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Client and consultant teams

The client team included the following 18 London boroughs: 

Barking & Dagenham / Be First

Barnet

Camden

Ealing

Enfield

Greenwich

Hackney

Haringey

Harrow

Havering

Hounslow

Kensington and Chelsea

Merton

Sutton

Tower Hamlets

Waltham Forest

Wandsworth

Westminster

We wanted to thank all officers for their collaboration throughout this  
project. Energy and carbon policies rely heavily on the tools being 
used to evidence that they can be achieved (technically and 
financially). We are very grateful for the efforts made by everyone to 
understand the extensive (and sometimes confusing) energy and 
carbon modelling results we have shared.

The consultant team includes five different organisations who have 
previously collaborated on a range of net zero guidance and policy 
work. It includes architects, engineers, cost consultants and energy 
specialists. It brings together a diverse set of skills with a shared ethos 
of collaboration, practicality, and commitment to accelerate the 
reduction of carbon emissions from buildings.

Clare Murray

Rania Kapitani

Gina Windley

Clara Bagenal George

Zeina Krayim

Iraklis Stivachtaris

Claire Das Bhaumik

Susie Diamond

Marcus Haydon

Adam MacTavish

Andrea Carvajal

Ed Cremin

Oyin Idowu

Kate Millen

Thomas Lefevre
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The main purpose of this document is to to constitute a technical 
evidence base to inform the policy making process for planning 
officers in the 18 London boroughs who participated in this study. 

It considers two main indicative policy options in order to contribute 
to the development of a common and coherent policy direction, in 
conformity with the London Plan. 

This document is about the future, not the past

This document was triggered by the latest edition of the building 
regulations for new buildings (Part L 2021) and the need for London 
boroughs to update their current energy and carbon planning policy 
targets. It also considers three scales of regulations/policy for which 
the landscape is likely to change in the next 3 -4 years:

Å National level : Part L 2021 has been introduced in 2022 and should 
be replaced by the Future Homes Standard and the Future 
Building Standard in 2025.

Å Regional level: The GLA published new Energy Assessment 
Guidance in 2022. At the time of writing there is no plan to update 
the London Plan in the short to medium term.

Å London borough level : each of the 18 London boroughs 
participating in this study are at different stages of the 
development of their Local Plan.  

Scope and limitations

The scope of this study is to provide a robust evidence base in 
relation to energy use and carbon emission modelling for eight 
common building types in London. Although potential policy wording 
has been provided to assist planning policy officers in translating the 
technical findings into potential policy targets, this is not a policy 
document. It should not be used either as a criticism of current 
éÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» éÚÍÆsĜ [Ö}ćÚþ ĊÚ ËēāĊÆ´Ĝ ÆÖ}ÆęÆ}ē[Í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»āû ´[ÆÍēþ§ ĊÚ sÚÑéÍĜ 
with it. Finally, the recommendations do not limit what planning 
applications can deliver: some schemes will be able to go further.

Important note about this document, its purpose, its scope and its limitations

National

2023 2024 2025 2026

New Building Regulations 
Part L 2021 is implemented 

The Future Homes 
Standard and Future 
Building Standard are 
scheduled to come 
into force in 2025

An overhauled new version 
of SAP is being developed 
(domestic buildings)

EPCs could be reformed

A new version of NCM/SBEM 
may be developed

Greater London Authority 

The current London 
Plan has been 
adopted in 2021

Figure 0.1 Ōverview of potential changes to the national and regional policy landscape in the 
next 3 years 

20222021

The new GLA Energy 
Guidance (2022) and 
spreadsheet are 
implemented
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1.0

The 2019 study

Towards Net Zero Carbon: 

Achieving greater carbon reductions on site
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Greater carbon reduction on site are preferable to offsetting

In 2019, all London boroughs had a planning policy requiring new 
buildings to achieve a minimum 35% carbon reduction over Part L 
2013 on-site complemented with a requirement to offset the residual 
regulated carbon emissions at a carbon price of £60 -£95/tCO 2. 
Unfortunately, a few boroughs concluded from the applications they 
were receiving that not enough new buildings were seeking further 
carbon reduction on -site beyond the minimum requirement, and that 
s[þiÚÖ Ú´´ā§ĊĊÆÖ» Ě[ā þ§ÍÆ§} ÚÖ ĊÚÚ Ã§[ęÆÍĜ ĊÚ [sÃÆ§ę§ úzero 
(regulated) carbonûî LÃ§þ§´Úþ§z ĊÃ§ :ÚÖ}ÚÖ iÚþÚē»Ãā Ú´ &[þÌÆÖ» b 
Dagenham, Ealing, Greenwich, Haringey and the City of Westminster 
appointed Currie & Brown, Elementa, Levitt Bernstein and Etude in 
2019 to investigate how the carbon offset price could be used to 
incentivise greater carbon reductions on -site. 

Methodology and recommendations

Extensive energy and cost modelling on several types of domestic 
and non-domestic buildings was undertaken. Three building fabric 
scenarios and four heating systems were modelled, with and without 
PV panels for six building archetypes. The findings were used to 
understand the cost and carbon emission reductions associated with 
different combinations, and various offsetting pricing scenarios were 
then developed to incentivise on -site carbon emission reduction.  

The study demonstrated that due to the decarbonisation of the 
electricity grid, for the same specifications, a greater improvement 
Úę§þ G[þĊ : Ě[ā [sÃÆ§ę§} ĚÆĊÃ ÖÚ §ěĊþ[ §´´ÚþĊćsÚāĊ ëÆî§î úĆĢí Æā ĊÃ§ Ö§Ě 
Č¶íûìî LÃ§ āĊē}Ĝ [ÍāÚ sÚÖsÍē}§} ĊÃ[Ċ [ s[þiÚÖ Ú´´ā§Ċ éþÆs§ Ú´ ĉĆĢ-
£95/tCO 2 was not sufficient for local authorities to deliver the 
required carbon savings off -site. A price of at least £300/tCO 2 was 
recommended. A stepped carbon offset price was also proposed to 
discourage carbon offsetting as much as possible (please refer to the 
þ§éÚþĊûā §ě§sēĊÆę§ āēÑÑ[þĜ ´Úþ ´ēþĊÃ§þ }§Ċ[ÆÍāìî 0ÆÖ[ÍÍĜz ĊÃ§ Ċ§[Ñ 
outlined a potential alternative to the Part L policy framework using 
Energy Use Intensity (EUI) and predictive energy modelling. 

Summary of the 2019 study - Towards Net Zero Carbon: Achieving greater carbon reductions on site

Figure 1.1 *̄ěĊþ[sĊā Ú´ úLÚĚ[þ}ā =§Ċ Y§þÚ '[þiÚÖ Āchieving greater carbon reductions on 
āÆĊ§y ĊÃ§ þÚÍ§ Ú´ s[þiÚÖ éþÆsÆÖ»û ēÖ}§þĊ[Ì§Ö ÆÖ đĢá×î 

1.0  The 2019 Cost of Carbon report
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2.0

Summary and analysis of notable reports 
and evidence published since 2019  
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The last four years since the publication of the 2019 
Towards Net Zero Carbon study have seen a 
significant number of changes at international, 
national, regional and local levels with new 
legislation, policy and guidance on Net Zero 
Carbon and new buildings. They are summarised in 
this section.

It also highlights emerging regulations and industry 
standards, as well as other important 
considerations, including fuel poverty and energy 
costs.

2.1

New carbon 
reduction 
commitments 
since 2019 

2.2 

New building 
regulations: 
Part L 2021

2.3 

New policies, 
guidance and 
evidence bases 
published since 
2019

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  

2.4 

Emerging 
regulations 
and industry 
standards

2.5

Other important 
considerations
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2.1

New carbon reduction commitments since 2019 

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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There is a climate emergency

There is overwhelming scientific consensus that significant climate 
change is happening. This is evidenced in the latest assessment of the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC AR6). The IPCC 
special report published in 2022 on the impacts of global warming of 
1.5°C above pre-industrial levels highlights the urgency for action.

National commitment

LÃ§ N9ûā Ö[ĊÆÚÖ[Í sÚÑÑÆĊÑ§ÖĊ Æā ā§Ċ ĊÃþÚē»Ã ĊÃ§ 'ÍÆÑ[Ċ§ 'Ã[Ö»§ ǀsĊ 
2008, which was updated in 2019. It legislates that the UK must be 
net zero carbon by 2050 and sets a system of carbon budgets to 
ensure that the UK does not emit more than its allowance in the next 
27 years. This legal requirement is underpinned by the Climate 
'Ã[Ö»§ 'ÚÑÑÆĊĊ§§ûā þ§éÚþĊ ú=§Ċ Y§þÚy LÃ§ N9ûā 'ÚÖĊþÆiēĊÆÚÖ ĊÚ 
Stopping Global Warming ûî 

The concept of carbon budgets is absolutely critical to understand: 
Net Zero is not only about a destination: a very significant and fast 
required decarbonisation pathway is needed from now on.

Achieving Net Zero Carbon

Key measures identified by the Climate Change Committee (CCC) 
include:

Å 100% low carbon electricity by 2050

Å Ultra-efficient new homes and non -domestic buildings

Å Low carbon heat to all but the most difficult to treat buildings

Å Ambitious programme of retrofit of existing buildings

Å Complete electrification of small vehicles

Å Large reduction in waste and zero biodegradable waste to landfill

Å Significant afforestation and restoration of land, including 
peatland. 

The urgency is even greater now than it was in 2019: Net Zero by 2050 and carbon budgets

Estimation of remaining global carbon 
budget (from 2020) for a chance of 
limiting temperature rises to below 
1.7°C (Source: Tyndall Centre)

1.5-2°C The maximum 

temperature rise above pre -
industrial levels the IPCC 
recommends. 

4-5°C the temperature 

rise we are likely to see if 
we continue on a business 
as usualpath

The number of years it would take 
to consume our entire global 
carbon budget at current global 
emissions rates for a good chance 
of limiting temperature rises to 
below 1.5°C

10-14 years900,000 MtCO 2

1°C The temperature 

rise already created

CO2

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  

Figure 2.1 L̄atest IPCC report and the associated targeted limit on global warming: 1.5 -2°C  

Figure 2.2 T̄he remaining global carbon budget is not significant. We need to reduce annual 
emissions sharply and quickly if we do not want to spend it in the next 10 -14 years.
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Achieving Net Zero Carbon by 2030 

The London Environment Strategy and the 1.5 °C compatible Climate 
Action Plan, both published in 2018, set out pathways towards Net 
Zero London by 2050. However, in light of the science which has 
shown the need for urgent action, the Mayor of London has declared 
a climate emergency and has brought forward by 20 years the target 
for London to be Net Zero, which must now be achieved by 2030. 

London Net Zero 2030: an updated pathway

The GLA has commissioned experts at Element Energy to analyse 
pathways for London to reach Net Zero by 2030. Their report 
úAnalysis of a Net Zero 2030 Target for Greater Londonû Ě[ā 
published in 2022 and explores four possible pathways that London 
could take. Based on this analysis, the Mayor of London adopted the 
Accelerated Green pathway as the preferred pathway for London. It 
now replaces the previous trajectory in the 1.5 °C Plan.

The new London Net Zero pathway (Accelerated Green)

This pathway aims to reduce baseline emissions (30MtCO2/yr in 2020) 
by more than 65% by 2030 down to 10MtCO 2/yr. Key features of this 
pathway for buildings include:

Å 40% reduction in heat demand of buildings

Å 200,000 homes retrofit each year, to achieve average EPC B or 
65kWh/m2/yr

Å Gas boilers in new developments banned by 2025

Å Gas boiler replacements banned by 2026 (with exceptions in areas 
expected to remain connected to the grid using biomethane)

Å 2.2 million heat pumps by 2030, including 284,000 in 2028 alone, 
60% of homes supplied with low carbon heat by 2030

Å 1.5GW of PV generation by 2030 and 3.9GW by 2050

The new London Net Zero pathway 

Figure 2.3 -*Í§Ñ§ÖĊ *Ö§þ»Ĝ þ§éÚþĊy úǀÖ[ÍĜāÆā Ú´ [ =§Ċ Y§þÚ đĢČĢ L[þ»§Ċ ´Úþ 1þ§[Ċ§þ :ÚÖ}ÚÖû ëđĢđđì 
[Ö} ĊÃ§ 1:ǀûā þ§āéÚÖā§ ĊÚ ĊÃ§ þ§éÚþĊy ú:ÚÖ}ÚÖ =§Ċ Y§þÚ đĢČĢy ǀÖ Né}[Ċ§} G[ĊÃĚ[Ĝû ëđĢđđì

Figure 2.4 - Four pathways were considered by Element Energy and the Mayor of London 
[}ÚéĊ§} ĊÃ§ úǀss§Í§þ[Ċ§} 1þ§§Öû é[ĊÃĚ[Ĝz āÃÚĚÖ [iÚę§ ĚÆĊÃ [ iÍē§ }ÚĊĊ§} ÍÆÖ§î 3Ċ āÃÚĚā ÃÚĚ 
decisive action is required over the next 10 years.

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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Most London boroughs have declared a climate emergency

30 of the 32 London boroughs and the City of London have declared 
a climate emergency. According to London Councils, as of January 
2022, 22 boroughs have fully published Climate Action Plans (CAPs) 
and 6 boroughs have published drafts. A further 5 boroughs have 
CAPs in development, meaning that all boroughs have already 
published or intend to publish a Climate Action Plan.

Summary of commitments for new buildings

The key commitments of the CAPs relevant to new buildings include:

Å All boroughs are committed to achieve the energy efficiency 
targets proposed by the London Plan as a minimum (i.e. 35% 
reduction over Part L 2013) and a few boroughs acknowledge the 
need to include Net Zero Carbon targets within the planning 
requirements. Furthermore, two boroughs are committed to 
explore exemplar energy efficiency solutions including Passivhaus, 
whilst two others indicate a commitment to Energy Use Intensity 
(EUI) targets for new dwellings. 

Å Although all boroughs show concern about the emissions 
generated by fossil fuels and mention the electrification of heat as 
part of their solutions for decarbonisation, only 5 CAPs pledge to 
prohibit the installation of gas boilers in new developments and 
only 1 commits to phasing out gas -fired CHPs.

Å A requirement for new developments to include sources of low 
carbon energy is included in many CAPs with only one making a 
direct reference to air source heat pumps. 

Å Increasing solar capacity is highlighted in a few CAPs, however 
there is no direct link with a requirement for PV installation on new 
developments.

LÃ§ :ÚÖ}ÚÖ iÚþÚē»Ãāû sēþþ§ÖĊ sÍÆÑ[Ċ§ sÃ[Ö»§ sÚÑÑÆĊÑ§ÖĊā

Figure 2.6 - Summary of key commitments relevant to new buildings included in the Climate Action Plans of 
the 18 participant London boroughs

Figure 2.5 T̄he vast majority of London boroughs have declared a climate emergency

All boroughs are committed to the GLA 35% 
minimum improvement over Part L 2013 requirement

2 boroughs consider requiring Passivhausstandards
2 boroughs consider implementing EUI targets 

5 boroughs pledge to ban gas boilers in new buildings

1 borough pledges to phase out gas -fired CHP

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  

Boroughs committed to net 
zero carbon or carbon neutral
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2.2

New building regulations: Part L 2021

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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Since the initial study was undertaken in 2019, Part L1A of the 
building regulations covering new dwellings has changed. The new 
regulations have come into force in 2022 and are estimated to reduce 
regulated CO 2 emissions by approximately 31% compared with the 
previous version of the building regulations (i.e. Part L1A 2013). 
Additionally, the SAP methodology used to calculate compliance for 
Part L has also been updated: SAP 10.2 has been released.

Main changes in Part L1A 2021

The list below summarises the key changes and new requirements set 
by Part L1A 2021:

Å Primary energy use T̄his is a new requirement to comply with and 
is set using the notional building approach. Primary energy use 
relates to how much delivered energy is required by the new 
home; it is then converted (using primary energy factors) into 
primary energy. This is reported as kWh/m 2.year.

Å Carbon factors T̄he carbon factors have been updated, and 
electricity has dropped to 0.136 kgCO 2/kWh which is 74% lower 
than the electricity carbon factor in Part L 2013 (i.e. 0.519 
kgCO2/kWh), and lower than gas (i.e. 0.210 kgCO2/kWh). The 
implication is that electric modes of heating (e.g. heat pumps, 
direct electric) are now much lower carbon than fossil fuel heating 
(e.g. gas boilers). 

Å I§ęÆā§} øÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Íù iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖ T̄he assumptions used 
for the notional dwelling to derive the Target Emission Rate (TER) 
have been revised. The most significant change is that PVs and 
Waste Water Heat Recovery are assumed in the notional building. 

Å Continuity of insulation T̄here is now a requirement to clearly 
identify the insulation layer on drawings to ensure the insulation 
layer is continuous, buildable and robust. 

Å Evidence for as-built SAP calculations ̄ There is now an onus on 
providing photographic evidence to demonstrate construction 
quality in order to reduce the performance gap.

Part L1A 2021 for domestic buildings

Figure 2.6 - Part L 2021 ̄ Conservation of fuel and power V̄olume 1: Dwellings 

Target fabric energy efficiency rate - kWh/m2.yr

TER DER

Target carbon emissions rate ̄ kgCO2/m 2.yr

TFEE DFEE

TPER DPER

Primary energy rate - kWh/m2.yr

Summary of key criteria (T = Target ̄ D = Dwelling) 

Figure 2.7 - New dwellings must comply with the energy and carbon requirements highlighted above. 

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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Part L2A of the building regulations covering buildings other than 
dwellings has also been updated. The new regulations are estimated 
to reduce regulated CO 2 emission by approximately 27% compared 
to the previous version of the building regulations for new non -
domestic buildings (Part L2A 2013).

Main changes in Part L2A 2021

The list below summarises the key changes and new requirements set 
by Part L2A 2021:

Å Primary energy use T̄his is a new requirement to comply with. 
Primary energy use relates to how much energy is required by the 
new building; it is then converted (using primary energy factors) 
into primary energy. This is reported as kWh/m2.year.

Å Carbon factors T̄he carbon factors have been updated, and 
electricity has dropped to 0.136 kgCO 2/kWh which is 74% lower 
than the electricity carbon factor in Part L 2013 (i.e. 0.519 
kgCO22/kWh), and lower than gas (i.e. 0.210 kgCO2/kWh). The 
implication is that electric modes of heating (e.g. heat pumps, 
direct electric) are now much lower carbon than fossil fuel heating 
(e.g. gas boilers). 

Å I§ęÆā§} øÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Íù iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖ ëL*Iì T̄he assumptions 
used for the notional building to derive the Target Emission Rate 
(TER) have been revised. This includes uplifts to fabric 
performance, heating, hot water, ventilation, lighting and controls. 
PVs are also now included in the notional building if heat pumps 
are not used for heating.

Å Hot water demand N̄ew high and low classifications are applied 
to certain activity types. This dictates the performance, storage 
and circulation used in the notional.

Å Predictive energy modelling T̄here is now a requirement for new 
non-domestic buildings over a certain size to predict operational 
energy at design stage, taking into account all metered loads, 
including unregulated energy.

Part L2A 2021 for non-domestic buildings

Target carbon emissions rate ̄ kgCO2/m 2

TPER BPER

Primary energy rate - kWh/m2

TER BER

Figure 2.8 - Part L 2021 ̄ Conservation of fuel and power V̄olume 2: Buildings other than dwellings 

Summary of key criteria (T = Target ̄ B = Building) 

Figure 2.9 - New buildings must comply with the energy and carbon requirements highlighted above. 

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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2.3

New policies, guidance and evidence 
bases published since 2019

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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New buildings are currently adding to the problem

Operational carbon emissions associated with new buildings (that meet 
current planning policy) are still very significant. These new buildings 
are not energy efficient enough, they continue to use of fossil fuels for 
heating and hot water in some cases, and they generate very small 
amounts of renewable energy. In summary, they keep adding to the 
problem of climate change and are not compliant with international, 
national and local carbon reduction, as well as with Net Zero 
sÚÑÑÆĊÑ§ÖĊāî LÃ§Ĝ Ì§§é ÚÖ ēāÆÖ» ´[þ ĊÚÚ ÑēsÃ Ú´ :ÚÖ}ÚÖûā s[þiÚÖ 
budgets and that is not sustainable. 

They create a future retrofit burden

If new buildings continue to be designed and built to the current 
standards, they will need to be retrofitted in the next 10 -30 years in 
order to reduce their carbon emissions. For example, any new gas 
boiler will have to be replaced with a low carbon heating system. This 
would be much more expensive than designing and constructing them 
to the right standard now, and this cost would fall mostly on residents, 
local authorities and housing associations.

New buildings compliant with our climate change commitments

New buildings designed and built, today, with available and affordable 
skills, techniques and technologies can be compliant with these climate 
change commitments. In their UK housing: Fit for the future? Report 
the CCC provides clear guidance on what should be expected from 
new buildings from now on and in particular:

Å an ultra-low level of energy use (i.e. 15-20 kWh/m2.yr space heating) 

Å a low carbon heating system. 

=Ú Ú´´ā§ĊĊÆÖ»­ Úþ [ ę§þĜ ÍÆÑÆĊ§} þÚÍ§ ´Úþ ÆĊ

The Climate Change Committee is clear: offsetting must have a very 
limited and defined role if we are to achieve Net Zero by 2050, and it 
should not be relied on as a key mechanism to decarbonise new 
buildings. 

Guidance from the Climate Change Committee (CCC)

Figure 2.10 - Extract from UK Housing: Fit for the Future?  Committee on Climate Change, 2019.

ø=§Ě ÃÚÑ§ā āÃÚēÍ} }§ÍÆę§þ ēÍĊþ[-high 
levels of energy efficiency as soon as 
possible and by 2025 at the latest, 
consistent with a space heat demand of 
15-20 kWh/m2/yr. Designing in these 
features from the start is around one -
fifth of the cost of retrofitting to the 
ā[Ñ§ óē[ÍÆĊĜ [Ö} āĊ[Ö}[þ}îù

Net Zero 
carbon

Renewable energy 
generation

Energy efficiency Low carbon heat

Figure 2.11 - For the Climate Change Committee, energy efficiency and low carbon heat 
represent two key pillars of future buildings compliant with our climate change commitments

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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Industry definitions of Net Zero Carbon

A significant amount of work has been undertaken since 2019 to 
define and articulate the requirements of Net Zero carbon buildings. 
This includes the work undertaken and published by the Climate 
Change Committee (CCC), the Royal Institute of British Architects 
(RIBA), the Chartered Institute of Building Services (CIBSE), the UK 
Green Building Council (UKGBC), the Better Buildings Partnership 
(BBP), the PassivhausTrust, the Good Homes Alliance (GHA) and the 
Low Energy Transformation Initiative (LETI). 

