunities and constraints and on production 

costs as a function of resource availability and depletion and of innovation dynamics under uncertainty] 

Deng, Y., Cornelissen, S., Klaus, S., Blok, K., van der Leun, K., (2011). The Ecofys energy scenario, 

Ecofys. ed. WWF. [Development of a global energy transition scenario to renewables] 

Deng, Y.Y., Haigh, M., Pouwels, W., Ramaekers, L., Brandsma, R., Schimschar, S., Grözinger, J., de 

Jager, D., (2015). Quantifying a realistic, worldwide wind and solar electricity supply. Global 

Environmental Change 31, 239–252. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2015.01.005 [This paper 

presents the ranges of realistic potential supply for solar and wind electricity, using a detailed grid level 

analysis covering the whole world at country level] 

Dinesh, H., Pearce, J.M., (2016). The potential of agrivoltaic systems. Renewable and Sustainable Energy 

Reviews 54, 299–308. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.10.024 [Review of the state of the art of 

agrivoltaic systems] 

Dupont, E., Koppelaar, R., Jeanmart, H., 2018. Global available wind energy with physical and energy 

return on investment constraints. Applied Energy 209, 322–338. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2017.09.085 [Estimation of wind potential depending on EROI 

estimates] 

Dupont, E., Koppelaar, R., Jeanmart, H., (2020). Global available solar energy under physical and energy 

return on investment constraints. Applied Energy 257, 113968. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.113968 [Study computing global and regional solar potential 

account four constraints: land-use, solar irradiation, solar-to-electric technology, and net energy] 

Fthenakis, V., Kim, H.C., (2010). Life-cycle uses of water in US electricity generation. Renewable and 

Sustainable Energy Reviews 14, 2039–2048 [Water use by the electric power industry] 

Graebig, M., Bringezu, S., Fenner, R., (2010). Comparative analysis of environmental impacts of maize–

biogas and photovoltaics on a land use basis. Solar Energy 84, 1255–1263. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.solener.2010.04.002 [Ground-mounted photovoltaics and the maize–biogas-

electricity route are compared with regard to their potential to mitigate environmental pressure trough 

lifecycle assessment] 

Hertwich, E.G., Gibon, T., Bouman, E.A., Arvesen, A., Suh, S., Heath, G.A., Bergesen, J.D., Ramirez, 

A., Vega, M.I., Shi, L., (2015). Integrated life-cycle assessment of electricity-supply scenarios confirms 

global environmental benefit of low-carbon technologies. PNAS 112, 6277–6282. 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1312753111 [Lifecycle analysis of a diversity of electricity generation 

Technologies, focusing on different PV subtechnologies] 

Hofman, Y., de Jager, D., Molenbroek, E., Schilling, F., Voogt, M., (2002). The potential of solar 

electricity to reduce CO2 emissions, Utrecht, Ecofys (Report for the Executive Committee of the IEA 

Greenhouse Gas R&D Programme No. PH4/14). Ecofys, Utrecht. [Report focusing on the potential of 

solar electricity to reduce CO2 emissions] 



SOLAR CO-GENERATION OF ELECTRICITY AND WATER, LARGE SCALE PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEMS - Review and 
Assessment of Sustainable Limits to The Global Solar Electric Potential - Iñigo Capellán-Pérez, Carlos de Castro 

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS) 

Hoogwijk, M., Graus, W., (2008). Global potential of renewable energy sources: a literature assessment. 

Background report prepared by order of REN21. Ecofys, PECSNL072975. [Assessment of the global 

potential of RES, improved version from the 2004 PhD] 

Hoogwijk, M.M., (2004). On the global and regional potential of renewable energy sources (PhD Thesis). 

Utrecht University. [Assessment of the global potential of RES] 

IPCC, (2011). Special Report on Renewable Energy Sources and Climate Change Mitigation. Cambridge 

University Press, United Kingdom and New York (USA). [Special report from the IPCC focusing on the 

renewable energy sources, very comprehensive literature review at the time] 

Jacobson, M.Z., 2009. Review of solutions to global warming, air pollution, and energy security. Energy 

& Environmental Science 2, 148–173. https://doi.org/10.1039/B809990C [Literature review covering 

electricty, liquid fuel and vehicles, including potentials for RES.] 