Relevant reports and initiatives include:

Å UKGBC Net Zero Carbon  - A framework definition 

Å LETI Net Zero operational carbon one pager

Å LETI Climate Emergency Design Guide

Å WLCN - Carbon definitions for the built environment 

Å RIBA 2030 Climate Challenge.

The above documents and guidance are consistent in their approach, 
and all have similar metrics that include:

Å Energy Use Intensity (EUI) targets ( kWh/m2/yr)

Å Embodied carbon targets kg CO 2/ m 2 either upfront embodied 
carbon (A1-A5) , lifecycle embodied carbon (A1 -C4) or both.

This study uses the current industry definition of Net Zero Carbon 
(refer to appendix for detailed definition).

Current industry definition of Net Zero buildings

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  

Figure 2.12 - Industry publications on Net Zero 
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A growing evidence base has led to an industry definition

The current definition of a Net Zero Carbon in operation for new 
buildings has been developed by UKGBC, LETI and BBP, and 
supported by the Good Homes Alliance, RIBA and CIBSE. In 
summary, it needs to achieve a low level of space heating demand 
and total energy use, cannot use fossil fuels on site and needs to 
generate renewable energy on -site to match its energy use on an 
annual basis.

1 - Energy efficiency

Buildings use energy for heating, hot water, ventilation, lighting, 
cooking, appliances and equipment. All energy use within the 
iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ÑēāĊ i§ sÚÖāÆ}§þ§} ëÖÚĊ ÚÖÍĜ ùþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}ù §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§ì [Ö} 
need to comply with a maximum value, the Energy Use Intensity (EUI) 
which varies depending on the building type and represents 
ú}§ÍÆę§þ§} §Ö§þ»Ĝû »§Ö§þ[ÍÍĜî

2 - Low carbon heat

Low carbon heat is an essential feature of Net Zero Carbon buildings. 
All new buildings should be built with a low carbon heating system 
and must not connect to the gas network or, more generally, use 
fossil fuels on-site.

3 - Renewable energy generation

New buildings should seek to add at least as much renewable energy 
generation to the energy system as the energy they will use in an 
annual basis. In London, solar photovoltaic (PV) panels will be the 
renewable energy system to deliver this objective.

4 - Embodied carbon

Operational carbon is only part of the story. Net Zero Carbon 
buildings should also minimise embodied carbon in materials and 
their impact throughout their lifecycle, including demolition.

Current industry definition of Net Zero buildings

Figure 2.13 - Ten key requirements for a Net Zero Operation Carbon - A summary

Developed by UKGBC, LETI and BBP, and supported by the Good Homes Alliance, RIBA and 
CIBSE. 

An enlarged version of the adjacent definition can be found in section 13.1 (click on the image 
for a direct link)

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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2.4

Emerging regulations 
and industry standards

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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Another major update to the building regulations is on the way

It is expected that the next revision of Part L will be consulted on in 
mid-2023 and come into force in 2025. This future version of Part L 
(2025) will replace Part L 2021 and is referred to as:

Å the Future Homes Standard for new domestic buildings.

Å the Future Buildings Standard for new non -domestic buildings.

A new version of SAP is also expected to be introduced in 2025.

What can we expect from these future standards?

From a review of the documentation publicly available since 2019, 
further improvements are expected to be proposed. 

Whilst the specifics are yet to be determined by DLUHC, and 
consulted on, it is understood that a home with fossil fuel heating 
(such as gas boilers) will find it very challenging to comply. 
ǀ}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[ÍÍĜz ÆĊ Æā §ěé§sĊ§} ĊÃ[Ċ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ā ĚÆÍÍ Ö§§} ĊÚ i§ úĠ§þÚ s[þiÚÖ 
þ§[}Ĝûz ĚÆĊÃ ÖÚ þ§ĊþÚ´ÆĊ ĚÚþÌ þ§óēÆþ§} ĊÚ i§Ö§´ÆĊ ´þÚÑ ĊÃ§ 
decarbonisation of the electricity grid and the electrification of 
heating. 

There is still no clarity as to whether the standards will require 
compliance with new metrics though, and how evidence of 
compliance will be calculated in general. 

The impact on Future Homes and Future Buildings Standards on this 
study

Although the Future Homes and Future Buildings Standards are 
welcome signs of the ambition to reduce carbon emissions from new 
buildings at Government level, there is not enough information 
available to influence this study significantly.

However, it is important to note that any policy based on Part L 2021 
will need to be revised within the next 3 years to make it relevant to 
Part L 2025.

The Future Homes Standard and the Future Building Standard

2022

Domestic 

Part L 1A 
2021

Part L 2A 
2021

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31 Non-Domestic 

2023

2024

2025

2026

Future 
Homes 

Standard

Future 
Buildings 
Standard
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In 2022 various organisations including BBP, BRE, the Carbon Trust, 
CIBSE, IStructE, LETI, RIBA, RICS, and UKGBC have come together to 
develop a UK wide Net Zero Carbon Building Standard. 

It will provide a rule book to robustly prove that built assets are net 
Ġ§þÚ s[þiÚÖ [Ö} ÆÖ ÍÆÖ§ ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ N9ûā sÍÆÑ[Ċ§ Ċ[þ»§Ċāî It will be aligned 
with the UK's remaining carbon budget and other actions needed by 
the UK built environment to deliver decarbonisation in line with a 
1.5°C pathway. It will also address Whole Life Carbon but not other 
social or environmental impacts such as air quality, health and 
wellbeing, resource scarcity, circular economy, biodiversity, ecology 
and flood risk.

It will provide clarity on how to assess new and existing buildings and 
determine whether they are Net Zero Carbon or not. In itself, it will 
not initially be a certification scheme. However, it is intended that this 
is developed from the NZCBS at a later date.

Sectors

The standard will seek to cover the following sectors, where there is 
enough data available to develop Net Zero targets and limits :

Homes, Offices, Schools, Logistics/Warehouses, Sport & Leisure, 
Retail, Higher Education, Healthcare, Science & Technology, Hotels, 
Commercial, Culture & Entertainment, Heritage and Data centres.

Timescales

This project started in May 2022, with various task and sector groups 
i§»ÆÖÖÆÖ» ĚÚþÌ ÆÖ J§éĊ§Ñi§þ đĢđđî ǀ ús[ÍÍ ´Úþ §ęÆ}§Ös§û éþÚ»þ[ÑÑ§ 
asking for operational energy use and embodied carbon data to be 
submitted to the project, to support the development of net zero 
targets and limits was carried out from Nov 2022 to Jan 2023.

The aim is that a draft version of the Standard will be available for 
consultation in Summer 2023.

The Net Zero Carbon Buildings Standard

Figure 2.15 T̄he UK Net Zero Carbon Building Standard is currently being developed 

The key metrics for the standard are:

Å Energy Use Intensity (EUI) limits (kWh/m2/yr)
Å Upfront (A1-A5) embodied carbon (kg CO2/ m 2))
Å Life cycle (A1-C4) embodied carbon limits (kg CO2/ m 2)

Other metrics s̄uch as space heating/cooling demand and peak 
load āre also to being considered.

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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2.5

Other important considerations

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  
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A growing concern

Energy costs have always been a concern for those affected by fuel 
poverty and it is now a major issue for many Londoners.

The role of new buildings

There are three factors contributing to fuel poverty: energy prices (set 
by the market/energy suppliers), the household income and the 
}Ě§ÍÍÆÖ»ûā §Ö§þ»Ĝ }§Ñ[Ö}î LÃ§ Í[ĊĊ§þ Æā ĊÃ§ ÚÖÍĜ sþÆĊ§þÆÚÖ ĚÃÆsÃ s[Ö 
be positively influenced by the Local Plan and in particular by energy 
efficiency requirements for new buildings.  

The two key benefits of energy efficiency

An energy efficient dwelling would help to reduce energy use in a 
sustainable way, which would in turn reduce energy costs. It would 
[ÍāÚ Ñ[Ì§ ĊÃ§ Ċ§Ñé§þ[Ċēþ§ ÑÚþ§ āĊ[iÍ§z §Ö[iÍÆÖ» [ ûāÑ[þĊû Ã§[ĊÆÖ» 
system to make the most of flexible dynamic electricity prices. If 
electricity is used for heating, this benefit would be much more 
āēiāĊ[ÖĊÆ[Í ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ ēā§ Ú´ úLÆÑ§ Ú´ Nā§û Ċ[þÆ´´āî

The positive role of renewable energy generation on bills

The significant amount of PV generation on a Net Zero carbon 
building can and should benefit residents. A solar PV system can 
generate significant cost savings when electricity is used by residents 
on-site, and some revenues through the export of electricity to the 
grid.

Energy cost crisis

Figure 2.18 -LÃ§ }Ě§ÍÍÆÖ»ûā §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§ Æā ÚÖ§ Ú´ ĊÃ§ ĊÃþ§§ Ì§Ĝ ´[sĊÚþā 
contributing to fuel poverty. Net Zero Carbon buildings would help to reduce it, 
contributing to the sustainable reduction in fuel poverty in London

Figure 2.17 - Most London boroughs have high rates of fuel poverty 
(Source: Department for Business, Energy & Industrial Strategy, Fuel poverty sub 
regional statistics for 2020)

Energy use Energy prices

Household 
income

Fuel 
poverty

Proportion of fuel poor households (%)
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Beyond operational energy and carbon

In order to reduce carbon emissions associated with new 
development across its estimated operational lifetime and beyond, 
emphasis must also be placed on the reduction of whole life carbon.

Whole Life Carbon

Whole life carbon brings together upfront embodied carbon, 
operational carbon, and carbon emissions associated with 
replacement and maintenance. 

Embodied Carbon

Embodied carbon refers to the greenhouse gas emissions associated 
with the manufacture, transport, construction, repair, maintenance, 
replacement and deconstruction of all building elements. Upfront 
embodied carbon refers to the initial amount of embodied carbon 
associated with the building.

Why is Embodied Carbon important?

Both operational and embodied carbon must be reduced to address 
the climate crisis. Operational carbon is more closely monitored in 
current legislation and policy. However, embodied carbon must be 
drastically curtailed.

How do we define what good looks like?

There are currently no approved universal standard targets defined 
for embodied carbon however, LETI and RIBA targets have been 
aligned since May 2021, with best-practice performance for projects 
ÆÖ ĊÃ§ }§āÆ»Ö éÃ[ā§ sÚÖāÆ}§þ§} ĊÚ i§ [ ø'ù þ[ĊÆÖ»z ĚÃÆÍ§ [ ø&ù Æā 
considered a robust stretch target for projects currently in the design 
phase.

Embodied carbon and whole life carbon

Figure 2.19 - Diagram showing the different components of whole life carbon (Source: LETI)

Figure 2.20 - Indicative targets for embodied carbon in kgCO 2/m 2
GIA.yr 

(Stages A1-5, excluding sequestration) (Source: LETI)

2.0 Summary and analysis of notable reports and evidence published since 2019  



26

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

3.0

New buildings: strategic planning policy 
options for London Boroughs
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All buildings in England & Wales must comply with 
Part L 2021 of the Building Regulations. They set a 
minimum level of performance. 

In order to deliver their climate commitments, local 
authorities can decide to go further and set their 
own energy and carbon targets. This section 
introduces two strategic policy directions that 
London boroughs could take:

Å Policy option 1 which uses the Part L framework 
and Part L energy modelling to demonstrate 
compliance;

Å Policy option 2 which uses a suite of energy-
based policies and metrics, and predictive 
energy modelling to demonstrate compliance.

It sets out the key differences between these two 
options, as well as their applicability to minor 
applications and refurbishments.

3.1

Local authorities 
can set their own 
energy and 
carbon targets for 
new buildings

3.2

A choice between 
two strategic 
directions

3.3 

Introduction to 
Policy option 1

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

3.0 New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

3.5 

Key 
considerations for 
selecting the right 
policy option for 
your borough

3.6

Minor 
applications and 
refurbishments

3.4

Introduction to 
Policy option 2
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3.1

A confirmed ability for Local Authorities to 
set their own energy and carbon targets for 
new buildings

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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The role of local authorities in mitigating climate change in the UK 
and what they have been encouraged and allowed to do has 
changed over the years. Three distinct phases can be noted.

2008-2014: the realisation that the planning system has a key role to 
play to mitigate climate change

Å The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires the local 
plan to ensure that development and use of land contribute to 
mitigation of climate change.

Å The Climate Change Act 2008 sets a clear direction for the UK. It 
obliges the government to set policy that will enable the UK to 
meet its carbon budgets.

Å The Planning and Energy Act 2008 empowers local plans to set 
øreasonable requirementsù ´Úþ Ö§Ě iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ā ĊÚ sÚÑéÍĜ ĚÆĊÃ 
ø§Ö§þ»Ĝ §´´ÆsÆ§ÖsĜ āĊ[Ö}[þ}ā ĊÃ[Ċ §ěs§§} ­  iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» þ§»ēÍ[ĊÆÚÖāù  
[Ö} øsupply a proportion of their energy from nearby renewable 
or low carbon sourcesùî

2015-2019: deregulation and the misguided reliance on ambitious 
national standards

The Deregulation Act 2015 was intended to dis -apply s.1(c) of the 
Planning and Energy Act to dwellings removing the ability of LPAs to 
impose local requirements above building regulations on energy 
efficiency standards. However, this has not been brought into force.

On 25th March 2015, a Written Ministerial Statement (WMS) sought to 
limit the freedom of LPAs to set their own standards until the 
introduction of zero carbon homes policy late in 2016. Until then LPAs 
were expected not to set conditions with requirements above CfSH
level 4 (i.e. 19% improvement over Part L). 

However, there has been no adoption of a zero carbon homes policy 
at a national level.

London boroughs set their own energy and carbon requirements for new buildings

Since 2019: the turning point of Net Zero 

Further to a special report completed by the Climate Change Committee, 
the Climate Change Act was updated in 2019: the overall greenhouse gas 
reduction was changed from an 80% reduction to a 100% reduction by 
2050, i.e. Net Zero. 

At the same time, a very large number of local authorities, including many 
London boroughs declared a climate and ecological emergency .

An updated NPPF(National Planning Policy Framework) (2021) now expects 
ĊÃ§ éÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» āĜāĊ§Ñ ĊÚ sÚÖĊþÆiēĊ§ ĊÚ [ øradical reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissionsù ëG[þ[ á¹¬ì [Ö} þ§óēÆþ§ā :Gǀā ĊÚ Ċ[Ì§ [ éþÚ[sĊÆę§ [ééþÚ[sÃ ëG[þ[ 
149). Further, the Government has confirmed that the Planning and Energy 
Act 2008 will not be amended. The result of all this is that Councils are able 
to set local energy efficiency standards without falling foul of Government 
policy. This has been confirmed by recent Planning Inspector reports (e.g. 
Dec 2022 for B&NES Council and Jan 2023 for Cornwall Council) which 
indicate that the WMS of 25 March 2015 is of limited relevance and that it 
has been superseded by subsequent events.

It should also be noted that in their response to the Future Homes Standard 
consultation in 2021, the Government stated the following: 

øǀÍÍ Í§ę§Íā Ú´ 1Úę§þÖÑ§ÖĊ Ã[ę§ [ þÚÍ§ ĊÚ éÍ[Ĝ ÆÖ Ñ§§ĊÆÖ» ĊÃ§ Ö§Ċ Ġ§þÚ Ċ[þ»§Ċ 
and local councils have been excellent advocates of the importance of 
taking action to tackle climate change. Local authorities have a unique 
combination of powers, assets, access to funding, local knowledge, 
þ§Í[ĊÆÚÖāÃÆéā ĚÆĊÃ Ì§Ĝ āĊ[Ì§ÃÚÍ}§þā [Ö} }§ÑÚsþ[ĊÆs [ssÚēÖĊ[iÆÍÆĊĜîù

The above confirms the ability of London boroughs to set their own 
standards for new buildings as long as it can be demonstrated that they are 
technically feasible and that these policies consider the issue of viability and 
its impact on the delivery of new housing and other buildings.

Note: the Government's intention is to introduce National Development Management Policies (NDMPs). The 
sÚÖāēÍĊ[ĊÆÚÖ [}ęÆā§} ĊÃ[Ċ úǀ Ö[ĊÆÚÖ[Í éÚÍÆsĜ ÚÖ s[þiÚÖ Ñ§[āēþ§Ñ§ÖĊ [Ö} þ§}ēsĊÆÚÖ sÚēÍ} ā§Ċ [ i[ā§ÍÆÖ§ 
whilst enabling authorities to set further measures in their own plans based on parameters set in national 
policies, perhaps through an optional technical standard to allow for consistency and sound decision 
Ñ[ÌÆÖ»ûî  0ēþĊÃ§þ }§Ċ[ÆÍā [þ§ ÖÚĊ [ę[ÆÍ[iÍ§ [Ċ ĊÃÆā ÑÚÑ§ÖĊ ÆÖ ĊÆÑ§î

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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3.2

A choice between two strategic directions

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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New buildings: two different strategic options for the 18 London boroughs to choose from

Adapting the current system or changing it?

London boroughs wishing to translate their climate ambitions into 
requirements for new buildings in the borough have the choice 
between two different strategic directions:

Å Policy option 1 consists of continuing to use the same system 
based on the Part L framework and adapting it to Part L 2021. This 
system requires the applicant to use a Part L energy modelling 
software, and performance is measured against a single metric (i.e. 
% reduction in regulated carbon emissions over Part L 2021). This 
metric cannot be measured post -occupancy. 

Å Policy option 2 is a new system focusing on absolute energy -based 
metrics. It requires the applicant to use predictive energy 
modelling tools and methodologies. Performance is measured 
against a number of metrics (e.g. space heating demand, Energy 
Use Intensity), A significant advantage of the Energy Use Intensity 
(EUI) is that it can be measured post-occupancy as it generally 
[ÍÆ»Öā ĚÆĊÃ ú§Ö§þ»Ĝ [Ċ ĊÃ§ Ñ§Ċ§þûî

0Úþ [ þ§āéÚÖāÆiÍ§ ēā§ Ú´ ĊÃ§ Ċ§þÑÆÖÚÍÚ»Ĝ ú=§Ċ Y§þÚ '[þiÚÖû

&ÚĊÃ éÚÍÆsĜ ÚéĊÆÚÖā ā§§Ì ĊÚ }§ÍÆę§þ ú=§Ċ Y§þÚ '[þiÚÖû Ö§Ě iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»āî 
However, they refer to two different understandings of this term:

Å Policy option 1 generally only considers regulated energy use and 
allows carbon offsetting to play a significant role. 

Å Policy option 2 considers all energy used in the building (except 
EV charging points) and seeks to achieve a balance between 
energy use and on-site renewable energy generation, only 
allowing offsetting to address a potential imbalance.

We strongly recommend that all London boroughs are clear and 
transparent about the definition of Net Zero Carbon they are using. 

Options within each option

Different variations of each policy option are possible but for 
simplicity, this report considers the two main options.

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.1 T̄wo types of approach are possible to go beyond the requirements of Part L 2021

Policy Option 2
Policy Option 1

Planning carbon targets as 
we know them, translated 
into Part L 2021 

Part L compliance energy 
modelling tools

Absolute energy targets

Predictive energy 
modelling tools

One single metric 

% reduction in regulated 
carbon emissions 
compared with Part L 2021

Combination of metrics 

Energy efficiency: Space 
heating demand in kWh/m 2.yr

Total energy use: EUI in 
kWh/m2.yr

Renewable energy: PV 
generation in kWh/m 2.yr or 
kWh/m2

fp.yr

(and ban on gas boilers)(and optional ban on gas 
boilers)
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Building regulations form the foundations P̄lanning policy is a way to go further

Hierarchy of compliance 

Compliance with Part L of the building regulations is 
mandatory for all developments. Planning policy (option 1 or 2) 
is then brought in to supplement regulation. Historically, 
building regulations Part L has always represented minimum 
compliance and planning policy pushed the ambition further. 
They also both focused on regulated carbon emissions. 
Therefore, planning policy could be relied upon to exceed 
regulation. For example, a 0% reduction in regulated CO 2

emissions would be building regulations compliant. London 
Plan policy would then then top it up to require a % 
improvement in CO 2 emissions (e.g. 35% reduction). 

Introduction of new metrics and updates in Part L 2021

Part L has changed from one single criterion to a multi -criteria 
standard making it more complex and challenging to comply 
than in the past. In particular, the introduction of the primary 
energy metric for domestic and non -domestic buildings, and 
the updating of the target fabric energy efficiency (TFEE) 
metric for domestic buildings introduce key requirements. 
There is also a growing realisation in the building industry that 
planning policy may be more effective at delivering net zero 
carbon new buildings if it was to consider energy -based 
metrics rather than regulated carbon emissions. In summary:

1. With the introduction of Part L 2021, applicants and officers 
need to be satisfied that compliance with Part L 2021 will 
be achieved. This should be evidenced at planning stage.

2. Policy options 1 and 2 should be seen as two alternative 
ways to go beyond the minimum standards set by the 
building regulations in order to deliver net zero carbon 
buildings. The ability to effectively deliver this objective 
should be the most important considerations for each 
borough to inform their selection of policy option 1 or 2.

Building regulations

Part L compliance

M

2

Policy Option 1

1

Domestic Non-domestic

CO2 Fabric CO2

CO2
% 

better 

CO2
% 

better 

Primary 
energy 

Primary 
energy 

Further improvement

using Part L framework

(e.g. GLA energy guidance)

Be 
Lean

Building regulations

Part L compliance

M

2

Policy option 2

2

Domestic Non-domestic

CO2 Fabric CO2
Primary 
energy 

Primary 
energy 

Further improvement

using energy metrics

(e.g. Cornwall DPD)

Space 
heating EUI

Renew
able 

energy

Space 
heatingEUI

Renew
able 

energy

Be 
Lean

Figure 3.2 - Evidence of compliance with Part L of the building regulations should be evidenced at planning stage as it 
relies on compliance with several criteria.

Additional criteria can be set by planning policy to require the delivery of Net Zero Carbon new buildings.

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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3.3

Introduction to Policy option 1: 

Carbon improvement over the notional 
building using the Part L framework 

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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ǀ´Ċ§þ ĊÃ§ ÆÖĊþÚ}ēsĊÆÚÖ Ú´ ĊÃ§ ú<§þĊÚÖ IēÍ§û1 and its adoption by the 
1:ǀ ÆÖ ĊÃ§ :ÚÖ}ÚÖ GÍ[Ö [Ö} <[ĜÚþûā ´ÆþāĊ *Ö§þ»Ĝ JĊþ[Ċ§»Ĝ ÆÖ đĢĢ¹z 
planning policy in London has sought to mitigate the impact of new 
buildings on climate change primarily through requirements to 
achieve quantified improvement over Part L of the building 
regulations. The London Plan, through its successive iterations (2008, 
2011, 2016 and 2021), regularly updated these requirements and 
adapted them to successive versions of Part L of the building 
regulations (i.e. Part L 2010, Part L 2013, now Part L 2021). 

Policy option 1 essentially carries on using this approach by adjusting 
the target (e.g. 35% improvement over Part L 2013) to Part L 2021 
and ensuring that it is technically and financially viable for different 
typologies.

Local authorities using this framework

This is the approach currently adopted by the GLA in their latest 
energy assessment guidance.

'ÚÑÑ§ÖĊ ÚÖ ĊÃ§ Ċ§þÑÆÖÚÍÚ»Ĝ úY§þÚ '[þiÚÖû

The Greater London Authority guidance on preparing energy 
assessments as part of planning applications (June 2022) states that:

ø<[ËÚþ }§ę§ÍÚéÑ§ÖĊā [þ§ þ§óēÆþ§} ĊÚ [sÃÆ§ę§ Ö§Ċ Ġ§þÚ-carbon by 
following the energy hierarchy (Policy SI 2). This means that regulated 
carbon emissions should be reduced so they are as close as possible 
to zero. Once on -site reductions have been maximised, the residual 
§ÑÆāāÆÚÖā āÃÚēÍ} i§ Ú´´ā§Ċ ęÆ[ [ é[ĜÑ§ÖĊ ÆÖĊÚ ĊÃ§ þ§Í§ę[ÖĊ iÚþÚē»Ãûā 
s[þiÚÖ Ú´´ā§Ċ ´ēÖ}îù

3Ċ Æā ÆÑéÚþĊ[ÖĊ ĊÚ ÖÚĊ§ ĊÃ[Ċ ĊÃ§ }§´ÆÖÆĊÆÚÖ Ú´ úY§þÚ '[þiÚÖû ēā§} iĜ ĊÃ§ 
:ÚÖ}ÚÖ GÍ[Ö ĊÃ§þ§´Úþ§ §ěsÍē}§ā úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§ [Ö} þ§ÍÆ§ā 
significantly on carbon offsetting, as illustrated by the adjacent 
diagram.

1LÃ§ ú<§þĊÚÖ IēÍ§û Ě[ā [ éÆÚÖ§§þÆÖ» éÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ ´Úþ Ö§Ě }§ę§ÍÚéÑ§ÖĊā ĊÚ 
generate at least 10% of their energy requirements from renewable energy sources.

Policy option 1  |  Carbon improvement over the notional building using the Part L framework 

Figure 3.4 -1:ǀ éÚÍÆsĜy :ÚÖ}ÚÖ GÍ[Öûā 
policy SI2 refers to Part L 2013 of the 
Building Regulations

Step 1 - Be Lean (energy efficiency) 
Domestic: minimum of 10% reduction
Non-domestic: minimum of 15% reduction

Steps 2 Be clean + Step 3 Be green
Minimum of 35% reduction on -site for all application
Benchmark of 50% for domestic applications

Step 4 Ōffset to zero carbon
All remaining regulated emissions to be offset.
Policy allows up to 65% of regulated carbon 
emission to be offset
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Designed building

Figure 3.3 - The GLA Energy Assessment Guidance requires the above approach to carbon reduction for 
new buildings.

Figure 3.5 - GLA guidance: The GLA Energy 
Assessment Guidance (2022) is suggesting 
regulated carbon reductions targets against 
Part L 2021

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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The same approach as Part L and a focus on regulated carbon

Policy option 1 uses the Part L calculation of regulated carbon 
emissions, which evaluates the performance of a proposed building 
comparing its performance to a baseline (i.e. the notional building) 
and express it as a percentage improvement over that baseline. 

TÃ[Ċ Æā ĊÃ§ úÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Íû iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ô

The notional building has the same size, shape, orientation and up to 
a point, glazing proportions as the proposed building. In domestic 
}§ę§ÍÚéÑ§ÖĊāz ĊÃ§ ÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûā ´[iþÆs [Ö} ā§þęÆs§ā 
specifications are standardised and defined by the Part L notional 
building requirements. For non -domestic developments, the fabric 
specifications are also standardised, however the services 
āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā sÃ[Ö»§ [ssÚþ}ÆÖ» ĊÚ ĊÃ§ éþÚéÚā§} iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûā ā§þęÆs§āî 
For example, if the proposed building has a heat pump system, then 
the notional building will also be modelled as a heat pump system; 
and if it has a gas boiler, then the notional building also has a gas 
boiler. However notional building efficiencies and specifications are 
assumed. Therefore, the baseline (notional building) for non -domestic 
}§ę§ÍÚéÑ§ÖĊā Æā ø´ÍÚ[ĊÆÖ»ù [ā ÆĊ Æā }§é§Ö}[ÖĊ ÚÖ ĊÃ§ éþÚéÚā§} 
building services strategy. 

Target (TER) and Dwelling/Building (BER/DER) Emission Rates

The baseline (notional building) emission rate is used to set the 
Target Emission Rate (TER), and the proposed building emission rate 
is known as the Dwelling or Building Emission Rate (DER or BER) 
respectively for domestic and non -domestic development.. 

The percentage improvement is calculated according to the formula 
below: 

ëL*Iì̄ ë)*Ić&*Iì
ëL*Iì x 100%

Policy option 1  |  How does it work?
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3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.6 T̄he key metric in Policy option 1 is the % reduction in regulated carbon emissions 
[»[ÆÖāĊ i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z þ§éþ§ā§ÖĊ§} iĜ ĊÃ§ ÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»z [Ö ú§óēÆę[Í§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»û ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ ā[Ñ§ 
size and shape but with standardised proportions of windows and specifications.
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3.4

Introduction to Policy option 2: 

Absolute energy performance targets

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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Policy option 2 for London boroughs is to introduce a Net Zero 
Carbon building policy in line with the emerging industry definition of 
Net Zero Carbon new buildings. This would require the introduction 
of the following requirements and energy performance metrics.

1. No fossil fuels on-site 
LÃÆā ĚÚēÍ} i§ sÚÖāÆāĊ§ÖĊ ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ 1:ǀûā ǀss§Í§þ[Ċ§} 1þ§§Ö 
Pathway which relies on banning new gas boilers.

2. Space heating demand (e.g. <15-20 kWh/m2.yr). 
LÃÆā ĚÚēÍ} i§ sÚÖāÆāĊ§ÖĊ ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ '''ûā þ§sÚÑÑ§Ö}[ĊÆÚÖā1.

3. Energy use intensity (EUI) (e.g. <35 kWh/m 2.yr for domestic). 
This would be consistent with the current industry definition of Net 
Zero carbon new buildings in operation.

4. Renewable energy generation (e.g. to match the EUI or >100 
kWh/m2 

footprint .yr). This would incentivise more renewable energy 
generation on new buildings and a balance with energy use.

5. Upfront embodied carbon 
This is not covered by this report but should become a policy.

Local authorities using absolute energy performance targets

The list below includes the names of local authorities which have 
already published proposed policies consistent with option 2 above: 
Cornwall Council (Climate Emergency DPD), Bath & North East 
Somerset Council (Local Plan), London Borough of Newham (Local 
Plan), Greater Cambridge (Local Plan), Central Lincolnshire (Local 
Plan) London Borough of Merton, from 2025 (Local Plan).

GLA energy guidance (2022) and energy-based metrics 

The GLA now requires applicants to report the Energy Use Intensity 
(EUI) and space heating demand of the development. 

1J§§ ĊÃ§ þ§éÚþĊ úLÃ§ 0ēĊēþ§ Ú´ 2ÚēāÆÖ»ûz 'ÍÆÑ[Ċ§ 'Ã[Ö»§ 'ÚÑÑÆĊĊ§§z đĢá×
2 See 2022 Energy Assessment guidance item 1.7

Figure 3.8 (Left) Cornwall Council Climate Emergency DPD and associated evidence base
https://www.cornwall.gov.uk/planning -and-building -control/planning -policy/adopted -
plans/climate-emergency-development -plan-document/

Figure 3.9 (Right) Greater Cambridge New Local Plan
https://consultations.greatercambridgeplanning.org

Policy option 2  |  Absolute energy performance targets

Figure 3.7 -*ęÆ}§Ös§ i[ā§ ´Úþ ĊÃ§ :ÚÖ}ÚÖ &ÚþÚē»Ã Ú´ =§ĚÃ[Ñûā Ö§Ě :Ús[Í GÍ[Ö
https://www.newham.gov.uk/planning -development -conservation/newham-local-plan-
refresh/4

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

https://www.cornwall.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-policy/adopted-plans/climate-emergency-development-plan-document/
https://www.cornwall.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/planning-policy/adopted-plans/climate-emergency-development-plan-document/
https://consultations.greatercambridgeplanning.org/
https://www.newham.gov.uk/planning-development-conservation/newham-local-plan-refresh/4
https://www.newham.gov.uk/planning-development-conservation/newham-local-plan-refresh/4
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An overarching policy

Policy option 2 would rely on an overarching policy requiring all new 
buildings to be designed and built to be Net Zero Carbon in 
operation. More specifically, it would introduce a number of 
associated policies on:

Å Space heating demand

Å Low carbon heat

Å Energy Use Intensity (EUI)

Å On-site renewable energy generation

Å Assured energy performance (i.e. design and construction checks)

Å Offsetting (as last resort)

Å Embodied carbon policies (outside the scope of this report)

Space heating demand

Various design and specification decisions affect space heating 
demand including building form and orientation, insulation, air -
tightness, windows and doors and the type of ventilation system. The 
Climate Change Committee recommends  a space heating demand 
of less than 15-20 kWh/m2/yr for new homes, therefore the policy 
requirement on space heating demand could be that all buildings 
should achieve a space heating demand of less than 15 kWh/m2

GIA/yr.  

Energy Use Intensity (EUI)

For new buildings to be compliant with our climate change targets, 
they need to use a total amount of energy which is small enough so 
that it can be generated entirely, on an annual basis, with renewable 
energy and low carbon resources. The EUI metric is also very 
beneficial as it can be measured post-construction, therefore helping 
to drive down the performance gap which is such a significant issue in 
the construction industry. The policy requirement on EUI could be 
that all buildings should achieve an Energy Use Intensity (EUI) of no 
more than a maximum (e.g. 35 kWh/m 2

GIA/yr for domestic).

Policy option 2  |  How does it work?

The amount of heat energy
needed to heat a building 
over a year (per sqm)

Space heating demand

Factors influencing space heating demand

InsulationAir-tightnessForm/
Exposure

Ventilation system 
(MVHR)

Windows Orientation

Factors contributing to total energy use

The amount of total energy
needed to run a building 
over a year (per sqm)

Energy Use Intensity (EUI)

Heating 
system

Lighting

AppliancesCookingHot water

Ventilation

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.10 T̄he space heating demand metric

Figure 3.11 T̄he Energy Use Intensity (EUI) metric
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Policy option 2  |  Energy Use Intensity (EUI): a simple, measurable metric

Electric vehicle 
charging

On and off -site 
renewable energy 

production

Plug loads, lifts and 
IT etc.

Space heating Mechanical 
cooling

Lighting

Domestic hot water Mechanical ventilation

What is the EUI?

The Energy Use Intensity (EUI) represents the total amount of energy 
used by a building divided by its floor area (GIA). It is reported in 
kWh/m2.year. It is based on delivered energy and does not need to 
be converted in primary energy using any factors.

The EUI is a good indicator of the energy efficiency of a 
home/building and can be calculated or checked at both design 
stage and post completion. For homes/buildings heated by an 
individual heating system, it is will be very easy to check for the 
Ússēé[ÖĊćþ§āÆ}§ÖĊ [ā ÆĊ ĚÆÍÍ i§ ĊÃ§ [ÖÖē[Í ú§Ö§þ»Ĝ [Ċ ĊÃ§ Ñ§Ċ§þû 
divided by the floor area. 

0Úþ sÚÑÑēÖ[ÍÍĜ Ã§[Ċ§} }Ě§ÍÍÆÖ»āćiēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ā Ã§[Ċ ú[Ċ ĊÃ§ Ñ§Ċ§þû ĚÆÍÍ 
need to be converted to heat energy (further information on this is 
provided later in the report).

What is included in the EUI?

EUI includes both the regulated energy use and unregulated energy 
use. Energy generated by on or off -site renewables does not affect 
the EUI value. For example, the EUI will be the same whether the 
building has PV or not. The EUI calculation does also not include 
charging of electric vehicles, as long as this is sub-metered. 

For further detail refer to LETI guidance on net zero and EUI.

TOTAL energy use per year in kWh 
(using predictive modelling)

Gross internal floor area 
of the building in m 2

EUI

KEY

Regulated energy

Not included in the EUI 
calculation

Unregulated energy

At design and 
construction 
stages

Post 
completion

TOTAL energy use per year in kWh 
(electricity and converted heat meter 

readings)

Gross internal floor area 
of the building in m 2

EUI

kWh/m2/yr

Figure 3.13 - What is included in the EUI?

Regulated Unregulated

kWh/m2/yr

Note: EUI should not be confused with Primary Energy which rely on the multiplication of energy use by primary energy factors speci
to each fuel (similarly to carbon emissions which rely on the multiplication of energy use by carbon factors. 

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.12 T̄he Energy Use Intensity (EUI) during design construction and post-completion

https://www.leti.uk/netzero
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Policy option 2  k  &[ĊÃ b =ÚþĊÃ *[āĊ JÚÑ§þā§Ċ  k  GÚÍÆsĜ [Ö} §ěĊþ[sĊā Ú´ ĊÃ§ GÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» 3Öāé§sĊÚþûā þ§éÚþĊ

79. Policy SCR6 is concerned with sustainable 
construction for new residential buildings, 
aiming to achieve zero operational emissions 
by reducing heat and power demand and 
supplying all energy demand through onsite 
renewables. The Policy includes limits on 
space heating and total energy use , taking an 
energy based approach, rather than being 
based upon carbon reduction as per the 
Building Regulations. The approach taken in 
the Plan to energy usage applies to both 
regulated and non -regulated energy use, 
which is a further difference to that taken in 
the Building Regulations which are 
concerned only with regulated energy use.

85. I therefore consider that the relevance of 
the WMS 2015 to assessing the soundness of 
ĊÃ§ GÚÍÆsĜ Ã[ā i§§Ö þ§}ēs§} āÆ»ÖÆ´Æs[ÖĊÍĜî n­o 
For the reasons set out, that whilst I give the 
WMS 2015 some weight, any inconsistency 
with it, given that it has been overtaken by 
events, does not lead me to conclude that 
Policy SCR6 is unsound, nor inconsistent with 
relevant national policies.

86. I am satisfied that the energy efficiency 
standards set out in Policy SCR6 are justified 
and that they would not threaten 
deliverability or viability of housing 
development

Bath and North East Somerset adopted 
their new policy in January 2023, 
becoming the first council in England to 
successfully adopt an energy-based net 
zero housing policy as part of its 
commitment to tackling the climate 
emergency.   

øThe new housing development policy 
will ensure the energy use of any 
proposed development is measured 
and meets a specified target ® setting 
a limit on the total energy use and 
demand for space heating. It will also 
require sufficient on -site renewable 
energy generation to match the total 
energy consumption of the buildings ®
ensuring the development is 100% self -
sufficient.

The council will also impose net zero 
operational carbon standards for new 
major non-residential development.

The policy is the first new housing 
policy to be net -zero aligned based on 
2030 trajectories of industry -leading 
organisations such as the London 
Energy Transformation Initiative (LETI), 
the Royal Institute of British Architects 
(RIBA) and the Chartered Institute of 
&ēÆÍ}ÆÖ» J§þęÆs§ā *Ö»ÆÖ§§þā ë'3&J*ìîù

JÚēþs§y &b=*J 'ÚēÖsÆÍûā Ě§iāÆĊ§ 

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.14 N̄et Zero policy adopted by Bath & 
North East Somerset Council based on energy 
metrics

Figure 3.15 S̄elected extracts 
Ú´ ĊÃ§ GÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» 3Öāé§sĊÚþûā 
report on the examination of 
&b=*Jûā :Ús[Í GÍ[Ö é[þĊÆ[Í 
update (December 2022)
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Policy option 2  k  'ÚþÖĚ[ÍÍ 'ÚēÖsÆÍ  k  GÚÍÆsÆ§ā [Ö} §ěĊþ[sĊā Ú´ ĊÃ§ GÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» 3Öāé§sĊÚþûā þ§éÚþĊ

'ÚþÖĚ[ÍÍ 'ÚēÖsÆÍûā 'ÍÆÑ[Ċ§ *Ñ§þ»§ÖsĜ )G) Ã[ā āēss§āā´ēÍÍĜ sÚÑéÍ§Ċ§} ĊÃ§ §ě[ÑÆÖ[ĊÆÚÖ éþÚs§āā ÆÖ 8[Öē[þĜ đĢđČî

I§Í§ę[ÖĊ §ěĊþ[sĊā Ú´ ĊÃ§ GÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» 3Öāé§sĊÚþûā þ§éÚþĊ ÆÖsÍē}§ ĊÃ§ ´ÚÍÍÚĚÆÖ»y

172.n­o ĊÃ§ GÍ[Ö þ§óēÆþ§ā þ§āÆ}§ÖĊÆ[Í }§ę§ÍÚéÑ§ÖĊ éþÚéÚā[Íā ĊÚ [sÃÆ§ę§ Ö§Ċ Ġ§þÚ s[þiÚÖ ĚÆĊÃ [ééÍÆs[ĊÆÚÖā ĊÚ i§ [ssÚÑé[ÖÆ§} iĜ [Ö 
Energy and Carbon Statement demonstrating how the proposal will achieve: space heating demand of less that 30kWh per square m etre 
per annum; total energy consumption of less than 40kWh per square metre per annum; and on -site renewable energy generation to 
match the total energy consumption with roof mounted solar PV as a preference. It goes on to say that where meeting onsite en ergy 
demands through renewables is not possible on -site technically, or not viable, renewable energy generation on -site should be maximised 
and/or a connection to an existing or proposed District Heating Network facilitated. If this is not possible, then the residu al carbon 
āÃÚēÍ} i§ Ú´´ā§Ċ ĊÃþÚē»Ã [ sÚÖĊþÆiēĊÆÚÖ ĊÚ 'ÚþÖĚ[ÍÍ 'ÚēÖsÆÍûā Ú´´ā§Ċ ´ēÖ}î 

174. Broadly, as set out above, this approach is soundly based and justified . There is however a need to make some parts of these 
requirements more transparent given that the policy is aimed at energy use, not carbon emissions. First, given the approach t aken the 
initial part of this policy element needs to say that what is required is an Energy Statement rather than an Energy and Carbo n Statement. 
Second, and linked to that point, it needs to set out that it is the residual energy that must be offset by a contribution ra ther than the 
residual carbon. These changes are needed to make the policy effective.

Conclusion

182. With these MMs, my view is that the requirements of Policy SEC1 are acceptable in the light of what the Plan aims to achieve . 

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.16 N̄et Zero policy adopted 
by Cornwall Council based on energy 
metrics

Figure 3.17 S̄elected extracts 
Ú´ ĊÃ§ GÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» 3Öāé§sĊÚþûā 
report on the examination of 
'ÚþÖĚ[ÍÍ 'ÚēÖsÆÍûā 'ÍÆÑ[Ċ§ 
Emergency Development Plan 
Document (January 2023)
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3.5

Key considerations for selecting the right 
policy option for your borough

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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Validating performance against the targets 

Policy option 1 is based on a required improvement over compliance 
ĚÆĊÃ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» þ§»ēÍ[ĊÆÚÖāz }§Ċ§þÑÆÖ§} ēāÆÖ» [ i[ā§ÍÆÖ§y ĊÃ§ úÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Í 
iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûî LÃ§ ÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» Ã[ā ĊÃ§ ā[Ñ§ āÃ[é§z ÚþÆ§ÖĊ[ĊÆÚÖ [Ö}z 
up to a point, the same glazing proportions as the actual proposed 
building design. For clarity, the notional building is fictional and is 
created by the compliance software only for building regulations 
purposes. The % improvement over a notional building is an 
intangible requirement that cannot be measured, whereas an 
absolute energy use target in kWh/m 2.yr (as per Policy option 2) can 
be checked against metered energy in the occupied building. This 
makes post-construction verification and learning from a feedback 
loop easier with the absolute target.

Incentivising better design 

Improving the design of a building by reducing the extent of heat loss 
areas, the number of junctions, and by optimising elevation design 
are widely considered as essential components of an energy efficient 
design. However, comparing a development to its own notional 
building (Policy option 1) essentially neutralises the benefit of these 
measures and moreover does not penalise inefficient building 
designs. With an absolute target (Policy option 2), the benefits (or 
penalty) of changes to the building form and design are assessed and 
good design practice is rewarded.

Additional issues with changing carbon and primary energy factors

Policy option 1 relies on carbon emission factors and primary energy 
factors that introduce additional complexity. 

Compliance with energy use metrics (Policy option 2) is only affected 
iĜ sÃ[Ö»§ā ÆÖ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» }§āÆ»Öz [Ö} ÖÚĊ iĜ ĊÃ§ā§ ĚÆ}§þ úāĜāĊ§Ñ 
´[sĊÚþāúî 

Key difference 1  |  A relative target (Policy option 1) or Absolute target (Policy option 2)  

Figure 3.18 - The relative metric used by Policy option 1 (i.e. % improvement over Part L) has a 
number of unintended consequences which hinder the continuous improvement of building 
design, consumer trust and performance outcomes.