Jacobson, M.Z., Delucchi, M.A., (2011). Providing all global energy with wind, water, and solar power, 

Part I: Technologies, energy resources, quantities and areas of infrastructure, and materials. Energy Policy 

39, 1154–1169. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2010.11.040 [Development of a scenario to provide 100% 

energy demand with RES] 

Kis, Z., Pandya, N., Koppelaar, R.H.E.M., (2018). Electricity generation technologies: Comparison of 

materials use, energy return on investment, jobs creation and CO2 emissions reduction. Energy Policy 

120, 144–157. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2018.05.033 [Comparison of materials use, energy return 

on investment, jobs creation and CO2 emissions reduction for electricity generation technologies applying 

lifecycle assessment] 

Krewitt, W., Nienhaus, K., Kleßmann, C., Capone, C., Stricker, E., Graus, W., Hoogwijk, M., 

Supersberger, N., von Winterfeld, U., Samadi, S., (2009). Role and potential of renewable energy and 

energy efficiency for global energy supply. ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH OF THE GERMAN 

FEDERAL MINISTRY OF THE ENVIRONMENT, NATURE CONSERVATION AND NUCLEAR 

SAFETY 18/2009, 336. [Report estimating global potentials for RES and energy efficiency] 

Ludin, N.A., Mustafa, N.I., Hanafiah, M.M., Ibrahim, M.A., Asri Mat Teridi, M., Sepeai, S., Zaharim, A., 

Sopian, K., (2018). Prospects of life cycle assessment of renewable energy from solar photovoltaic 

technologies: A review. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 96, 11–28. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.07.048 [Literature review of the cumulative energy demand, energy 

payback time and GHG emissions of solar PV from lifecycle analyses] 

Noorollahi, E., Fadai, D., Akbarpour Shirazi, M., Ghodsipour, S.H., (2016). Land Suitability Analysis for 

Solar Farms Exploitation Using GIS and Fuzzy Analytic Hierarchy Process (FAHP)—A Case Study of 

Iran. Energies 9, 643. https://doi.org/10.3390/en9080643 [Development of a map of prioritization of 

different regions of Iran for exploiting solar photovoltaic (PV) plants applying fuzzy analytical hierarchy 

process and overlaying 11 criteria] 

Ong, S., Campbell, C., Denholm, P., Margolis, R., Heath, G., (2013). Land-use requirements for solar 

power plants in the United States. Golden, CO: National Renewable Energy Laboratory. [Land-use 

requirements for solar power plants in the United States applying different methods and data] 

Papagianni, S., Adam, A., Ólafsdóttir, A.H., Sverdrup, H.U., Samsó, R., Batas-Bjelic, I., Capellán-Pérez, 

I., De Castro, C., (2020). Module of energy resources availability (LOCOMOTION DELIVERABLE 

https://www.locomotion-h2020.eu/ No. D7.2). LOCOMOTION h2020, Valladolid, Spain. [Project 

deliverable dedicated to the estimation of the techno-sustainable potential of RES for the regions of the 

IAM being developed in  the project] 

Pihl, E., Kushnir, D., Sandén, B., Johnsson, F., (2012). Material constraints for concentrating solar 

thermal power. Energy, Integration and Energy System Engineering, European Symposium on Computer-

Aided Process Engineering 2011 44, 944–954. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2012.04.057 [Material 

intensities for CSP power plants] 

Raugei, M., (2019). Net energy analysis must not compare apples and oranges. Nature Energy 4, 86. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-019-0327-0 [Comment highlighting the need of comparing EROI at the 

same boundary levels for consistent comparisons] 



SOLAR CO-GENERATION OF ELECTRICITY AND WATER, LARGE SCALE PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEMS - Review and 
Assessment of Sustainable Limits to The Global Solar Electric Potential - Iñigo Capellán-Pérez, Carlos de Castro 

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS) 

Raugei, M., Leccisi, E., (2016). A comprehensive assessment of the energy performance of the full range 

of electricity generation technologies deployed in the United Kingdom. Energy Policy 90, 46–59. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.12.011 [Comprehensive and internally consistent assessment of the 

energy performance of the full range of electricity production technologies in the United Kingdom, 

integrating the viewpoints offered by net energy analysis and lifecycle assessment.] 

Richardson, M., Crosby, J., Wilson, B., Aiuto, D., Alonso, A., Dallmeier, F., Golinski, G., (2017). A 

review of the impact of pipelines and power lines on biodiversity and strategies for mitigation. 