% 
improvement 
over notional 

building 

kWh/m2/yr
at the meter

(EUI)

ṍ3ā ÖÚĊ [ úéÃĜāÆs[Íû Ñ§ĊþÆs 

ṍ Is a concept only experts can understand

ṍCannot be checked during operation

ṍ'[ÖÖÚĊ i§ ēā§} ĊÚ úsÍÚā§ ĊÃ§ ÍÚÚéû [Ö} 
improve the system over time

ṍDoes not reward good design e.g. form

ṉ3ā [ úéÃĜāÆs[Íû Ñ§ĊþÆs ĚÃÆsÃ s[Ö i§ 
measured

ṉCan be understood by all professionals, 
and most consumers

ṉCan be checked against in-use data

Figure 3.19 - A more efficient form is important for low energy buildings, but it is not rewarded 
by the notional building approach: with similar specifications (e.g. U -values) the performance 
against Part L (%) calculated by SAP for the three buildings above is broadly similar despite the 
fact that space heating demand is much smaller with a more efficient design.

Improvement 
over Part L 

(%)
SAP 

Space heating 
demand

(kWh/m2/yr)
SAP

Space heating 
demand 

(kWh/m2/yr)
PHPP

High form 
factor

35% 18 26

Medium 
form factor

35% 15 20

Low form 
factor

37% 11 13

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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A single metric for policy option 1

Policy option 1 uses a single performance metric: the reduction in 
regulated carbon emissions over the building regulations Part L limit 
expressed as a percentage (e.g. 35% better than Part L 2021). This 
amalgamates into one metric the building's efforts in terms of energy 
efficiency, low carbon heat and renewable energy generation.

A suite of metrics for policy option 2

Policy option 2 uses a set of metrics to separately measure each of 
the key attributes needed to achieve Net Zero: 

Å Space heating demand (kWh/m2.yr) for energy efficiency

Å Gas use (yes/no) for low carbon heat

Å EUI (kWh/m2.yr) for energy efficiency (including system efficiencies)

Å Energy balance (kWh/m2.yr) or total renewable energy generated 
((kWh/m2

fp.yr) for renewable energy generation.

Why a suite of metrics can be better for Net Zero?

Having a dedicated metric per key objective (e.g. space heating 
demand for fabric energy efficiency) helps to deliver a minimum or 
ĊÃþ§āÃÚÍ} é§þ´ÚþÑ[Ös§ ´Úþ §[sÃ ÚiË§sĊÆę§î LÃÆā [ęÚÆ}ā úĊþ[}ÆÖ»û 
between the different objectives and recognises each as being 
essential components of a Net Zero Carbon new building.

Energy, not CO2, is the best metric

As the grid decarbonises, there is a real risk that looking only at the 
carbon emissions will dilute the differences between buildings. A 
move towards energy metrics would ensure the ability to distinguish 
and support good building design is maintained.

Regulated energy or total energy

Policy option 1 does not include CO 2 emissions from equipment and 
appliances. This represents approximately 50% of energy use in a low 
energy home. 

Policy option 1

Key difference 2  |  A single metric (Policy option 1) or a suite of metrics (Policy option 2)  

% better 
than Part L 

2021

Energy use Renewable energy generation

On-site

Off-site

Net zero carbon building balance

Figure 3.21 H̄ow energy metrics help to deliver zero carbon buildings.  The goal is simple 
and tangible t̄o achieve a balance between energy use and renewable energy generation on -
site. The definition also includes the requirement to limit the energy required for space heating 
and limit overall energy use, which reduces the amount of renewable energy needed on -site.  

Limit space 
heating 
demand

Limit overall 
energy 
consumption

Provide as much renewable 
energy on-site as possible. 

Provide renewable energy 
off-site if on-site energy can 
not achieve a balance

Include ALL 
energy uses

Policy option 2

EUI

kWh/m2.yr

Space 
heating 
demand

kWh/m2.yr

Gas use

Yes/no

Renewable 
energy 

generation

kWh/m2fp.yr

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.20 K̄ey metrics used in Policy options 1 and 2
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Part L modelling Predicted energy use modelling

Domestic

SAP (Part L1A) PHPP

Non-domestic

NCM (Part L2A) PHPP or DSM (TM54)

Part L modelling for Policy option 1

SAP (domestic) and the National Calculation Methodology (NCM) 
(non domestic) are the calculation methodologies used to 
demonstrate compliance with Part L of the Building Regulations. SAP 
(Standard Assessment Procedure) is used through the associated SAP 
software and the NCM and (National Calculation Methodology) 
through SBEM and Dynamic Simulation Modelling (DSM) tools. Policy 
option 1 relies on the same tool.

However, until now, these Part L energy assessment methodologies 
were developed only to check compliance with Building Regulations. 
They were never meant to perform key functions that are required to 
deliver Net Zero carbon buildings, and most importantly they were 
not meant to predict future energy use accurately. This is a widely 
accepted fact in the industry which all stakeholders agree with.

It seems that when these tools were first mandated to be used at 
planning stage, approximately 15 years ago, it was to minimise the 
burden on applicants. A different and better type of energy 
modelling may be required if Net Zero Carbon buildings are to be 
delivered.

Predictive energy modelling for Policy option 2

The accuracy of energy modelling is important to ensure it provides a 
reasonable indication of future energy use. While behaviour of the 
users may vary once a building is occupied, predictive energy 
modelling can be used to reliably estimate energy use and to drive 
suitable design and construction decisions. For domestic buildings, 
the PHPP methodology and excel based tool have been shown to 
predict energy use much more accurately than the current version of 
SAP. For non domestic buildings, predictive energy modelling using 
the methodology set out in CIBSE Technical Memorandum 54 (TM54) 
allows estimation of the operational energy for all end uses of a 
building. IESVE, TAS and PHPP are three energy modelling packages 
that can be used to carry out TM54 assessments.

Figure 3.22 - There is a significant difference between Part L modelling currently used to 
demonstrate compliance with planning policy and predicted energy use modelling.

In the UK, energy models are used at 
the design stage to compare design 
options and to check compliance with 
Building Regulations. These energy 
models are not intended as predictions 
of energy use, but are sometimes 
mistakenly used as such.

In some other countries, total energy 
use at the design stage is estimated 
through voluntary standards. For 
example, the Australian NABERS (a 
building rating system) encourages the 
estimation of energy use at the design 
stage and provides guidance for 
designers/modellers.

Figure 3.23 - Extracts of CIBSE Technical Memorandum 54 (TM54): Evaluating operational 
energy performance of buildings at the design stage

Key difference 3  |  Part L energy modelling (Policy option 1) or Predictive energy modelling (Policy option 2)  

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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Heating /  
Cooling

Internal 
Lighting

Cooking / 
catering

Hot 
water

Ventilation

Energy use Renewable generation 

Other energy uses 

Cooking / Catering

Equipment* 

Lifts 

External lighting

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

PV Generation Other energy uses 

Cooking / Catering

Equipment

Lifts 

External lighting

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

Policy Option 1 
Part L compliance energy modelling

PV Generation**

f *óēÆéÑ§ÖĊ Æā }§āsþÆi§} [ā [Ö øēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}ù ÍÚ[} ÆÖ G[þĊ : 
and so is not impacted by % reduction over Part L

** Renewable energy is excluded from Energy Use Intensity 
but a seperate policy can be set to encourage best practice

PVs Heating /  
Cooling

Internal 
Lighting

Appliances / 
IT / lifts / 

equipment

Cooking / 
catering

Hot 
water

Ventilation

Energy use Renewable generation 

Policy Option 2 
Predictive energy modelling

PVsAppliances / 
IT / lifts / 

equipment

Key difference 3  |  Part L energy modelling (Policy option 1) or Predictive energy modelling (Policy option 2)  

Note: the Part L softwaress[Ö [āā§āā ēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§} §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§ [Ö} ĊÃÆā [āā§āāÑ§ÖĊ s[Ö i§ ēā§} ´Úþ úi§ ā§§Öûî 
However, this is a standard assessment which does not reflect the actual building. And as it is not taken into 
account in any Part L / policy / Be seen target there is no incentive to reduce it.

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.24 Ēnergy uses assessed by a typical Part L compliance energy model Figure 3.25 Ēnergy uses assessed by a typical predictive energy model
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3.6

Minor applications and refurbishments

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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Minor applications

Should minor applications be exempt from the requirements of Policy 
options 1 or 2?

The definition of a minor application 

This is generally set by each borough, but as a guide, under the Town 
and Country Planning Act, a major development is defined as:

Å 10 or more dwellings, (or a site with an area of 0.5 hectares or 
more where the number of dwellings is unknown), or

Å the floor space to be created by the development is 1,000 square 
metres or more; or

Å a site having an area of 1 hectare or more.

A minor application would therefore be one under these thresholds.

There is no technical reason to create an exemption

The implications of both policies in terms of design and construction 
(e.g. wall U-values, low carbon heat, PV renewable energy generation) 
are not different for minor applications, and it is not easier or more 
challenging to comply with Policy option 1 or 2 for them. 

It is also important that the performance requirements of all new 
developments are consistent with the Net Zero ambition and with 
each other. Allowing a derogation for schemes below an arbitrary 
ĊÃþ§āÃÚÍ} ĚÚēÍ} sþ§[Ċ§ [ úÍÚÚéÃÚÍ§û ĊÃ[Ċ ĚÚēÍ} i§ §ěéÍÚÆĊ§}î 

Simplifying reporting requirements

Simplifying the reporting requirements for minor applications through 
the use of pro forma reports for developments that fall under a set 
threshold would reduce the pre -planning costs to developers. 

Developers of individual houses or commercial units or shops may 
also not have access to the resources needed to carry out predictive 
energy modelling (Policy option 2). An exemption may be envisaged 
for these very small developments but this exemption should be 
handled with care and restricted only to specific minor applications.

Figure 3.26 - Many boroughs have standard templates for minor applications for specific 
aspects of the application. A similar approach could be adopted for energy reporting for 
specific schemes less than a threshold number of homes or m2 of commercial development. 

(Examples shown are Westminster City Council and London Borough of Merton)

Å Development of less than 100 square metres, unless this consists of one or 
more dwelling

Å Buildings into which people do not normally go

Å Buildings into which people go only intermittently for the purpose of 
inspecting or maintaining fixed plant or machinery 

Å Structures which are not buildings, such as pylons and wind turbines;
.

The following can be subject to an exemption or relief where the relevant criteria 
are met, and the exemptions are applied for prior to work commencing:

Å residential annexes and extensions ;

Å úā§Í´-iēÆÍ}ûhouses and flats, 

Å social housing that meets specific criteria

Å charitable development that meets specific criteria

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs

Figure 3.27 Ēxamples of exemptions: the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)
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Existing buildings and refurbishments

This document focuses on new buildings, i.e. new constructed 
structures, as opposed to the renovation or refurbishment of existing 
structures. There are no technical reasons why Policy options 1 or 2 
should not be applied to existing buildings and their refurbishment. In 
some cases, the framework of these policies could be used and the 
quantified targets left unchanged (e.g. major refurbishment). In some 
other cases, the targets may have to be changed. This review is 
however not within the scope of this report.

Change of use, conversions and major refurbishments

Where an existing building is being converted to a different use type, 
the performance of the converted property should not be worse than 
a new building of the same use type. 

A major refurbishment would offer virtually the same opportunity as a 
new build in terms of energy efficiency, low carbon heat and 
renewable energy generation.

There is also a benefit, in carbon terms, of reusing existing buildings, 
especially the  sub structure and superstructure where most of the 
embodied carbon in buildings is captured. It may be appropriate to 
incentivise reuse of existing structures financially, by not requiring 
offset payments to be made for residual carbon emissions.

Listed buildings, conservation areas, extensions and alterations

For heritage buildings, retrofit measures which reduce energy use and 
carbon emissions should be encouraged, as should the development 
of whole building energy improvement strategies.

For listed buildings, which will each need to be assessed on their 
individual merits, Historic England have published guidance on 
planning responsible retrofit of historic buildings which could be used 
as a reference for local policy. In conservation areas where buildings 
are not listed, some specific allowable solutions could be permitted. 
Supplementary guidance (e.g. on double or triple glazing, solar PVs, 
heat pumps), may help to dispel the current perception that they are 
simply not allowed anywhere. 

Figure 3.28 - Historic England have published guidance for owners of heritage buildings and 
also for policy makers and planners on how to balance the need for improvements in energy 
performance with protection of heritage assets.

3.0  New buildings: strategic planning policy options for London Boroughs
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4.0

Energy and cost modelling evidence base

Methodology, typologies and specifications
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Energy and cost modelling represent the core of 
this evidence base. Before presenting the extensive 
results of these analysis, this sections summarises 
ĊÃ§ Ċ§[Ñûā »§Ö§þ[Í [ééþÚ[sÃ ĊÚ §Ö§þ»Ĝ [Ö} sÚāĊ 
modelling. 

It explains which building archetypes were 
selected, and how different specifications were 
modelled.

It also introduces how heat networks were assessed 
in this study.

4.1

Approach to 
energy and cost 
modelling

4.2 

Specification 
scenarios 
modelled

4.3 

Note on the 
assessment of 
heat networks in 
this study

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications

4.0 Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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4.1

Approach to energy and cost modelling

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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Purpose of energy and cost modelling

Energy and cost modelling constitutes the core of this technical 
evidence base. Its purpose is to investigate how different building 
archetypes would perform against the metrics in Part L 2021, Policy 
option 1 and Policy option 2, using different combination of 
specifications. These results can then be used to inform the process of 
target setting by officers, and constitute the evidence that the 
associated policies are technically achievable. Finally, the cost 
modelling can be used to identify the additional cost of these policies 
above minimum building regulations compliance (Part L 2021).

Archetype selection

In order to undertake the energy and cost modelling for this technical 
evidence base, a number of domestic and non -domestic archetypes 
had to be identified and assessed. 

There is obviously a very wide rage of building types in London and 
within each building type an almost infinite variety of buildings. In 
discussions with the 18 London boroughs, we have identified 8 
building archetypes: four domestic (i.e. terrace house, low -rise, 
medium-rise and high-rise apartment buildings) and four non -
domestic (i.e. office, school, light industrial/warehouse and hotel). 

We have then identified one building for each of these building types 
(see adjacent images). The building is obviously just an example and 
there are inherent limitations (e.g. a primary school was chosen for the 
úāsÃÚÚÍāû s[Ċ§»ÚþĜz ÖÚĊ [ ā§sÚÖ}[þĜ āsÃÚÚÍìî 2ÚĚ§ę§þz ÆĊ Æā ę§þĜ 
common for technical evidence bases to be based on selected 
buildings. It can always be expanded with more buildings/building 
types if required by one or several London boroughs.

24 different scenarios/combinations of specifications

24 different scenarios were modelled, combining different 
specifications in terms of fabric and ventilation, heating system and 
solar PVs. See section 4.2 and the appendix for further details.

Energy and cost modelling analysis  |  Purpose and archetype selection

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Terrace house
95 sqm

This building represents 
the generic Terrace house 
new build typology 

Mid-rise
5 storeys

3,200 sqm

This building represents the 
generic Mid-rise apartment 
building new build typology 

Low-rise
3/4 storeys

641 sqm

This building represents 
the generic Low-rise 
apartment building new 
build typology

High-rise
15 storeys

15,500 sqm

This building represents the 
generic High-rise apartment 
building new build typology

Please note that the findings will be 
very similar for a high-rise of 40-50 
storeys

Office
7 storeys

4,000 sqm

This building represents the 
generic office building new 
build typology 

Industrial 
2 storeys

9,000 sqm

This building represents the 
generic industrial building 
new build typology 

School
3/4 storeys

6,000 sqm

This building represents the 
generic school building new 
build typology 

Hotel
11 storeys

3,900 sqm

This building represents 
the generic hotel building 
new build typology 

Domestic archetypes selected 

Non-domestic archetypes selected 

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications

Figure 4.1 Ḡraphical representation of the 8 buildings chosen as archetypes
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4.2

Specification scenarios modelled

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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Specification scenarios modelled

A fair and balanced set of specifications which considered various 
levels of performance for fabric and ventilation, heating systems and 
renewable energy provision were modelled. The performance of 
ĊÃ§ā§ ās§Ö[þÆÚā þ[Ö»§} ´þÚÑ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû [ééþÚ[sÃ§ā ĊÚ ÑÚþ§ 
[ÑiÆĊÆÚēā úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû Í§ę§Íāî T§ ā§Í§sĊ§} ĊÃþ§§ āé§sÆ´Æs ā§Ċā Ú´ 
building fabric, ventilation, heating and renewable energy 
specifications tailored to each archetype that would represent this 
spread of performance and be practical to build. An example for the 
mid-rise apartment building is provided in this section and the 
specific assumptions for all eight building archetypes are all available 
in section 12.0 Appendices. 

Part L 2021 compliance modelling outputs

Each of theses 24 different scenarios were modelled for each of the 8 
typologies using Part L 2021 accredited software based on SAP 10.2 
for domestic buildings (i.e. Elmhurst Design SAP 1.7.25 ) and the 
NCM methodology for non -}ÚÑ§āĊÆs iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ā ëÆî§î *)J:ûā L[ā [Ö} 
3*Jûā S*ìî LÃ§ ´ÚÍÍÚĚÆÖ» ÚēĊéēĊā Ě§þ§ [Ö[ÍĜā§} þ§»ēÍ[Ċ§} s[þiÚÖ 
emissions, primary energy use and FEE (Fabric Energy Efficiency).

Part L modelling outputs for Policy option 1

Results were analysed to investigate how the different cases would 
perform against the requirements of Policy option 1 in terms of:
Å Regulated carbon emissions - % improvement over Part L 2021
Å Regulated carbon emissions -ú&§ :§[Öû é§þ´ÚþÑ[Ös§

Predictive energy modelling outputs for Policy option 2

The buildings were also modelled using a predictive operational 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§ÍÍÆÖ» ĊÚÚÍy G2GG ëáĢì ´Úþ }ÚÑ§āĊÆs iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»āz *)J:ûā L[ā 
[Ö} 3*Jûā S* ēāÆÖ» '3&J* L<¶¹ Ñ§ĊÃÚ}ÚÍÚ»Ĝ ´Úþ ÖÚÖ-domestic 
buildings. They were used to calculate the space heating demand 
(SHD) and Energy Use Intensity (EUI) for each scenario and each 
building. 

Energy and cost modelling analysis  |  Specifications modelled

Fabric and Ventilation

Business as usual*

Good practice

Ultra-low energy

Heating system

Gas boiler

Direct electric

Less efficient 
heat pump

More efficient 
heat pump

Solar PVs

No

High provision of PVs

Table 4.1 - The 24 scenarios modelled are based on different permutations of the above parameters 
f LÃ§ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû ās§Ö[þÆÚā Æā Ñ§[ÖĊ ĊÚ þ§éþ§ā§ÖĊ ĊÃ§ ĊĜé§ Ú´ ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ 
āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā ĊÃ[Ċ ÑÚāĊ [ééÍÆs[ÖĊā ÆÖ :ÚÖ}ÚÖ ĚÚēÍ} sÚÖāÆ}§þ úāĊ[Ö}[þ}û ÆÖ ĊÃ§ Í[āĊ ¶-10 years.

1
Business as Usual*

2
Good Practice 

3
Ultra Low Energy

Description This scenario represents the type of energy 
efficiency performance most applicants are 
used to deliver.

This scenario represents an intermediate level 
of performance: better than business as usual 
but not as good as ultra low energy.

This scenario represents a feasible best 
practice level of performance, approximately 
equivalent to Passivhaus.

Floor U-Value (W/m2K) 0.13 0.10 0.08

External wall U-Value (W/m2K) 0.18 0.15 0.13

Roof U-Value  (W/m2K) 0.15 0.12 0.10

Soffit U-Value (W/m2K) N/ A N/ A N/ A

Windows
U-value (W/m2K)
Windows g-value

1.40 
0.4

1.20
0.5

0.80
0.5

External doors (W/m2K) N/ A N/ A N/ A

Thermal bridging (W/m2K) Good practice
(e.g. y-value ḗ0.1 W/m2K)

Better practice
(e.g. y-value ḗ0.07 W/m2K)

Best practice
(e.g. y-value ḗ0.04 W/m2K)

Air Permeability (m3/m 2/h r) 3 3 <1

Ventilation system and design Good quality MVHR 
Long ducts to outside

High quality MVHR 
Long ducts to outside

High quality MVHR 
Short ducts to outside

MVHR heat recovery efficiency 85% 90% 90%

MVHR specific fan power 0.8 W/I/s (SAP)
1.75 W/I/s (PHPP)

0.7 W/I/s (SAP)
1.25 W/I/s (PHPP)

0.6 W/I/s (SAP)
0.85 W/I/s (PHPP)

Table 4.2 - Example of the three different levels of fabric and ventilation efficiency considered. 
ǀÍĊÃÚē»Ã ĊÃ§ ā[Ñ§ úÍ§ę§Íāû [þ§ sÚÖāÆ}§þ§} ´Úþ §[sÃ ĊĜéÚÍÚ»Ĝz ĊÃ§ }§Ċ[ÆÍ§} ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ 
specifications for each of these levels are specific to each typology. An example for the mid -rise 
apartment building can be found on the following pages. The full list of assumptions for each 
typology can be found in Appendix.

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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Mid rise apartment building  |  Fabric & Ventilation

1
Business as Usual*

2
Good Practice 

3
Ultra Low Energy

Description This scenario represents the type of energy 
efficiency performance most applicants are 
used to deliver.

This scenario represents an intermediate level 
of performance: better than business as usual 
but not as good as ultra low energy.

This scenario represents a feasible best 
practice level of performance, approximately 
equivalent to Passivhaus.

Floor U-Value (W/m2K) 0.13 0.10 0.08

External wall U-Value (W/m2K) 0.18 0.15 0.13

Roof U-Value  (W/m2K) 0.15 0.12 0.10

Soffit U-Value (W/m2K) N/A N/A N/A

Windows
U-value (W/m2K)
Windows g-value

1.40 
0.4

1.20
0.5

0.80
0.5

External doors (W/m2K) N/A N/A N/A

Thermal bridging (W/m 2K) Good practice
(e.g. y-value ḗ0.1 W/m 2K)

Better practice
(e.g. y-value ḗ0.07 W/m 2K)

Best practice
(e.g. y-value ḗ0.04 W/m 2K)

Air Permeability (m3/m2/hr) <3 <3 <1

Ventilation system and design Good quality MVHR 
Long ducts to outside

High quality MVHR 
Long ducts to outside

High quality MVHR 
Short ducts to outside

MVHR heat recovery efficiency 85% 90% 90%

MVHR specific fan power 0.8 W/I/s (SAP)
1.75 W/I/s (PHPP)

0.7 W/I/s (SAP)
1.25 W/I/s (PHPP)

0.6 W/I/s (SAP)
0.85 W/I/s (PHPP)

f  LÃ§ Ċ§þÑ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā Nāē[Íû ās§Ö[þÆÚā Æā Ñ§[ÖĊ ĊÚ þ§éþ§ā§ÖĊ ĊÃ§ ĊĜé§ Ú´ ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā ĊÃ[Ċ ÑÚāĊ [pplÆs[ÖĊā ÆÖ :ÚÖ}ÚÖ ĚÚēÍ} sÚÖāÆ}§þ úāĊ[Ö}[þ}û ´Úþ [ ÑÆ}-rise apartment building. For consistency it has not 
i§§Ö sÃ[Ö»§} sÚÑé[þ§} ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ ÆÖÆĊÆ[Í đĢá× āĊē}Ĝî T§ ĊÃÆÖÌ ĊÃ[Ċ ĊÃÆā [ééþÚ[sÃ Æā [ss§éĊ[iÍ§ [ā ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû Ã[ā ÖÚĊ shanged significantly in terms of fabric and ventilation specifications 

This table summarises the different energy efficiency assumptions modelled based on the three different fabric and ventilatio n scenarios. 
The SAP Calculations assume a 5 story building.

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

New input for SAP 10.2 

13.0  Appendices

Table 4.3 S̄pecifications assumed for each level of fabric and ventilation performance for the mid -rise apartment building 
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Notional building
(used in 2019 study)

0
Notional building 2021
(used in 2023 study)

1
Business as usual

Description This scenario represents the 
minimum energy efficiency 
performance required by Part L 
2013 building regulations.

This scenario represents the 
minimum energy efficiency 
performance required by Part L 
2021 building regulations.

This scenario represents the type 
of energy efficiency performance 
most applicants are used to 
deliver.

Floor U-Value (W/m2K) 0.13 0.13 0.13 

External wall U-Value 
(W/m2K)

0.18 0.18 0.18

Roof U-Value  (W/m2K) 0.13 0.11 0.15

Soffit U-Value (W/m2K) N/A N/A N/A

Windows
U-value (W/m2K)*
Windows g-value

1.40 
0.63

1.20 
0.63

1.40 
0.40

External doors (W/m2K) N/A N/A N/A

Window area As per design, windows are 
limited to 25% of the floor area 

As per design, windows are 
limited to 25% of the floor area 

As per the design

Thermal bridging (W/m 2K) y-value ḗ0.05 W/m 2K y-value ḗ0.05 W/m 2K Good practice
(e.g. y-value ḗ0.1 W/m2K)

Air Permeability (m3/m2/hr) 
at 50 Pa

5 5 3

Ventilation system and 
design

Natural ventilation with 
intermittent extract fans 

Natural ventilation with 
intermittent extract fans 

Good quality MVHR 
Long ducts to outside

MVHR heat recovery 
efficiency

N/A N/A 85%

MVHR specific fan power N/A N/A 0.8 W/I/s (SAP)
1.75 W/I/s (PHPP)

Table 4.4 - Mid -rise apartment example: this table compares the domestic notional building specification from building regulatio ns Part L 2013 and 
đĢđá ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖ ēā§} ÆÖ ĊÃÆā þ§éÚþĊî

Notional building

Part L uses a notional building specification to 
»§Ö§þ[Ċ§ ĊÃ§ øi[ā§ÍÆÖ§ù ëÆî§î L[þ»§Ċ *ÑÆāāÆÚÖ 
Rate TER / Target Fabric Energy Efficiency TFEE 
/ Target Primary Energy Rate TPER). This is a 
predefined set of performance values from 
building regulations Part L 2021. The values 
differ between domestic and non -domestic 
typologies. 

Business as usual

LÃ§ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû ās§Ö[þÆÚ Æā Ñ§[ÖĊ ĊÚ 
represent the type of fabric and ventilation 
specifications that most applicants in London 
ĚÚēÍ} sÚÖāÆ}§þ úāĊ[Ö}[þ}û ÆÖ ĊÃ§ Í[āĊ ¶-10 years. 
This scenario is unchanged from the 2019 study 
and is not intended to be a replica of the 
úÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»û āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖî 

TÃĜ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû [Ö} ÖÚĊ =ÚĊÆÚÖ[Í 
building?

For consistency between the studies it has not 
been changed since 2019. We believe that this 
approach is acceptable and representative of 
ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íûî

Energy and cost modelling analysis  |  Business as usual, Notional building and Part L compliance

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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Choosing which heating system to assess

Low carbon heat is one of the key pillars of Net Zero Carbon 
buildings and it is widely recognised that the industry is currently 
going through a paradigm shift. There is a move away from fossil fuel 
based heating systems to all electric systems (e.g heat pumps). This 
study looked to capture this necessary transition and its impact on 
carbon emissions and building energy use respectively. 

LÃ§þ§ Æā ÃÚĚ§ę§þ ÖÚ úÚÖ§ āÆĠ§ ´ÆĊā [ÍÍû ÍÚĚ s[þiÚÖ Ã§[ĊÆÖ» āĜāĊ§Ñ 
across all building archetypes, and there is a wide variety and 
complexity of heating systems available in the market. In selecting a 
heating system for new buildings, there are a series of pros and cons 
which must be considered (e.g. efficiency, space, cost, operation and 
maintenance, ownership, etc.) which will make a heating system more 
suited to some building archetypes than others. 

We had to consolidate this into a reduced number of options which 
would be representative of new build projects in London. The heating 
āĜāĊ§Ñā sÚÖāÆ}§þ§} ë[Ö} āēÑÑ[þÆā§} ÆÖ ĊÃ§ úþ§}û āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā Ċ[iÍ§ì 
are therefore different for each building archetype. It is important to 
note that the intention for selecting the heating systems proposed 
was to give a broad spectrum that would cover most systems typically 
seen in these archetypes. It is recognised that other heating systems 
not selected in this study may align with the performance metrics or 
targets suggested as part of the policy recommendations.  

Why are gas boilers being considered as an option?

Gas boilers should not be used in new buildings anymore. However, 
the project team wanted to ensure an objective review of heating 
Ċ§sÃÖÚÍÚ»Æ§ā ĊÃ[Ċ ĚÚēÍ} i§ sÚÖāÆ}§þ§} úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íûî LÃÆā Ě[ā 
also important to ensure that the cost analysis was fair and 
representative of the current minimum building regulations 
compliance. 

Energy and cost modelling analysis  |  Heating systems modelled

Table 4.5 - Example of the four different heating systems considered for the mid -rise 
apartment building. Although the same number of systems are considered for each typology, 
the detailed heating system selection and specifications are specific to each typology.

A
Gas boiler

B
Direct electric

C
Heat Pump System 
(less efficient)
Communal heat pump

D
Heat Pump System
(more efficient)
Ambient loop heat pump/
Individual heat pump 

Description Communal gas boiler supplying 
heat interface units in all flats

Direct electric and individual 
DHW tank

Communal air source heat pump 
supplying heat interface units in 
all flats

(1) communal air source heat 
pump OR ground loop 
supplying individual heat 
pumps through an ambient 
loop, or

(2) individual air source heat 
pump system with DHW tank

Communal heating distribution
and Distribution Loss Factor (DLF) 

Flow and return temperature 
70ƺC/50ƺC .
Assumed DLF = 1.5

N/ A Flow and return temperature 
60ƺC/40ƺC .
Assumed DLF = 1.5

Ambient loop or N/A
Assumed DLF = 1.0 or N/A

Heating emitters LTHW radiators fed by HIU Direct electric panel radiators LTHW radiators fed by HIU LTHW radiators fed by individual 
heat pump or warm air

Hot water system HIU provides instantaneous hot 
water

80L hot water store with an  
immersion heater in each 
domestic unit 

HIU provides instantaneous hot 
water

An 80L hot water store in each 
unit

Heating and hot water seasonal 
efficiency

93% 100% 190% space heating
210% water heating
Blended efficiencies for SAP models 
1/2/3: 200% /201% /  204%

330% space heating
280% water heating
Blended efficiencies for SAP models 
1/2/3: 304% / 300% /293%

Showers 2 showers 8̄ l/min each 2 showers 8̄ l/min each 2 showers 8̄ l/min each 2 showers 8̄ l/min each

Waste Water Heat Recovery No WWHR assumed No WWHR assumed No WWHR assumed No WWHR assumed 

Internal light ing 30 light bulbs @ 5W and 95lW 30 light bulbs @ 5W and 95lW 30 light bulbs @ 5W and 95lW 30 light bulbs @ 5W and 95lW

Figure 4.2 - Heat pumps are available in many different types and scales, from individual 
systems to large scale heat pumps (© Etude for the Greater London Authority). This 
study sought to select relevant solutions for each archetype, but more are possible. 

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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A
Gas boiler

B
Direct electric*

C
Less efficient Heat Pump 
System 
Communal heat pump

D
More Efficient Heat Pump 
System
Communal heat pump

Description Communal gas boiler supplying 
heat interface units in all flats

Direct electric and individual hot 
water cylinder

Communal air source heat pump 
supplying heat interface units in 
all flats

Communal air source heat pump 
supplying heat interface units in 
all flats

Communal heating distribution
and Distribution Loss Factor (DLF) 

Flow and return temperature 
70ƺC/50ƺC .
Assumed DLF = 1.05

N/A Flow and return temperature 
65ƺC/50ƺC .
Assumed DLF = 1.5

Flow and return temperature 
65ƺC/50ƺC .
Assumed DLF = 1.5

Heating emitters LTHW radiators fed by HIU Direct electric panel radiators LTHW radiators fed by HIU LTHW radiators fed by individual 
heat pump

Hot water system HIU provides instantaneous hot 
water

180L hot water store with an  
immersion heater in each 
domestic unit 

HIU provides instantaneous hot 
water

A 180L hot water store in each 
unit

Heating and hot water seasonal 
efficiency

93% 100% 190% space heating
210% water heating
Blended efficiencies for SAP models 
1/2/3: 200% /201% / 204%

330% space heating
280% water heating
Blended efficiencies for SAP models 
1/2/3: 304% / 300% /293%

Showers 2 showers ̄ 8 l/min each 2 showers ̄ 8 l/min each 2 showers ̄ 8 l/min each 2 showers ̄ 8 l/min each

Waste Water Heat Recovery No WWHR assumed No WWHR assumed No WWHR assumed No WWHR assumed 

Internal lighting 10 light bulbs @ 5W and 95lW 10 light bulbs @ 5W and 95lW 10 light bulbs @ 5W and 95lW 10 light bulbs @ 5W and 95lW

This table summarises the different heating system assumptions modelled based on the four different scenarios. New input for SAP 10.2 

Mid rise apartment building  |  Building services

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

13.0  Appendices

Table 4.6 S̄pecifications assumed for each type of heating system for the mid -rise apartment building

Å Please note that direct electric heating should be combined with an ultra -low level of energy use, delivered by an appropriate i ndependently certified quality assurance standard, (e.g. Passivhaus). 
Otherwise, it introduces a significant risk of high energy bills for the occupants.
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Choosing which PV area to assess 

To ensure a robust and accurate evidence base for this study a PV 
feasibility study was undertaken for each building typology, which  
estimated the likely renewable energy generation from PV panels.

This page summarises its key conclusions, including the peak 
electrical generation output ( kWp), the area of PV panels and the 
approximate percentage of total roof area used for PV panels. 

The area for PVs and respective outputs, have been informed by 
similar projects, current and emerging PV panel outputs, and efforts 
ĊÚ [}ęÚs[Ċ§ ´Úþ [ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û éþ[sĊÆs§û [ééþÚ[sÃî 

Detailed PV assumptions

Energy and cost modelling analysis  |  Approach to PVs

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Figure 4.3 S̄ummary of PV assumptions confirming total PV panel area and kWp output

Terrace houses ̄ 8 units

33.2 kWp

152 m2 of PV panels

36% of roof area

Mid-rise apartment building

54.5 kWp

250 m2 of PV panels

33% of roof area

Low-rise apartment building

23.4 kWp

107 m2 of PV panels

40% of roof area

High-rise apartment building

38 kWp

170 m2 of PV panels

21% of roof area

Office 

54.8 kWp

432 m2 of PV panels

70% of roof area

Industrial building

76.7 kWp

666 m2 of PV panels

25% of roof area

School

135.5 kWp

608 m2 of PV panels

25% of roof area

Hotel

45 kWp

202 m2 of PV panels

50% of roof area

Max PV option

Minimum distance to parapets: Approx 0.6m

Minimum distance to other roof structures: Approx 1m

Maximum overshading of PVs:
(allowable shading losses) 10% 

Other electrical losses: 14%

Manufacturer Longi Hi-MO6 Scientist 54 cell Jinko - Tiger Neo N -
type 72 cell

Power output, W 425 575

PV panel dimensions (mm): 1722 x 1134 1722 x 1134

PV panel efficiency: 22.5% 22.6%
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Solar PVs

Description This assumes a clear effort to design the roof 
in order to maximise the area of PVs.

Photovoltaic Panels (kWp) 55

Assumed area (Panel area) 250m2

Tilt 10° (Horizontal)

Shading Average/unknown

Battery capacity (kWh) N/A

This table summarises the different sizes of PV system assumed. New input for SAP 10.2 

Mid rise apartment building  |  Photovoltaics (PVs)

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

13.0  Appendices

Table 4.7 S̄pecifications assumed for the PV system
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4.3

Note on the assessment of heat networks in this study

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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ǀÖ ÆÑéÚþĊ[ÖĊ é[þĊ Ú´ :ÚÖ}ÚÖûā }§s[þiÚÖÆā[ĊÆÚÖ āĊþ[Ċ§»Ĝ ´Úþ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ā 
in the last 15 years

2§[Ċ Ö§ĊĚÚþÌā Ã[ę§ i§§Ö [ s§ÖĊþ[Í é[þĊ Ú´ ĊÃ§ 1:ǀûā [Ö} Ñ[ÖĜ 
:ÚÖ}ÚÖ iÚþÚē»Ãāû āĊþ[Ċ§»Ĝ ĊÚ }§s[þiÚÖÆā§ Ö§Ě [Ö} §ěÆāĊÆÖ» iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ā 
in the last 15 years. Alongside efforts to improve energy efficiency of 
buildings and increase renewable energy generation, heat networks 
Ã[ę§ i§§Ö sÚÖāÆ}§þ§} [ā ÚÖ§ Ú´ ĊÃ§ ÑÚāĊ ÆÑéÚþĊ[ÖĊ úĊÚÚÍāû [ę[ÆÍ[iÍ§ 
to planning officers to accelerate heat decarbonisation in London. 
Connection to district heating remains a policy requirement in the 
London Plan in Heat Network Priority Areas.

LÃ§ :ÚÖ}ÚÖ GÍ[Ö »Æę§ā Ã§[Ċ Ö§ĊĚÚþÌā éþÆÚþÆĊĜ ÆÖ ĊÃ§ úÃ§[ĊÆÖ» 
ÃÆ§þ[þsÃĜû [Ö} éÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» »ēÆ}[Ös§ ā§§Ìā ĊÚ §Öāēþ§ ĊÃ§ }§ÍÆę§þĜ Ú´ 
good quality heat networks.

Heat network: clarification on terminology

0Úþ ĊÃ§ éēþéÚā§ Ú´ ĊÃÆā þ§éÚþĊz ĊÃ§ Ċ§þÑ úÃ§[Ċ Ö§ĊĚÚþÌû Æā ĊÚ i§ 
understood as building heating systems going beyond the scale of an 
[é[þĊÑ§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ëĚÃÆsÃ ĚÆÍÍ i§ þ§´§þþ§} ĊÚ [ā úsÚÑÑēÖ[Í Ã§[ĊÆÖ»ûìî 
Heat networks connect several buildings together and to a low 
carbon heat source. Heat networks currently provide 2% of building 
heating requirements in the UK.

Scope of this report

This report shows how heat networks can be evaluated under Policy 
option 1 and 2. It does not include an assessment of the benefits and 
disadvantages of heat networks.

Connection to heat networks as a planning policy requirement

Figure 4.4 - The two versions of the London Heat Network Manuals published by the Greater 
London Authority in 2014 and 2021 seek to increase the quality of new heat networks in London

Figure 4.5 - The London Plan (2021) refers to Heat Network Priority Areas (which cover 
approximately half of London) including its entire central area, where heat networks are 
expected to be the favoured heating strategy. Connection to local or existing planned heat 
networks is then top of the list, without any clear reference to its carbon performance.

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications



64

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

One generic term, very different types of heat networks

LÃ§ Ċ§þÑā ú}ÆāĊþÆsĊ Ã§[ĊÆÖ»û Úþ úÃ§[Ċ Ö§ĊĚÚþÌāû sÚę§þ [ ĚÆ}§ þ[Ö»§ Ú´ 
realities in London. A review of the existing and planned heat 
networks showed a wide range of heat networks varying in terms of:

Å Heat generation : e.g. gas-fired CHP, gas boilers, heat pumps, 
waste heat or Energy from Waste.

Å Status: their growth may be complete or they may want to expand 
further.

Å Scale, ranging from a few blocks to heat networks spanning over 
different London boroughs.

Å Supply temperature: most heat networks operate at a temperature 
of 80°C or above but there is a drive towards lower temperatures.

3Ċ Æā ĊÃ§þ§´Úþ§ ÖÚĊ éÚāāÆiÍ§ ĊÚ ÑÚ}§Í [ ú»§Ö§þÆs Ã§[Ċ Ö§ĊĚÚþÌû ÆÖ 
London. However, three conclusions emerged:

1. As the focus of this study is new buildings, we sought to model the 
type of networks which are seeking to expand as they are the ones 
to which the Council is likely to mandate connection to.

2. Energy from Waste systems (and particularly waste incineration 
plants) are currently considered by the UK Government as 
strategically important for management of municipal waste, with 
heat being a by product of this process. This was therefore 
considered as the first heat network scenario (DH1). 

3. Some networks using fossil fuels (e.g. Olympic Park, Citigen) are 
seeking to grow and decarbonise. Therefore a heat network still 
using gas-fired CHP and boilers but relatively well advanced on its 
way to decarbonisation (40% heat pumps) was also modelled to 
see how it would perform. This was the second heat network 
scenario (DH2). 

Types of heat networks in London

Energy from 
Waste
(DH1)

Legacy network 
seeking to 

de-carbonise
(DH2)

Figure 4.6 - The two types of heat networks assessed in the Towards Net Zero Carbon study

Figure 4.7 - An extract from the GLA energy guidance cover note published in 2022, 
acknowledges the challenge associated with gas-based heat networks and requires them to 
have a decarbonisation strategy

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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Heat networks case studies modelled in the Towards Net Zero Carbon study

Figure 4.7 - Energy from Waste heat networks are centred around using heat that is produced 
by the process of  waste incineration (above the North London Edmonton incinerator) 
distributing that heat to homes close to it or much further (Photograph: pxl.store/Alamy)

Generation mix Indicative generation mix used by the BRE 
to derive carbon factor: 97% heat pump 
with heat recovered from waste 
combustion (COP of 10) and 3% back-up 
gas boilers (efficiency of 90%)

Approach to estimated carbon content of 
heat

Emissions associated with the incineration 
of waste in the carbon content of heat are 
disregarded.

DH1  |  Energy from Waste

Figure 4.8 - The vast majority of large existing heat networks burn fossil fuels in an Energy 
Centre (through CHPs and gas boilers). In order to decarbonise, they will seek to generate a 
growing proportion of their heat with heat pumps. DH2 represents a network targeting a 40% 
proportion of heat from heat pumps.

Generation mix (target) Potential generation mix for a gas -fired 
CHP/ boilers significantly committed to 
decarbonisation:
Å40% gas-fired CHP
Å20% gas-fired boilers
Å40% air source heat pump

Approach to estimated carbon content of 
heat

Directly related to the generation mix and 
in particular the use of fossil fuels.

DH2  |  Fossil fuel based heat network seeking to grow and decarbonise

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications

Table 4.8 C̄haracteristics of DH1 assumed for the energy modelling Table 4.9 C̄haracteristics of DH2 assumed for the energy modelling
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Purpose of the heat networks analysis in the TNZC study

This report shows how heat networks can be evaluated under Policy 
option 1 and 2. 

Analysis has been undertaken for:

Å Two types of networks; DH1 which represents a network utilizing 
energy from waste  and DH 2 a Legacy network seeking to 
decarbonise.

Å a mid-rise apartment to understand what is required for domestic 
buildings. 

Å a school to understand what is required for non -domestic 
buildings.

The study uses generic carbon content of heat that are set out in SAP 
and NCM/SBEM, which vary for the different types of heat network. 
Carbon calculations are not based on actual forecast of the likely 
carbon content of heat of that network.

The scope of the heat network analysis in this study

Exclusions

The main purpose of this report was not to consider heat networks in 
detail. The following exclusions were agreed with the London 
boroughs.

Å This report does not include an assessment of the benefits and 
disadvantages of heat networks, or their costs/benefits.

Å Assessment and comparison of various types of heat network 
(fossil fuel, heat pumps, waste heat and energy from waste) and 
non heat network solutions with net zero carbon standards. 

Å Detailed analysis on the feasibility of heat networks and further 
calculations to demonstrate how low carbon they are. 

Å Demonstrate how the GLA guidance can be used to expand 
higher carbon networks or enable the transition to low carbon 
networks.

Å Analysis of new developments that may be next to an inefficient 
estate, building a larger case for this development to connect as a 
ýÃēiûî

Å This report only looks at two types of network, a Legacy network 
seeking to decarbonise and a heat network from Energy from 
Waste. Other types of networks exist but have not been included. 

Å Only the mid -rise apartment was tested for domestic buildings 
and the school was tested for non -domestic, the other typologies 
in this report have not been tested.

Å The testing carried out does not include sleeving.

4.0  Energy and cost modelling evidence base  |  Methodology, typologies and specifications
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5.0

Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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Before considering how Policy options 1 or 2 can 
go beyond the minimum requirements set by Part L 
2021 it is important to assess and understand how 
the different archetypes and cases would perform 
against the different criteria of Part L 2021. 