Biodiversity & Conservation 26, 1801–1815. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-017-1341-9 [Literature 

review of the impact of pipelines and power lines on loss of habitats and disruption of landscape 

connectivity and options to mitigate them.] 

Sánchez-Zapata, J.A., Clavero, M., Carrete, M., DeVault, T.L., Hermoso, V., Losada, M.A., Polo, M.J., 

Sánchez-Navarro, S., Pérez-García, J.M., Botella, F., Ibáñez, C., Donázar, J.A., (2016). Effects of 

Renewable Energy Production and Infrastructure on Wildlife, in: Mateo, R., Arroyo, B., Garcia, J.T. 

(Eds.), Current Trends in Wildlife Research, Wildlife Research Monographs. Springer International 

Publishing, Cham, pp. 97–123. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-27912-1_5 [Review study about the 

state-of-the-art of the impacts of renewable energy generation facilities as well as transportation and 

distribution grids on wildlife (fauna & flora)] 

Sarah, K.E., Roland, U., C, O.E.N., (2020). A Review of Solar Photovoltaic Technologies. International 

Journal of Engineering Research & Technology 9. http://dx.doi.org/10.17577/IJERTV9IS070244 

[Review study describing the different PV technologies] 

Schindler, J., Zittel, W., (2007). Alternative World energy outlook 2006: a possible path towards a 

sustainable future. Advances in Solar Energy: Volume 17: An Annual Review of Research and 

Development in Renewable Energy Technologies 17, 1–44. [Based on a critic to the World Energy 

Outlook from the IEA, the authors develop an alternative approach including the estimation of the real 

potential of renewable energies in a scenario called ‗Alternative World Energy Outlook 2006‘] 

Smil, V., (2015). Power Density: A Key to Understanding Energy Sources and Uses. The MIT Press, 

Cambridge, Massachusetts. [Book focusing on the indicator of power density from the point of view of 

supply for different energy generation technologies, as well as from the side of demand] 

Sonter, L.J., Dade, M.C., Watson, J.E.M., Valenta, R.K., (2020). Renewable energy production will 

exacerbate mining threats to biodiversity. Nature Communications 11, 4174. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-17928-5 [Mapping of mining areas and assessment of their their 

spatial coincidence globally with biodiversity conservation sites and priorities.] 

Sorensen, B., Kuemmel, B., Meibom, P., (1999). Long-term scenarios for global energy demand and 

supply: four global greenhouse mitigation scenarios (No. 359), IMFUFA Texts. Roskilde Universitet 

Institute 2, Roskilde, Denmark. [Study developing global GHG mitigation scenarios including the 

potential of RES] 

Steffen, W., Richardson, K., Rockström, J., Cornell, S.E., Fetzer, I., Bennett, E.M., Biggs, R., Carpenter, 

S.R., Vries, W. de, Wit, C.A. de, Folke, C., Gerten, D., Heinke, J., Mace, G.M., Persson, L.M., 

Ramanathan, V., Reyers, B., Sörlin, S., (2015). Planetary boundaries: Guiding human development on a 

changing planet. Science 347, 1259855. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1259855 [Second overarching 

publication of the Planetary Boundaries framework after Rockström et al 2009] 

Sverdrup, H.U., Olafsdottir, A.H., (2019). Assessing the Long-Term Global Sustainability of the 

Production and Supply for Stainless Steel. Biophys Econ Resour Qual 4, 8. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s41247-019-0056-9 [Application of the integrated systems dynamics model 

WORLD6 to assess long-term supply of stainless steel to society with consideration of the available 

extractable amount of raw materials] 

Trieb, F., Schillings, C., O‘sullivan, M., Pregger, T., Hoyer-Klick, C., (2009). Global potential of 

concentrating solar power. German Aerospace Centre (DLR). [Analysis of the technical potential of 

concentrating solar power (CSP) on a global scale using spatial data]. 

Valero, Alicia, Valero, Antonio, Calvo, G., Ortego, A., (2018). Material bottlenecks in the future 

development of green technologies. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 93, 178–200. 



SOLAR CO-GENERATION OF ELECTRICITY AND WATER, LARGE SCALE PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEMS - Review and 
Assessment of Sustainable Limits to The Global Solar Electric Potential - Iñigo Capellán-Pérez, Carlos de Castro 

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS) 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.05.041 [Material intensities of different green technologies and impact 

assessment of a Green transition scenario collated from projections from the literature] 

Van de Ven, D.-J., Capellán-Pérez, I., Arto, I., Cazcarro, I., De Castro, C., Patel, P., González-Eguino, 

M., (2021). The potential land requirements and related land use change emissions of solar energy. 