It will enable to identify, for each archetype, which 
combination of specifications are effectively no 
longer possible anyway and which ones would still 
comply, before further policies would apply 
[ÖÚĊÃ§þ ú´ÆÍĊ§þûî 

5.1.1

Part L 2021 
compliance for 
terrace house

5.1.2 

Part L 2021 
compliance for 
low-rise 
apartment 
building

5.1..3 

Part L 2021 
compliance for 
mid-rise 
apartment 
building

5.1.4 

Part L 2021 
compliance for 
high-rise 
apartment 
building

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

5.0 Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

5.2.1 

Part L 2021 
compliance for 
office building

5.2.2

Part L 2021 
compliance for 
primary school

5.2.3

Part L 2021 
compliance for 
industrial building

5.2.4

Part L 2021 
compliance for 
hotel

Part L 2021 compliance for domestic buildings

Part L 2021 compliance for non-domestic buildings
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Primary energy
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -17% -39% -12% 70%

Good 
practice -9% -17% 16% 77%

Ultra-low 
energy 22% 18% 33% 90%

CO2 metric

How to read the tables in this section?

Primary energy metric

Fabric energy efficiency (FEE) metric

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -14% 37% 58% 86%

Good 
practice -6% 49% 66% 90%

Ultra-low 
energy 22% 67% 79% 96%

FEE
SAP 10.2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -14%

Good 
practice 0%

Ultra-low 
energy 31%

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Would not 
pass all 3 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

Developments must meet or exceed three criteria to pass Part L 2021, which are calculated 
based on the notional building: target primary energy rate (top right), target emission rate 
(bottom right) and, for residential developments, the target fabric energy efficiency (FEE) 
rate (bottom left). The tables created for each typology summarise how each case that has 
been modelled for this study would perform against these criteria. Cells in green or red 
indicate whether the scenario would pass or fail the Part L 2021 target. Percentages indicate 
how much the design either exceeds or fall short of the required target. Developments will 
not achieve Building Regulations compliance if they fail one or more of the three criteria. 

Table 5.1 P̄art L compliance - The 3 metrics combined and 
assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.3 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.4 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit Table 5.2 P̄erformance of each case in 
terms of Fabric Energy Efficiency (FEE) 
against the Part L 2021 limit 

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

The summary table above brings together all 
criteria, summarising which of the scenarios would 
ú0[ÆÍû Úþ úG[āāû G[þĊ : đĢđá Úę§þ[ÍÍî
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5.1

Part L 2021 compliance for domestic buildings

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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5.1.1

Part L 2021 compliance for terrace house

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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Terrace house  |  Compliance with Part L 2021 

Primary energy
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1% -16% 62% 67%

Good 
practice 20% 8% 72% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 43% 37% 83% 84%

CO2 metric does very little

The CO2 metric does not disincentivise the use of gas. It does little 
to ensure buildings reduce their carbon emissions further. 

Primary energy metric has a 
minor effect

The use of the new primary 
energy metric incentivises 
improvements to the 
building fabric and/or the 
choice of heating and hot 
water system. Homes are 
therefore required to either 
have a better fabric when 
using fossil fuels or use a 
heat pump.

Fabric energy efficiency incentivises good fabric

The fabric energy efficiency metric encourages 
ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» 
fabric and ventilation systems. 

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 4% 52% 92% 95%

Good 
practice 23% 64% 98% 99%

Ultra-low 
energy 45% 79% 103% 104%

FEE
SAP 10.2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -16%

Good 
practice 2%

Ultra-low 
energy 20%

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Part L compliance - The 3 metrics combined

Would not 
pass all 3 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

Table 5.5 C̄ombination of compliance with the different 
metrics in Part L 2021 and assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.7 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.8 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit Table 5.6 P̄erformance of each case in 
terms of FEE against the Part L 2021 limit 
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5.1.2

Part L 2021 compliance for low-rise 
apartment building

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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Primary energy
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 4% -4% 14% 48%

Good 
practice 20% 14% 30% 58%

Ultra-low 
energy 42% 38% 51% 71%

CO2 metric does very little

The CO2 metric does not disincentivise the use of gas. It does little 
to ensure buildings reduce their carbon emissions further. 

Low-rise apartment building  |  Compliance with Part L 2021 

Primary energy metric does 
very little

The use of the new primary 
energy metric does little to 
incentivise improvements to 
the building fabric and/or 
the choice of heating and 
hot water system. Only the 
direct electric system for the 
worst performing fabric is 
non-compliant. 

Fabric energy efficiency incentivises good fabric

The fabric energy efficiency metric encourages 
ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» 
fabric and ventilation systems. 

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 7% 55% 67% 84%

Good 
practice 22% 64% 75% 89%

Ultra-low 
energy 43% 77% 86% 96%

FEE
SAP 10.2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -14%

Good 
practice 4%

Ultra-low 
energy 28%

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

Part L compliance - The 3 metrics combined

PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Would not 
pass all 3 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

Table 5.9 C̄ombination of compliance with the different 
metrics in Part L 2021 and assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.11 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.12 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit Table 5.10 P̄erformance of each case in 
terms of FEE against the Part L 2021 limit 
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5.1.3

Part L 2021 compliance for mid-rise 
apartment building

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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Mid-rise apartment bulding |  Compliance with Part L 2021
Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Primary energy
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2% -12% 8% 38%

Good 
practice 11% 2% 20% 45%

Ultra-low 
energy 28% 22% 36% 54%

CO2 metric does very little

The CO2 metric does not disincentivise the use of gas. It does little 
to ensure buildings reduce their carbon emissions further. 

Primary energy metric has a 
minor effect

The use of the new primary 
energy metric incentivises 
improvements to the 
building fabric and/or the 
choice of heating and hot 
water system. Homes are 
therefore required to either 
have a better fabric when 
using fossil fuels or use a 
heat pump.

Fabric energy efficiency incentivises good fabric

The fabric energy efficiency metric encourages 
ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» 
fabric and ventilation systems. 

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81%

FEE
SAP 10.2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -11%

Good 
practice 4%

Ultra-low 
energy 26%

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

Part L compliance - The 3 metrics combined

PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Would not 
pass all 3 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

Table 5.13 C̄ombination of compliance with the different 
metrics in Part L 2021 and assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.15 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.16 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit Table 5.14 P̄erformance of each case in 
terms of FEE against the Part L 2021 limit 
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5.1.4

Part L 2021 compliance for high-rise 
apartment building

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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High-rise apartment building  |  Compliance with Part L 2021

Primary energy
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 7% -18% 9% 41%

Good 
practice 20% 11% 28% 50%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 27% 37% 58%

CO2 metric does very little

The CO2 metric does not disincentivise the use of gas. It does little 
to ensure buildings reduce their carbon emissions further. 

Primary energy metric does 
very little

The use of the new primary 
energy metric does little to 
incentivise improvements to 
the building fabric and/or 
the choice of heating and 
hot water system. Only the 
direct electric system for the 
worst performing fabric is 
non-compliant. 

Fabric energy efficiency incentivises good fabric

The fabric energy efficiency metric encourages 
ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» 
fabric and ventilation systems. 

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 6% 52% 60% 75%

Good 
practice 16% 56% 65% 77%

Ultra-low 
energy 24% 63% 69% 81%

FEE
SAP 10.2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -12%

Good 
practice 0%

Ultra-low 
energy 8%

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

Part L compliance - The 3 metrics combined

PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Would not 
pass all 3 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

Table 5.17 C̄ombination of compliance with the different 
metrics in Part L 2021 and assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.19 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.20 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit Table 5.18 P̄erformance of each case in 
terms of FEE against the Part L 2021 limit 
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5.2

Part L 2021 compliance for non-domestic buildings

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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5.2.1

Part L 2021 compliance for office building

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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Office building  |  Compliance with Part L 2021

Primary energy
NCM - SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -8% 15% 9% 16%

Good 
practice 14% 31% 27% 32%

Ultra-low 
energy 25% 33% 31% 33%

Primary Energy and CO2

metrics

Results show that all, 
except ĊÃ§ ú1[ā iÚÆÍ§þû 
ās§Ö[þÆÚ ēÖ}§þ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā 
[ā ēāē[Íû comply with the 
primary energy target.

Primary energy (with the 
50% PV area) is not 
adding any incentives to 
increasing fabric or system 
performance, in addition 
to the CO 2 metric.  

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -22% 13% 6% 14%

Good 
practice 7% 29% 25% 30%

Ultra-low 
energy 26% 32% 30% 32%

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

Part L compliance - The 2 metrics combined

Metrics combined

Both building regulations metrics (primary 
energy and carbon) have been overlayed in the 
table above. 

Our analysis shows that Part L2 2021 is not very 
effective at preventing fossil fuel heating from 
complying with building regulations or at 
encouraging better fabric, ventilation and 
heating systems. PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Would not 
pass both 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

PV area covering 50% of the building footprint area

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

Table 5.21 C̄ombination of compliance with the different 
metrics in Part L 2021 and assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.22 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.23 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit 
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5.2.2

Part L 2021 compliance for primary school

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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Primary school building  |  Compliance with Part L 2021 

Primary energy
NCM - SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 52% 21% 81% 83%

Good 
practice 34% 13% 45% 45%

Ultra-low 
energy 91% 85% 88% 88%

Primary Energy and CO2

metrics

Results show that all 
proposed scenarios 
comply with the primary 
energy and carbon 
targets. 

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 27% 11% 75% 77%

Good 
practice 26% 3% 40% 40%

Ultra-low 
energy 636% 73% 83% 83%

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

Part L compliance - The 2 metrics combined

Metrics combined

Both building regulations metrics (primary 
energy and carbon) have been overlayed in the 
table above. 

Our analysis shows that Part L2 2021 is not very 
effective at preventing fossil fuel heating from 
complying with building regulations or at 
encouraging better fabric, ventilation and 
heating systems. PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Would not 
pass both 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

PV area covering 25% of the building footprint area

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

Table 5.24 C̄ombination of compliance with the different 
metrics in Part L 2021 and assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.25 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.26 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit 
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5.2.3

Part L 2021 compliance for industrial building

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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Industrial building  |  Compliance with Part L 2021 

Primary energy
NCM - SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -5% 44% 42% 56%

Good 
practice -11% 44% 42% 56%

Ultra-low 
energy 4% 47% 48% 63%

Primary Energy and CO2

metrics

Results show that all 
proposed scenarios 
comply with the primary 
energy target, apart from 
»[ā iÚÆÍ§þ ĚÆĊÃ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā 
[ā ēāē[Íû [Ö} ú1ÚÚ} 
éþ[sĊÆs§û ´[iþÆsāî 

For schemes with a gas 
boiler, the primary energy 
metric is incentivising the 
use of better fabric 
performance for the 
Industrial typology. For 
any scheme without a gas 
boiler, it does not 
incentivise the use of 
better fabric performance. 

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 0% 41% 40% 53%

Good 
practice 6% 41% 40% 53%

Ultra-low 
energy 21% 48% 46% 61%

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Four 
pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

Part L compliance - The 2 metrics combined

Metrics combined

Both building regulations metrics (primary 
energy and carbon) have been overlayed in the 
table above. 

Our analysis shows that Part L2 2021 is not very 
effective at preventing fossil fuel heating from 
complying with building regulations or at 
encouraging better fabric, ventilation and 
heating systems. PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Would not 
pass both 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

Table 5.27 C̄ombination of compliance with the different 
metrics in Part L 2021 and assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.28 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.29 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit 
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5.2.4

Part L 2021 compliance for hotel

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance
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Hotel building  |  Compliance with Part L 2021

Primary energy
NCM - SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 0% -17% 8% 8%

Good 
practice 3% -13% 11% 11%

Ultra-low 
energy 7% -6% 17% 17%

Primary Energy and CO2

metrics

Results show the same 
pattern of pass/fail as 
primary energy as for CO2 

emission reductions. 

Primary energy (with the 
50% PV area) does not 
add any incentive to 
increase fabric or system 
performance, in addition 
to the CO 2 metric.  

Part L 
Compliance

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 
(400/300)

Heat 
pump 
(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual

Good 
practice

Ultra-low 
energy

Part L compliance - The 2 metrics combined

Metrics combined

Both building regulations metrics (primary 
energy and carbon) have been overlayed in the 
table above. 

Our analysis shows that Part L2 2021 is not very 
effective at preventing fossil fuel heating from 
complying with building regulations or at 
encouraging better fabric, ventilation and 
heating systems. PassFail

Part L 2021 compliance

Would not 
pass both 
metrics of 

Part L 2021

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2% -18% 7% 8%

Good 
practice 2% -13% 10% 11%

Ultra-low 
energy 4% -7% 16% 16%

5.0  Energy modelling analysis for Part L 2021 compliance

Table 5.30 C̄ombination of compliance with the different 
metrics in Part L 2021 and assessment of overall compliance

Table 5.31 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 limit 

Table 5.32 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit 
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6.0

Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1 
(Carbon improvement over the notional 
building using the Part L framework ) 
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Policy option 1 uses the Part L framework, and in 
particular its CO2 metric to go beyond the 
requirements of Part L 2021 of the Building 
Regulations. Demonstration of compliance with 
these requirements is evidenced by the use of Part 
L modelling.

This section provides, for each archetype, the 
performance of each case against the CO2 

requirement of Part L 2021. This enables to see 
which cases comply with the 35% CO2 reduction 
over Part L 2021 currently required by the GLA 
energy guidance (2022). It also enables to see 
which cases would not comply and which ones 
would perform significantly better. 

Based on the findings of section 5.0, we can 
overlay compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 
with the CO 2 reduction over the Part L 2021 limit 
from this section. This enables to see whether and 
how planning policy option 1 would be successful 
at incentivising the design and construction of 
i§ĊĊ§þ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»āz ĚÃÆsÃ [}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[Í ú´ÆÍĊ§þû GÚÍÆsĜ 
option 1 would effectively apply.

In terms of energy efficiency, this section also 
provides, for each archetype, the performance of 
§[sÃ ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖz [»[ÆÖāĊ ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû 
requirement from the GLA.

A particular analysis on heat networks has also 
been undertaken to investigate how they are likely 
to perform under policy option 1.

6.1.1

Policy option 1 -
Part L analysis for 
terrace house

6.1.2 

Policy option 1 -
Part L analysis for 
low-rise 
apartment 
building

6.1..3 

Policy option 1 -
Part L analysis for 
mid-rise 
apartment 
building

6.1.4 

Policy option 1 -
Part L analysis for 
high-rise 
apartment 
building

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

6.0 Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

6.2.1 

Policy option 1 -
Part L analysis for 
office building

6.2.2

Policy option 1 -
Part L analysis for 
primary school

6.2.3

Policy option 1 -
Part L analysis for 
industrial building

6.2.4

Policy option 1 -
Part L analysis for 
hotel

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for domestic buildings

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for non-domestic buildings

Policy option 1 - how are heat networks assessed and how do they perform?

Policy option 1 - summary
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How to read the tables in this section?

Most tables in this section indicate, , 
for each archetype, which carbon 
reduction over Part L 2021 is 
achieved by each combination of 
fabric and ventilation specifications 
and heating systems, all with PVs.

The results are colour coded using a 
clear key ranging from dark red (i.e. 
over the Part L 2021 CO2 limit), 
through light red (better than the 
Part L 2021 CO2 limit but not 
compliant with the 35% requirement) 
to dark green (>80% reduction over 
the Part L 2021 CO2 limit).

Cases which comply with the 35% 
requirement are circled in blue on 
some tables. 

Cases which do not comply with all 
Part L 2021 criteria are identified with 
a dark red cross.

Finally, separate tables indicate the 
ÍÆÌ§ÍĜ ú&§ :§[Öû é§þ´ÚþÑ[Ös§ Ú´ ĊÃ§ 
three levels of fabric and ventilation.

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

>= 10%< 10%

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -8%

Good 
practice 7%

Ultra-low 
energy 28%

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81%

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81%

Would not pass all building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

35% 
compliant

Table 6.1 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 limit

Figure 6.1 R̄anges of performance used to help the reader visualise the level of performance

Table 6.2 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 6.2 P̄erformance of the three levels 
of fabric and ventilation performance 
[»[ÆÖāĊ ĊÃ§ 1:ǀûā &§ :§[Ö þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ

Figure 6.2 Ḡraphical code to help the reader 
understand which cases would not be Part L compliant

Figure 6.3 R̄anges of performance 
used to help the reader visualise the 
level of performance
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6.1

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for domestic buildings

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Under Part L 2021, waste water heat recovery (WWHR) systems have 
i§sÚÑ§ §Ñi§}}§} ÆÖĊÚ ĊÃ§ øÖÚĊÆÚÖ[Í āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖù ĚÃÆsÃ Æā ēā§} ĊÚ 
generate the Target Emission Rate (TER), i.e. the Part L 2021 CO2

ÍÆÑÆĊz [Ö} ĊÃ§þ§´Úþ§ ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§î

Waste Water Heat Recovery in the 2019 study

3Ö ĊÃ§ 'ÚāĊ Ú´ '[þiÚÖ āĊē}Ĝ ëđĢá×ìz TT2I Ě[ā ÆÖsÍē}§} ÆÖ ĊÃ§ úÑÚþ§ 
§´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊ Ã§[Ċ éēÑéû ās§Ö[þÆÚāz ĊÃ§ ÑÚāĊ §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ā§þęÆs§ā 
ā§Í§sĊÆÚÖî 2ÚĚ§ę§þz [ā TT2I Æā ÖÚĚ ÆÖsÍē}§} ÆÖ ĊÃ§ L*I [Ö} ĊÃ§ ú&§ 
:§[Öû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Ě§ }Æ} ÖÚĊ sÚÖāÆ}§þ [ééþÚéþÆ[Ċ§ ĊÚ Ã[ę§ TT2I ÚÖÍĜ 
in one of the building services scenarios. It was therefore removed 
from all building services scenarios.

What is the impact of WWHR in SAP calculations?

'Be Lean' calculations required by London Plan policy are based on 
the notional building specification (TER) set out in Part L 2021. 
Previously, the notional building in Part L 2013 did not include WWHR 
in the TER. 

As WWHR has a significant effect on the calculations, a development 
sÚēÍ} éþÚęÆ}§ s[ÍsēÍ[ĊÆÚÖā ĊÃ[Ċ é[āā ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ 
through including WWHR systems without improving the building 
´[iþÆs ÑēsÃ i§ĜÚÖ} ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā Nāē[Íûî 0ēþĊÃ§þÑÚþ§z éþÚéÚā[Íā ĚÆĊÃ 
high-performance fabric and ventilation could be penalised for not 
including WWHR.

The adjacent graph illustrates this risk: the WWHR turns a scheme 
ĚÃÆsÃ ĚÚēÍ} i§ ĚÚþā§ ĊÃ[Ö ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§ ÆÖĊÚ ÚÖ§ §ěs§§}ÆÖ» 
ÆĊ iĜ ×íz ę§þĜ sÍÚā§ ĊÚ ĊÃ§ áĢí ú&§ :§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊî 

Policy option 1  |  Note on Waste Water Heat Recovery (WWHR) in domestic buildings

WWHR vertical pipe installation © Power pipe UK WWHR example operation schematic

Figure 6.5 -LÃ§ sÃ[þĊ [iÚę§ āÃÚĚā ĊÃ§ ÆÑé[sĊ Ú´ TT2I ÚÖ ĊÃ§ 1:ǀ ú&§ :§[Öû s[ā§ ÆÖ [ ÑÆ}-rise 
apartment building. A significantly greater reduction in CO 2 emissions is achieved when WWHR is 
included in the proposed building specification. 

Figure 6.4 - What is WWHR and how does it work?
A WWHR system is a heat recovery device that recycles the heat energy from waste water. The 
technology can recover heat from any appliance or fitting that discharges hot water to the foul 
drains, such as a shower. The heat recovered is then used immediately to reduce the energy 
required to heat the shower water. WWHR tend to have no moving or active parts, recovering 
heat passively.

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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6.1.1

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for terrace house

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 2012
SAP 10.0
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 47% 53% 96% 103%

Good 
practice 56% 62% 100% 106%

Ultra-low 
energy 75% 81% 107% 112%

Terrace house  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L (regulated carbon emissions)

Findings of the 2023 study

A 35% improvement on Part L 2021 would not be effective at 
preventing the use of gas boilers. Also, it would not be sufficient to 
encourage developments to achieve further efficiencies through the 
fabric or heating system. A 50% 'benchmark' target improvement 
over Part L 2021 could be more effective in limiting applicants to 
direct electric or heat pumps, but an even more ambitious target 
would be required to drive further improvements to building fabric 
and ventilation. Direct electric should be combined with an 
appropriate performance standard, such as the Passivhausstandard). 

2019 study

2023 study

Findings of the 2019 study

London Plan policy of a 35% reduction in CO 2 emissions on-site on 
Part L 2013 (using SAP 10.0 emission factors) did not prevent the use 
of gas boilers. A more demanding requirement would incentivise heat 
pumps more.

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%
35% 

compliant

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%35% 
compliant

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 4% 52% 92% 95%

Good 
practice 23% 64% 98% 99%

Ultra-low 
energy 45% 79% 103% 104%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.4 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2013 baseline

Table 6.5 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 4% 52% 92% 95%

Good 
practice 23% 64% 98% 99%

Ultra-low 
energy 45% 79% 103% 104%

Terrace house  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

G[þĊ : sÚÑéÍÆ[Ös§ }þÆę§ā ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû 
´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā iĜ þēÍÆÖ» ÚēĊ [ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû Í§ę§Í Ú´ ´[iþÆs 
and ventilation performance.

The GLA's latest Energy Assessment Guidance (2022) sets an on-site 
35% target improvement on Part L 2021. Our modelling results for 
this building type suggest that a 35% target would help to make it 
more challenging for a gas boiler scenario, however a benchmark 
50% target would be even more effective.

A more ambitious target would incentivise even better designs and 
would be technically feasible.

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Would not pass all 3 building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Table 6.6 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance with 
all Part L 2021 criteria
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Terrace house  |  Policy option 1  |  Be Lean

Findings of the 2019 study

All scenarios tested achieved a 10% reduction in emissions, therefore 
complying/exceeding the London Plan 'Be Lean' policy requirement. 

For the terrace house, the Be Lean requirement was therefore not 
effective at incentivising more energy efficient fabric and ventilation 
specification. 

>= 10%< 10%

>= 10%< 10%

Findings of the 2023 study

ǀ ÃÚÑ§ ĚÆĊÃ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û Úþ úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [sÃÆ§ę§ā 
greater than a 10% reduction in CO 2 from fabric and ventilation. 

For the terrace house it also appears that the changes between each 
of the fabric specifications causes a large change in the result. This is 
less apparent in the other house typologies. 

The inclusion of a waste water heat recovery (WWHR) system could 
[ÍÍÚĚ §ę§Ö ĊÃ§ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû ´[iþÆs ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĊÚ Ñ§§Ċ ĊÃ§ áĢí 
reduction requirement. The inclusion of WWHR in schemes has the 
potential to mask the improvement or lack of improvement of the 
building fabric. 

Using the Fabric Energy Efficiency indicator from Part L 2021 may be 
an alternative.

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 2012
SAP 10.0
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 10%

Good 
practice 19%

Ultra-low 
energy 37%

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2%

Good 
practice 18%

Ultra-low 
energy 40%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.7 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2019 study)

2019 study

2023 study

Table 6.8 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2023 study)



97

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

6.1.2

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for low-rise 
apartment building

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Low-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L (regulated carbon emissions)

Findings of the 2023 study

A 35% improvement on Part L 2021 would not be effective at 
preventing the use of gas boilers. Also, it would not be sufficient to 
encourage developments to achieve further efficiencies through the 
fabric or heating system. A 50% 'benchmark' target improvement 
over Part L 2021 would be more effective in limiting applicants to 
direct electric or heat pumps, but an even more ambitious target 
would be required to drive further improvements to building fabric 
and ventilation. Direct electric should be combined with an 
appropriate performance standard, such as the Passivhausstandard). 

Findings of the 2019 study

London Plan policy of a 35% reduction in CO 2 emissions on-site on 
Part L 2013 (using SAP 10.0 emission factors) did not prevent the use 
of gas boilers, nor directly incentivise heat pumps.

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%
35% 

compliant

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 2012
SAP 10.0
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 47% 53% 96% 103%

Good 
practice 56% 62% 100% 106%

Ultra-low 
energy 75% 81% 107% 112%

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 7% 55% 67% 84%

Good 
practice 22% 64% 75% 89%

Ultra-low 
energy 43% 77% 86% 96%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

2019 study

2023 study

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%35% 
compliant

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 6.9 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2013 baseline

Table 6.10 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 7% 55% 67% 84%

Good 
practice 22% 64% 75% 89%

Ultra-low 
energy 43% 77% 86% 96%

Low-rise apartment building  | Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

G[þĊ : sÚÑéÍÆ[Ös§ }þÆę§ā ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû 
´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā iĜ þēÍÆÖ» ÚēĊ [ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû Í§ę§Í Ú´ ´[iþÆs 
and ventilation performance.

The GLA's latest Energy Assessment Guidance (2022) sets an on-site 
35% target improvement on Part L 2021. Our modelling results for 
this building type suggest that a 35% target would help to make it 
more challenging for a gas boiler scenario, however a benchmark 
50% target would be even more effective.

A more ambitious target would incentivise even better designs and 
would be technically feasible.

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%

Would not pass all 3 building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Table 6.11 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Low-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 1  |  Be Lean

Findings of the 2019 study

LÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs ās§Ö[þÆÚā Ċ§āĊ§} 
achieved greater than a 10% reduction in emissions, therefore 
exceeding the London Plan 'Be Lean' policy requirement. This 
requirement was therefore effective at encouraging energy efficiency 
improvements in the building fabric and ventilation specification.

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 2012
SAP 10.0
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -4%

Good 
practice 15%

Ultra-low 
energy 33%

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -8%

Good 
practice 7%

Ultra-low 
energy 28%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Findings of the 2023 study

Only a low-þÆā§ [é[þĊÑ§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ĚÆĊÃ úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs 
achieves greater than a 10% reduction in CO2 from fabric and 
ventilation improvements, but it does it with a significant margin. 
LÃ§þ§ Æā [ āÆ»ÖÆ´Æs[ÖĊ ËēÑé ÆÖ þ§āēÍĊā i§ĊĚ§§Ö ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} 
úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖāz [Ö} ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û }Ú§ā 
not quite meet the 10% reduction. This suggests that the threshold 
´Úþ sÚÑéÍĜÆÖ» Æā āÚÑ§ĚÃ§þ§ i§ĊĚ§§Ö ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-low 
§Ö§þ»Ĝûî LÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ Æā ĊÃ§þ§´Úþ§ §´´§sĊÆę§ [Ċ }þÆęÆÖ» 
more energy efficient building fabric and ventilation specification. 

The inclusion of a waste water heat recovery (WWHR) system could 
[ÍÍÚĚ ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ´[iþÆs ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĊÚ Ñ§§Ċ ĊÃ§ áĢí þ§}ēsĊÆÚÖ 
þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊz iēĊ ÆĊ Æā ēÖÍÆÌ§ÍĜ ĊÃ[Ċ ÆĊ ĚÚēÍ} [ÍÍÚĚ ĊÃ§ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā 
ēāē[Íû āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖ ĊÚ é[āāî 

>= 10%< 10%

>= 10%< 10%

Table 6.12 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2019 study)

2019 study

2023 study

Table 6.13 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2023 study)
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6.1.3

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for mid-rise 
apartment building

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 2012
SAP 10.0
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 26% 40% 71% 87%

Good 
practice 36% 51% 77% 91%

Ultra-low 
energy 51% 66% 86% 96%

Mid-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L (regulated carbon emissions)

Findings of the 2023 study

A 35% improvement on Part L 2021 would be effective at preventing 
the use of gas boilers. However, it would not be sufficient to 
encourage developments to achieve further efficiencies through the 
fabric or heating system. A 50% 'benchmark' target improvement 
over Part L 2021 would be more effective in limiting applicants to 
direct electric or heat pumps, but an even more ambitious target 
would be required to drive further improvements to building fabric 
and ventilation. Direct electric should be combined with an 
appropriate performance standard, such as the Passivhausstandard). 

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Findings of the 2019 study

London Plan policy of a 35% reduction in CO 2 emissions on-site on 
Part L 2013 (using SAP 10.0 emission factor) did not prevent the use 
of gas boilers. A more demanding requirement would incentivise heat 
pumps.

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%
35% 

compliant

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

2019 study

2023 study

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%35% 
compliant

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 6.14 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2013 baseline

Table 6.15 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81%

Mid-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement  over Part L 2021 + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

G[þĊ : sÚÑéÍÆ[Ös§ }þÆę§ā ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû 
´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā iĜ þēÍÆÖ» ÚēĊ [ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû Í§ę§Í Ú´ ´[iþÆs 
and ventilation performance.

The GLA's latest Energy Assessment Guidance (2022) sets an on-site 
35% target improvement on Part L 2021. Our modelling results for this 
building type suggest that a 35% target would help to effectively rule 
out a gas boiler scenario. 

A benchmark 50% target would be even more effective.

A more ambitious target would incentivise even better designs and 
would be technically feasible.

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%

Would not pass all 3 building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Table 6.16 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Mid-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 1  |  Be Lean

Findings of the 2019 study

LÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs ās§Ö[þÆÚā Ċ§āĊ§} 
achieved greater than a 10% reduction in emissions, therefore 
exceeding the London Plan 'Be Lean' policy requirement. This 
requirement was therefore effective at encouraging energy efficiency 
improvements in the building fabric and ventilation specification.

Findings of the 2023 study

A mi-þÆā§ [é[þĊÑ§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ĚÆĊÃ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û Úþ úēÍĊþ[-low 
§Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [sÃÆ§ę§ā »þ§[Ċ§þ ĊÃ[Ö [ áĢí þ§}ēsĊÆÚÖ ÆÖ '?2 from 
´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ [Ö} sÚÑéÍĜ ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊî

The inclusion of a waste water heat recovery (WWHR) system could 
[ÍÍÚĚ ĊÃ§ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû ´[iþÆs ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĊÚ Ñ§§Ċ ĊÃ§ áĢí 
reduction requirement. The inclusion of WWHR in schemes has 
therefore the potential to mask the improvement or lack of 
improvement of the building fabric. 

Using the Fabric Energy Efficiency indicator from Part L 2021 may be 
an alternative.

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 2012
SAP 10.0
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 4%

Good 
practice 15%

Ultra-low 
energy 29%

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1%

Good 
practice 11%

Ultra-low 
energy 27%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

>= 10%< 10%

>= 10%< 10%

Table 6.17 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2019 study)

2019 study

2023 study

Table 6.18 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2023 study)
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6.1.4

Policy option 1 - Part L 2021 analysis for high-rise 
apartment building

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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High-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L (regulated carbon emissions)

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%
35% 

compliant

Findings of the 2023 study

A 35% improvement on Part L 2021 would not be effective at 
preventing the use of gas boilers. Also, it would not be sufficient to 
encourage developments to achieve further efficiencies through the 
fabric or heating system. A 50% 'benchmark' target improvement 
over Part L 2021 would be more effective in limiting applicants to 
direct electric or heat pumps, but an even more ambitious target 
would be required to drive further improvements to building fabric 
and ventilation. Direct electric should be combined with an 
appropriate performance standard, such as the Passivhausstandard). 

Findings of the 2019 study

London Plan policy of a 35% reduction in CO 2 emissions on-site on 
Part L 2013  (using SAP 10.0 emission factor) prevented the use of 
gas boilers and partially incentivised heat pumps.

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 2012
SAP 10.0
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 8% 25% 54% 69%

Good 
practice 18% 35% 60% 72%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 47% 67% 75%

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 6% 52% 60% 75%

Good 
practice 16% 56% 65% 77%

Ultra-low 
energy 24% 63% 69% 81%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

2019 study

2023 study

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%35% 
compliant

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 6.19 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2013 baseline

Table 6.20 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 6% 52% 60% 75%

Good 
practice 16% 56% 65% 77%

Ultra-low 
energy 24% 63% 69% 81%

High-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement  over Part L 2021 + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

G[þĊ : sÚÑéÍÆ[Ös§ }þÆę§ā ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû 
´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā iĜ þēÍÆÖ» ÚēĊ [ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû Í§ę§Í Ú´ ´[iþÆs 
and ventilation performance.

The GLA's latest Energy Assessment Guidance (2022) sets an on-site 
35% target improvement on Part L 2021. Our modelling results for 
this building type suggest that a 35% target would help to effectively 
rule out a gas boiler scenario. 

A benchmark 50% target would be even more effective.

A more ambitious target would incentivise even better designs and 
would be technically feasible.

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%

Would not pass all 3 building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Table 6.21 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -5%

Good 
practice 6%

Ultra-low 
energy 14%

High-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 1  |  Be Lean

Findings of the 2019 study

LÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs ās§Ö[þÆÚā Ċ§āĊ§} 
achieved greater than a 10% reduction in emissions, therefore 
exceeding the London Plan 'Be Lean' policy requirement. This 
requirement was therefore effective at encouraging energy efficiency 
improvements in the building fabric and ventilation specification.

Findings of the 2023 study

Only a high-þÆā§ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ĚÆĊÃ úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [sÃÆ§ę§ā 
greater than a 10% reduction in CO 2 from fabric and ventilation 
improvements. For the high -þÆā§ [é[þĊÑ§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} 
éþ[sĊÆs§û }Ú§ā ÖÚĊ óēÆĊ§ Ñ§§Ċ ĊÃ§ áĢí þ§}ēsĊÆÚÖî LÃÆā āē»»§āĊā ĊÃ[Ċ 
ĊÃ§ ĊÃþ§āÃÚÍ} ´Úþ sÚÑéÍĜÆÖ» Æā āÚÑ§ĚÃ§þ§ i§ĊĚ§§Ö ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û 
[Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝûî 

The inclusion of a waste water heat recovery (WWHR) system could 
[ÍÍÚĚ ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ´[iþÆs ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĊÚ Ñ§§Ċ ĊÃ§ áĢí þ§}ēsĊÆÚÖ 
þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊz iēĊ ÆĊ Æā ēÖÍÆÌ§ÍĜ ĊÃ[Ċ ÆĊ ĚÚēÍ} [ÍÍÚĚ ĊÃ§ úiēāÆÖ§āā [ā 
ēāē[Íû āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖ ĊÚ é[āāî LÃ§ ÆÖsÍēāÆÚÖ Ú´ TT2I ÆÖ āsÃ§Ñ§ā Ã[ā 
the potential to mask the improvement or lack of improvement of the 
building fabric. 

Using the Fabric Energy Efficiency indicator from Part L 2021 may be 
an alternative.

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 2012
SAP 10.0
GLA (reg)

No PV

Be Lean

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 5%

Good 
practice 15%

Ultra-low 
energy 26%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

>= 10%< 10%

>= 10%< 10%

Table 6.22 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2019 study)

2019 study

2023 study

Table 6.23 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2023 study)
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6.2

Policy option 1 - Part L 2021 analysis for 
non-domestic buildings

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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O
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m
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The impact of PVs

It is clear from the results that the amount of photovoltaic panels (PV) 
provision included has a significant impact on the Part L performance 
of the non -domestic typologies analysed. 

Further investigation has been undertaken to understand the impact 
of PVs in achieving the GLA 35% on-site reduction target. An 
example is therefore presented based on Scenario 1D for the office 
ĊĜéÚÍÚ»Ĝî LÃÆā þ§éþ§ā§ÖĊā ĊÃ§ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ 
āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖz ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ ú2§[Ċ éēÑé <̄Úþ§ §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû āĜāĊ§Ñ 
specification.

Å The Notional building PV allowance contributes to 4% of the 
iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûā §ÑÆāāÆÚÖ þ[Ċ§ [ā ÆĊ ÚÖÍĜ Ã[ā á¶í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ´ÚÚĊéþÆÖĊ [þ§[ 
of PV. This follows the allowance set by NCM based on the heat 
source being used for the building.

Å The Actual building is based on 50% of the building footprint area 
i§ÆÖ» ēā§} ´Úþ GSz [Ö} ĊÃÆā þ§}ēs§} ĊÃ§ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûā þ§»ēÍ[Ċ§} 
carbon emissions by 41%. This scenario subsequently achieves a 
14% on-site carbon emission reduction beyond Part L 2021.  

Å When the PV provision is increased to 70% of building footprint 
þ§āēÍĊā ÆÖ ĊÃ§ ǀsĊē[Í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» [Ö} ĊÃÆā þ§}ēs§} ĊÃ§ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûā 
regulated carbon emissions by 57%. This scenario subsequently 
achieves a 38% on-site carbon emission reduction beyond Part L 
2021.

As it can be seen, PVs appear to have a disproportionate impact on 
regulated CO 2 emissions estimated by Part L.

Other non -domestic typologies

The highly reactive nature of the Part L results to the quantity of PV 
provision included is reflected across all non -domestic typologies. 
Details of performance with and without PV for each are presented in 
the specific results sections for each building type.

Policy option 1  |  Non -domestic buildings  |  Note on PV impact

Carbon Emission savings from PV

Regulated Carbon Emissions after PV

Graphical representation of modelled PV areas

BER 
Actual 4̄32m² PV

(70% Building 
Footprint)

BER
Actual 3̄09m² PV

(50% Building 
Footprint)

TER

Notional 9̄3m² PV

4% CO2

reduction 
from PV

41% CO2

reduction 
from PV

57% CO2

reduction 
from PV

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Figure 6.6 - The above chart shows that regulated carbon emissions forming the Part L 2021 limit 
which new buildings have to comply with is very challenging: the emissions are very low. In the 
[sĊē[Í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»z §ę§Ö ĚÃ§Ö »ÚÚ}ći§āĊ éþ[sĊÆs§ āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā [þ§ [āāēÑ§}z ĊÃ§ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûā §ÑÆāāÆÚÖā 
are estimated to be much higher, relying on PVs to comply. The example used above is the office 
building.

The BER needs to be 
below this line to 
comply with the CO 2

criterion of Part L 2021

The inclusion 
of PV has the 

greatest 
reduction

The target set by 
the Notional 
building is very low. 
When actual 
efficiencies are 
inputted, estimated 
emissions 
emissions go up
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6.2.1

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for office building

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Findings of the 2023 study

Changes in the Part L 2021 methodology appear to significantly 
impact this building type. The modelling results suggest that none of 
the scenarios tested would achieve a 35% improvement on Part L 
2021 of the Building Regulations, even with PVs covering 50% of the 
building footprint area. The highest improvement obtained was 32%. 
There is also limited improvement when comparing between electric 
Ã§[ĊÆÖ» ās§Ö[þÆÚāz ÑÚęÆÖ» ´þÚÑ ú1ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ 
ĊÚĚ[þ}ā ĊÃ§ i§ĊĊ§þ é§þ´ÚþÑÆÖ» úNÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû Í§ę§Íz ĊÃ§þ§´Úþ§ 
making Policy option 1 less effective at incentivising efficient fabric 
and ventilation design.

Office building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 (regulated carbon emissions)

Findings of the 2019 study

All the scenarios, except for one, achieved the London Plan policy of 
a 35% reduction in CO2 emissions on-site on Part L 2013 (using SAP 
10.0 emission factors). 

PV area covering 50% of the building footprint area

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -22% 13% 6% 14%

Good 
practice 7% 29% 25% 30%

Ultra-low 
energy 26% 32% 30% 32%

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.0

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 29% 48% 44% 49%

Good 
practice 41% 54% 51% 55%

Ultra-low 
energy 55% 61% 59% 61%

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%
35% 

compliant

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

2019 study

2023 study

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 6.24 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2013 baseline

Table 6.25 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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The impact of PVs is significant

The top table on the right shows results with PVs covering 50% of the 
building footprint area, an area equivalent to 300 m2. 

The second table shows results with PVs covering 70% of the building 
footprint area, an area of 430 m2. 

This highlights the impact of PV in carbon reduction performance, 
which may be the key difference between failing or complying with 
the 35% on-site carbon reduction requirement on Part L 2021. 

This is likely to be due to the fact that the regulated emissions 
assessed by Part L 2021 modelling tools (e.g. heating) are now very 
small: PVs make more of an impact as the baseline is smaller.

Office building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 (A study on PV impact)

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -22% 13% 6% 14%

Good 
practice 7% 29% 25% 30%

Ultra-low 
energy 26% 32% 30% 32%

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1% 37% 30% 38%

Good 
practice 28% 53% 49% 54%

Ultra-low 
energy 47% 57% 55% 57%< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%35% 

compliant

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.26 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 
baseline with the solar PV area covering 50% of the building footprint area

Table 6.27 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 
baseline with the solar PV area covering 70% of the building footprint area
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Office building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement  over Part L 2021 + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

Both Building Regulation metrics (primary energy and carbon 
reduction) have been overlaid with the carbon reduction 
performance. All scenarios except ĊÃ§ ú1[ā iÚÆÍ§þû ās§Ö[þÆÚ ēÖ}§þ 
ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû [þ§ [iÍ§ ĊÚ sÚÑéÍĜ ĚÆĊÃ G[þĊ : đĢđáz ÆÖsÍē}ÆÖ» 
those with poorer fabric/ventilation and system specifications.

None of the scenarios achieve the 35% on-site carbon reduction 
requirement on Part L 2021 with the PV area covering 50% of the 
building footprint.

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -22% 13% 6% 14%

Good 
practice 7% 29% 25% 30%

Ultra-low 
energy 26% 32% 30% 32%

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

PV area covering 50% of the building footprint area

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well

Would not pass both building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Table 6.28 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Findings of the 2019 study

LÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs ās§Ö[þÆÚā Ċ§āĊ§} 
achieved a 15% reduction in emissions on Part L 2013 (assuming SAP 
10.0 carbon factors), therefore meeting the London Plan 'Be Lean' 
policy requirement. This requirement was therefore effective at 
encouraging energy efficiency improvements in the building fabric 
and ventilation specification.

Findings of the 2023 study

The methodology set out in the GLA's Energy Assessment Guidance 
(2022) confirms a change in approach to Be Lean calculations for non-
domestic buildings. Emission reductions are now required to be 
compared against a baseline with the same fuel and system type as 
ĊÃ§ éþÚéÚā§} ú&§ 1þ§§Öû ās§Ö[þÆÚz ĚÃ§þ§ éþ§ęÆÚēāÍĜ ĊÃ§ i[ā§ÍÆÖ§ ´Úþ 
comparison remained the same for all scenarios. Since the proposed 
system scenarios have two different system types, the adjacent table 
has two columns representing the different baselines as a result of 
alternative proposed systems.

Based on the scenarios tested in this study, none of them achieve the 
þ§óēÆþ§} á¶í ÆÑéþÚę§Ñ§ÖĊ Úę§þ ĊÃ§ G[þĊ : đĢđá þ§óēÆþ§} iĜ ú&§ 
:§[Öûz §ę§Ö ýēÍĊþ[-low energy fabric' (Passivhauslevels of efficiency) 
LÃ§ā§ þ§āēÍĊā āē»»§āĊ ĊÃ[Ċ ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ Ñ[Ĝ i§ 
challenging to achieve for office buildings.

Office building  |  Policy option 1  |  Be Lean

>= 15%< 15%

>= 15%< 15%

Be Lean 
Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.0

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
baseline

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 5%

Good 
practice 17%

Ultra-low 
energy 31%

Be Lean 
Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
baseline

Heat 
pump/ 

VRF 
baseline

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -58% -43%

Good 
practice -29% -26%

Ultra-low 
energy -11% -22%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.29 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2019 study)

2019 study

2023 study

Table 6.30 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2023 study)
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6.2.2

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for primary school

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.0

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 46% 50% 58% 62%

Good 
practice 43% 46% 47% 47%

Ultra-low 
energy 51% 53% 53% 54%

Findings of the 2019 study

All scenarios achieved the London Plan policy of a 35% reduction in 
CO2 emissions on-site on Part L 2013 (using SAP 10.0 emission 
factors). 

Findings of the 2023 study

The modelling results suggest that some scenarios tested would 
achieve a 35% improvement on Part L 2021 of the Building 
Regulations with PVs covering 25% of the building footprint area: all 
ĊÃÚā§ ĚÆĊÃ Ã§[Ċ éēÑéā [ā Ě§ÍÍ [ā ĊÃ§ úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ās§Ö[þÆÚā ĚÆĊÃ 
ú»[ā iÚÆÍ§þû [Ö} ú}Æþ§sĊ §Í§sĊþÆsûî 

The introduction of MVHR unfortunately penalises the % figures 
despite the absolute emissions being lower, which is one of the 
éþÚiÍ§Ñ ĚÆĊÃ [ úþ§Í[ĊÆę§û [ééþÚ[sÃ ĊÚ Ċ[þ»§Ċ ā§ĊĊÆÖ»î

Overall, Policy option 1 appears only partially effective at 
incentivising better and more efficient design solutions. 