Scientific Reports 11, 2907. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-82042-5 [Study estimating the potential 

solar land requirements and related land use change emissions are computed for the EU, India, Japan and 

South Korea. It uses a novel method within an integrated assessment model which links socioeconomic, 

energy, land and climate systems.] 

Van de Ven, D.-J., Cazcarro, I., (2020). Efectos en el medio rural de la energía solar y bioenergética en 

los escenarios de descarbonización de España para 2050. Papeles de Energía 9. [As the previous work 

but focused on Spain] 

WBGU, (2003). World in Transition. Towards Sustainable Energy Systems, EARTHSCAN. ed. German 

Advisory Council on Global Change (WBGU), London (UK) and Sterling, VA (USA). [A very 

comprehensive work covering all the social and technical issues related to the energy transition, including 

the estimation of potentials for RES.] 

Zhang, H.L., Baeyens, J., Degrève, J., Cacères, G., (2013). Concentrated solar power plants: Review and 

design methodology. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 22, 466–481. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2013.01.032 [Review of CSP technologies] 

 

Biographical Sketches 

 

Dr. Iñigo Capellán-Pérez: Industrial Engineer from the University of Valladolid (Spain) and ENSAM 

Arts et Métiers Paris-Tech (France). Holds a MSc. in ―Electrical Energy and Sustainable Development‖ 

(ENSAM Lille, 2008) and a PhD in Economics with the dissertation ―Development and Application of 

Environmental Assessment Modelling Towards Sustainability‖ (University of the Basque Country, Spain, 

2016). His research interests focus on the analysis and modeling of the energy-economy-environment 

systems, the transition to renewable energies in the context of the depletion of fossil fuels and climate 

mitigation and the technical and social transformations towards sustainability. As a member of GEEDS 

(Group of Energy, Economy and System Dynamics, https://geeds.eu) he has contributed to the 

development of the MEDEAS suite of Integrated Assessment Models directed to study of the replacement 

of fossil fuels and nuclear by renewable sources and the related socioeconomic and technical 

implications. He has contributed to several books and has published more than 50 papers in international 

journals and conferences, as well as participated in several national and EU-level h2020 projects, notably 

as Scientific Coordinator of the h2020 LOCOMOTION project developing the new IAM ―Within Limits‖ 

WILIAM (https://www.locomotion-h2020.eu/).  

Dr. Carlos de Castro is an associate professor at the Applied Physics Department of the University of 

Valladolid (Spain) and holds a PhD on Control System Engineering (University of Valladolid). His 

present interests are oriented towards system dynamics and global energy resources. Having been 

involved in past years with a number of R&D projects in the field of modelling, Integrated Assessment 

Models, estimation of energy resources potential and system dynamics he has gained an experience on the 

energy sector and system modelling. In the last ten years, he has oriented her research towards system 

dynamics, using this methodology to study the depletion of fossil fuels and the possibilities of 

technological substitution by renewable energies. As a member of GEEDS (Group of Energy, Economy 

and System Dynamics, https://geeds.eu) he has contributed to the development of the MEDEAS suite of 

Integrated Assessment Models directed to study of the replacement of fossil fuels and nuclear by 

renewable sources and the related socioeconomic and technical implications. He has published some 

books and more than 20 papers in international journals and conferences. He also has participated in 

international and national forums, oriented towards research as well as to scientific knowledge 

dissemination. 

 

 

 



SOLAR CO-GENERATION OF ELECTRICITY AND WATER, LARGE SCALE PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEMS - Review and 
Assessment of Sustainable Limits to The Global Solar Electric Potential - Iñigo Capellán-Pérez, Carlos de Castro 

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

To cite this chapter  

 

Iñigo Capellán-Pérez, Carlos de Castro, (2022), REVIEW AND ASSESSMENT OF SUSTAINABLE 

LIMITS TO THE GLOBAL SOLAR ELECTRIC POTENTIAL, in Solar Co-Generation of Electricity 

and Water, Large Scale Photovoltaic Systems in Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS), 

Developed Under The Auspices Of The Unesco, Eolss Publishers, Paris, France, [https://www.eolss.net]  
 