Primary school building  | Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 (regulated carbon emissions)

PV area covering 25% of the building footprint area

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%
35% 

compliant

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 27% 11% 75% 77%

Good 
practice 26% 3% 40% 40%

Ultra-low 
energy 63% 73% 83% 83%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

2019 study

2023 study

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 6.31 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2013 baseline

Table 6.32 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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The impact of PVs is significant

The top table on the right shows results without any PVs modelled, 
where only the ultra -low energy scenarios comply with Building 
Regulations, and none achieve the 35% carbon reduction policy.

The second table shows results with PVs covering 25% of the building 
footprint area, an area of 600 m2. 

This highlights the impact of PV in carbon reduction performance, 
which may be the key difference between failing or complying with 
the 35% on-site carbon reduction requirement on Part L 2021. 

This is likely to be due to the fact that the regulated emissions 
assessed by Part L 2021 modelling tools (e.g. heating) are now very 
small: PVs make more of an impact as the baseline is smaller.

Primary school building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 |  A study on PV impact

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 27% 11% 75% 77%

Good 
practice 26% 3% 40% 40%

Ultra-low 
energy 63% 73% 83% 83%

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -13% -52% -4% -2%

Good 
practice -32% -37% -34% -34%

Ultra-low 
energy 5% 9% 9% 9%

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.33 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 
baseline with no solar PV area

Table 6.34 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 
baseline with the solar PV area covering 25% of the building footprint area
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Primary school building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

Both Building Regulation metrics (primary energy and carbon 
reduction) have been overlaid with the carbon reduction 
performance. All scenarios are able to comply with Part L 2021, 
including those with poorer fabric/ventilation and system 
specifications.

The 35% CO2 reduction requirement on Part L 2021 would encourage 
better systems or better fabric but would fail to prevent gas boilers or 
a business as usual fabric if a heat pump was the heating system. 

Finally, good practice specifications appear worse than business as 
usual just due to the fact that Part L 2021 fails to reward mechanical 
ventilation with heat recovery.

PV area covering 25% of the building footprint area

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 27% 11% 75% 77%

Good 
practice 26% 3% 40% 40%

Ultra-low 
energy 63% 73% 83% 83%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well

Would not pass both building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Table 6.35 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Findings of the 2019 study

None of the fabric and ventilation scenarios tested achieved a 15% 
reduction in emissions on Part L 2013 (assuming SAP 10.0 carbon 
factors), therefore they all failed the London Plan 'Be Lean' policy 
requirement. It was therefore ineffective at incentivising better levels 
of energy efficiency.

Findings of the 2023 study

The methodology set out in the GLA's Energy Assessment Guidance 
(2022) confirms a change in approach to Be Lean calculations for non-
domestic buildings. Emission reductions are now required to be 
compared against a baseline with the same fuel and system type as 
ĊÃ§ éþÚéÚā§} ú&§ 1þ§§Öû ās§Ö[þÆÚz ĚÃ§þ§ éþ§ęÆÚēāÍĜ ĊÃ§ i[ā§ÍÆÖ§ ´Úþ 
comparison remained the same for all scenarios. Since the proposed 
system scenarios have two different system types, the adjacent table 
has two columns representing the different baselines as a result of 
alternative proposed systems.

Based on the scenarios tested in this study, only one of them achieves 
ĊÃ§ þ§óēÆþ§} á¶í ÆÑéþÚę§Ñ§ÖĊ Úę§þ ĊÃ§ G[þĊ : đĢđá þ§óēÆþ§} iĜ ú&§ 
:§[Öûî LÃ§ā§ þ§āēÍĊā āē»»§āĊ ĊÃ[Ċ ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ Ñ[Ĝ i§ 
challenging to achieve for school buildings.

Primary school building  |  Policy option 1  |  Be Lean

Be Lean 
Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.0

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
baseline

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 7%

Good 
practice 0%

Ultra-low 
energy 8%

Be Lean 
Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
baseline

Direct 
electric 
baseline

Heat 
pump 

baseline

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as usual -12% -17% -11%

Good 
practice -27% -53% -34%

Ultra-low 
energy 11% 17% 10%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

>= 15%< 15%

>= 15%< 15%

Table 6.36 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2019 study)

2019 study

2023 study

Table 6.37 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2023 study)
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6.2.3

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for industrial building

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Findings of the 2023 study

The modelling results suggest that, except all gas boiler scenarios, all 
scenarios tested would achieve a 35% improvement on Part L 2021 of 
the Building Regulations with PVs covering 20% of the building 
footprint area. 

There is however limited improvement across the electric heating 
ās§Ö[þÆÚā [ā ĜÚē ÑÚę§ ´þÚÑ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ 
ĊÚĚ[þ}ā ĊÃ§ i§ĊĊ§þ é§þ´ÚþÑÆÖ» úNÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû Í§ę§Íz ĊÃ§þ§´Úþ§ 
making Policy option 1 ineffective at incentivising better and more 
efficient design solutions. 

Industrial building  |  Policy option 1 |  Improvement over Part L 2021 (regulated carbon emissions)

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 0% 41% 40% 53%

Good 
practice 6% 41% 40% 53%

Ultra-low 
energy 21% 48% 46% 61%

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

PV area covering 20% of the building footprint area

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

2023 study

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat networks 
with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 6.38 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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The impact of PVs is significant

The top table on the right shows results without any PVs modelled, 
where none of the scenarios comply with Part L 2021, let alone the 
35% carbon reduction policy.

The second table shows results with PVs covering 20% of the building 
footprint area, an area of 670 m2î ǀÍÍ Ú´ ĊÃ§ ās§Ö[þÆÚā §ěs§éĊ ĊÃ§ ú1[ā 
iÚÆÍ§þ ÚÖ§āûz [sÃÆ§ę§ ĊÃ§ Č¶í s[þiÚÖ þ§}ēsĊÆÚÖ éÚÍÆsĜî 

This highlights the impact of PV in carbon reduction performance, 
which may be the key difference between failing or complying with 
the 35% on-site carbon reduction requirement on Part L 2021. 

This is likely to be due to the fact that the regulated emissions 
assessed by Part L 2021 modelling tools (e.g. heating) are now very 
small: PVs make more of an impact as the baseline is smaller.

Industrial building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 (A study on PV impact)

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -47% -10% -11% -8%

Good 
practice -72% -17% -18% -18%

Ultra-low 
energy -56% -10% -12% -10%

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 0% 41% 40% 53%

Good 
practice 6% 41% 40% 53%

Ultra-low 
energy 21% 48% 46% 61%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.39 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 
baseline with no solar PV area

Table 6.40 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 
baseline with the solar PV area covering 20% of the building footprint area
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Industrial building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement  over Part L 2021 + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

Both Building Regulation metrics (primary energy and carbon 
reduction) have been overlaid with the carbon reduction 
performance. All scenarios except ĊÃ§ ú1[ā iÚÆÍ§þû ās§Ö[þÆÚ ēÖ}§þ 
ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû [Ö} ú1ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [þ§ [iÍ§ ĊÚ sÚÑéÍĜ ĚÆĊÃ G[þĊ : 
2021, including those with poorer fabric/ventilation and system 
specifications.

It is clear that the 35% on-site carbon reduction requirement on Part L 
2021 appears more stringent than Building Regulations for this 
typology and prevents the use of gas boilers. 

However, as all electric scenarios comply with the 35% reduction 
target it fails to incentivise better fabric, ventilation or heating 
systems.

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 0% 41% 40% 53%

Good 
practice 6% 41% 40% 53%

Ultra-low 
energy 21% 48% 46% 61%

PV area covering 20% of the building footprint area

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Would not pass both building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Table 6.41 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Findings of the 2023 study

The methodology set out in the GLA's Energy Assessment Guidance 
(2022) confirms a change in approach to Be Lean calculations for non-
domestic buildings. Emission reductions are now required to be 
compared against a baseline with the same fuel and system type as 
ĊÃ§ éþÚéÚā§} ú&§ 1þ§§Öû ās§Ö[þÆÚz ĚÃ§þ§ éþ§ęÆÚēāÍĜ ĊÃ§ i[ā§ÍÆÖ§ ´Úþ 
comparison remained the same for all scenarios. Since the proposed 
system scenarios have two different system types, the adjacent table 
has two columns representing the different baselines as a result of 
alternative proposed systems.

Based on the scenarios tested in this study, none of them achieve the 
þ§óēÆþ§} á¶í ÆÑéþÚę§Ñ§ÖĊ Úę§þ ĊÃ§ G[þĊ : đĢđá þ§óēÆþ§} iĜ ú&§ 
:§[Öûz §ę§Ö ýēÍĊþ[-low energy fabric' (Passivhauslevels of efficiency) 
LÃ§ā§ þ§āēÍĊā āē»»§āĊ ĊÃ[Ċ ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ Ñ[Ĝ i§ 
challenging to achieve for industrial buildings.

Industrial building  |  Policy option 1  |  Be Lean

Å System A: Gas boiler

Å System B: VRF (heat pump for space heating, direct electric DHW)

Å System C: Four pipe chiller (heat pump for space heating, direct electric DHW)

Å System D: Better heat pump (heat pump for space heating and DHW)

>= 15%< 15%

Be Lean 
Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
baseline

Elec & heat 
pump 

baseline
less efficient

Heat 
pump

baseline 
more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as usual -4% -11% -11%

Good 
practice -2% -17% -19%

Ultra-low 
energy 13% -11% -11%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

2023 study

Table 6.42 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation performance against the Be Lean 
requirement (2023 study)
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6.2.4

Policy option 1 - Part L analysis for hotel

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1



127

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

Findings of the 2019 study

All scenarios, except the ones using gas heating, achieved London 
Plan policy of a 35% reduction in CO 2 emissions on-site on Part L 
2013 (using SAP 10.0 emission factors). 

Findings of the 2023 study

The modelling results suggest that none of the scenarios tested 
would achieve a 35% improvement on Part L 2021 of the Building 
Regulations with PVs covering 50% of the building footprint area. The 
highest improvement obtained is 16%.

There is also limited improvement across the electric heating 
ās§Ö[þÆÚā [ā ĜÚē ÑÚę§ ´þÚÑ ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ 
ĊÚĚ[þ}ā ĊÃ§ i§ĊĊ§þ é§þ´ÚþÑÆÖ» úNÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû Í§ę§Íz ĊÃ§þ§´Úþ§ 
making Policy option 1 ineffective at incentivising better and more 
efficient design solutions. 

Hotel building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 (regulated carbon emissions)

PV area covering 50% of the building footprint area

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%
35%  

compliant

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.0

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 2% 45% 56% 56%

Good 
practice 7% 48% 58% 58%

Ultra-low 
energy 11% 51% 61% 61%

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2% -18% 7% 8%

Good 
practice 2% -13% 10% 11%

Ultra-low 
energy 4% -7% 16% 16%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

2019 study

2023 study

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 6.43 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2013 baseline

Table 6.44 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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The impact of PVs is less significant for hotels

The top table on the right shows results without any PVs modelled. 

The second table shows results with PVs covering 50% of the building 
footprint area, an area of 200 m2. 

None achieve the 35% on-site carbon reduction requirement on Part 
L 2021 and the impact of PVs is less pronounced than it is for other 
typologies.

Hotel building  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement over Part L 2021 (A study on PV impact)

< 0% < 35% < 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2% -18% 7% 8%

Good 
practice 2% -13% 10% 11%

Ultra-low 
energy 4% -7% 16% 16%

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -5% -28% -3% -2%

Good 
practice -1% -23% 1% 1%

Ultra-low 
energy 2% -17% 7% 7%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.45 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 
baseline with no solar PV area

Table 6.46 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 
baseline with the solar PV area covering 20% of the building footprint area
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Hotel  |  Policy option 1  |  Improvement  over Part L 2021 + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

Both Building Regulation metrics (primary energy and carbon 
reduction) have been overlaid with the carbon reduction 
performance. All scenarios except ĊÃ§ ú1[ā iÚÆÍ§þû ās§Ö[þÆÚ ēÖ}§þ 
ú&ēāÆÖ§āā [ā ēāē[Íû [Ö} [ÍÍ ú2§[Ċ éēÑé đđĢí §´´ÆsÆ§ÖsĜì [þ§ [iÍ§ ĊÚ 
comply with Part L 2021, including those with poorer 
fabric/ventilation and system specifications.

None of the hotel scenarios would achieve the 35% on -site carbon 
reduction requirement on Part L 2021 with the PV area covering 50% 
of the building footprint.

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2% -18% 7% 8%

Good 
practice 2% -13% 10% 11%

Ultra-low 
energy 4% -7% 16% 16%

PV area covering 50% of the building footprint area

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Would not pass both building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Table 6.47 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Findings of the 2019 study

None of the fabric and ventilation scenarios tested achieved a 
15% reduction in emissions on Part L 2013 (assuming SAP 10.0 
carbon factors), therefore they all failed the London Plan 'Be Lean' 
policy requirement. It was therefore ineffective at incentivising
better levels of energy efficiency.

Findings of the 2023 study

The methodology set out in the GLA's Energy Assessment 
Guidance (2022) confirms a change in approach to Be Lean 
calculations for non-domestic buildings. Emission reductions are 
now required to be compared against a baseline with the same 
´ē§Í [Ö} āĜāĊ§Ñ ĊĜé§ [ā ĊÃ§ éþÚéÚā§} ú&§ 1þ§§Öû ās§Ö[þÆÚz ĚÃ§þ§ 
previously the baseline for comparison remained the same for all 
scenarios. Since the proposed system scenarios have two different 
system types, the adjacent table has two columns representing 
the different baselines as a result of alternative proposed systems.

Based on the scenarios tested in this study, none of them achieve 
the required 15% improvement over the Part L 2021 required by 
ú&§ :§[Öûz §ę§Ö ýēÍĊþ[-low energy fabric' (Passivhauslevels of 
§´´ÆsÆ§ÖsĜì LÃ§ā§ þ§āēÍĊā āē»»§āĊ ĊÃ[Ċ ĊÃ§ ú&§ :§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ 
may be challenging to achieve for hotel buildings.

Hotel building  |  Policy option 1  |  Be Lean

Be Lean 
Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.0

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
baseline

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -4%

Good 
practice 1%

Ultra-low 
energy 5%

Be Lean 
Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

No PV

Gas 
baseline

Heat 
pump 

baseline

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1% -4%

Good 
practice 2% 0%

Ultra-low 
energy 5% 7%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

>= 15%< 15%

>= 15%< 15%

Table 6.48 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2019 study)

2019 study

2023 study

Table 6.49 P̄erformance of the three levels of fabric and ventilation 
performance against the Be Lean requirement (2023 study)
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6.3

Policy option 1 - how are heat networks 
assessed and how do they perform?

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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District heat networks are considered within the Part L methodologies 
(i.e. SAP for domestic buildings and NCM/SBEM for non -domestic 
buildings). Key aspects of these methodologies include:

Å A notional building that uses a heat network to calculate a target 
primary energy rate and a target carbon emissions rate. This 
baseline changes if buildings are connected to an existing heat 
network or to a new one and dependent on the type of heat 
generation used by the network.

Å The Approved Document requires that the carbon emissions and 
primary energy figures for the heat delivered should be calculated 
for the proposed heat network using set fuel factors (gas and 
electricity) and the results compared against the notional baseline.

Å The heat and electrical efficiencies for an existing network are 
stored in an official database; if it is not listed, these values should 
be obtained from operational records or the design specification.

Å Efficiencies used are those from the heat generators, disregarding 
other factors, such as distribution losses, that can influence the 
efficiency of the system.  

SAP 10.2 Consultation updates for heat networks

The outcome of the BEIS consultation in 2021 on heat networks was a 
ā§Ċ Ú´ ú[}ËēāĊÑ§ÖĊ ´[sĊÚþāû ĊÃ[Ċ [þ§ [ééÍÆ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ s[ÍsēÍ[ĊÆÚÖ ´Úþ 
existing networks.

Part L 2021

There has been no fundamental changes to the way in which heat 
networks are modelled in SAP in Part L 2013 compared to 2021. aside 
from the adjustment factors.

Policy option 1  |  How are heat networks assessed in Part L?

Table 6.50 - Fuel factors in Part L 2021 that apply to electricity generated by CHP.

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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For non-domestic buildings, this report uses the School archetype to 
assess the performance of DH1, heat generated by an Energy from 
Waste plant and DH2, heat generated by a mix of heat sources 
including gas CHP, gas boilers and heat pumps.

Carbon emissions rate comparison

The graph on the bottom -right shows the comparative regulated 
emissions rates in kgCO2/m2.yr for the Part L target (TER) and 
building emissions rates (BER) for the different scenarios being 
considered.

Comparison with non -district heating scenarios

The standard methodology applies different Part L baselines for the 
heat pump and district heating (DH) network scenarios, with a larger 
TER for the heat network. This larger TER allows buildings connected 
to the DH network to have worse performing fabric than those not 
connected whilst aiming to meet the same nominal % carbon 
reduction target. 

Policy option 1  |  School  |  Part L assessment of DH1 and DH2

Heat pump

-1.0

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

Baseline
Part L 2021

- Elec
(TER)

Heat pump
(BER)

Baseline
Part L 2021

- DH
(TER)

DH1
Energy from

waste
(BER)

DH2
Fossil fuel
seeking to

decarbonise
(BER)

83% reduction in 
CO2 emissions

112% 
reduction 
in CO2

75% 
reduction 
in CO2

R
eg

ul
at

ed
em

is
si

on
 ra

te
 (k

gC
O

2/m
2 )

Heat pump District heat

Change in baseline

Figure 6.7 - Analysis of district heating and comparison with heat pump scenario: comparison of 
results from a heat pump (ground Source heat pump or ambient loop) and district heating scenarios.

)2đ ās§Ö[þÆÚ [āāēÑ§ā [ iÍ§Ö}§} §Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÆě [Ö} }Ú§ā ÖÚĊ [ssÚēÖĊ ´Úþ úāÍ§§ęÆÖ»ûî LÃ§ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé ās§Ö[þÆÚ ÆÖsÍē}§ā 
direct electric point -of-use hot water to bathrooms and  does not include water storage.

Table 6.51 - Performance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline 

Note that the automatic (within the Part L methodology) use of adjusted carbon factors, means that the 
performance of DH scenarios cannot be directly compared with the non - district heating scenarios  

Reduction in CO2
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less 
efficient

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

DHN 1 DHN 2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 27% 11% 75% 77%

Good 
practice 26% 3% 40% 40%

Ultra-low 
energy 63% 73% 83% 83% 112% 75%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Emissions and primary energy figures have been calculated for each 
of the networks and compared against the notional baseline, 
assuming a fixed carbon emissions factor, as defined by the NCM.

Results

The results in the table on the top -right show the regulated CO2

emissions (kgCO2/m 2.yr) for the two district heating networks when 
modelled for the school archetype, along with those of the notional 
baseline in the NCM. The graph on the bottom right shows the 
regulated emissions compared to the better heat pump scenario.

Heating in both DH scenarios has negligible CO 2 emissions, which 
seems unrealistic. There is a very wide variation in the DHW emissions 
between the scenarios, although the load is the same. The reductions 
for DH1 seem to be much greater than would be expected.

These results suggest the emissions from heating and hot water are 
not reliably accounted for by the NCM approved methodology.

Policy option 1  |  School  |  Part L assessment of DH1 and DH2

Gas boiler

Direct electric

Heat pump

Notional DH1 DH2

Heating 0.14 0.00 0.02

Cooling 0.00 0.00 0.00

Auxiliary 0.95 0.65 0.65

Lighting 1.04 1.02 1.02

DHW 3.41 0.22 1.89

Displaced elec -1.11 -2.44 -2.44

Total 4.44 -0.55 1.13

-3.0

-2.0

-1.0

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

Heat pump
(BER)

DH1
Energy from waste

(BER)

DH2
Fossil fuel seeking to
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Figure 6.8 - Analysis of district heating and communal heat pump scenarios.

<Ú}§ÍÍÆÖ» þ§āēÍĊā ´þÚÑ §[sÃ }ÆāĊþÆsĊ Ã§[ĊÆÖ» ÚéĊÆÚÖ sÚÑé[þ§} ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ úÃ§[Ċ éēÑé-ÑÚþ§ §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû 
scenario

Table 6.52 R̄egulated carbon emission results for DH1 and DH2 compared with notional baseline. 

CO2 emissions (kgCO2/m 2.yr) for the two district heating networks when modelled for the school 
archetype, along with those of the notional baseline.

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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For domestic buildings, using the mid -rise apartment building 
archetype as an example, the performance of the different types of 
heat networks has been analysed.

Carbon emissions rate comparison

The figures for both district heating scenarios have been compared 
[»[ÆÖāĊ ĊÃ§ úÃ§[Ċ éēÑéû ās§Ö[þÆÚā ´Úþ ĊÃ§ ÑÆ}-rise apartment and 
results are shown in the adjacent table and graph. 

Key points include:

Å The Part L 2021 baseline remains relatively constant across the 
domestic calculations, therefore enabling a simple comparison 
between the different heating systems.

Å DH1 (Energy from Waste) shows a significant reduction in 
regulated emissions, the best of all heating scenarios. The result 
appears logical given the very low carbon content of heat 
allocated to Energy from Waste in SAP 10.2.

Å DH2 (Fossil fuel based heat network seeking to decarbonise) 
shows a reduction compared to the Part L baseline, but it performs 
only better than a gas boiler scenario and not as well as electrical 
heating scenarios. Again this appears logical as it is a blend 
between fossil fuels heating systems (i.e. gas boilers, gas CHP) and 
electrical heating systems (i.e. heat pumps).

Policy option 1  |  Mid -rise apartment building  |  Part L assessment of DH1 and DH2
Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31
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Figure 6.9 - Analysis of district heating and comparison with heat pump scenario

)2đ ās§Ö[þÆÚ [āāēÑ§ā [ iÍ§Ö}§} §Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÆě [Ö} }Ú§ā ÖÚĊ [ssÚēÖĊ ´Úþ úāÍ§§ęÆÖ»ûî LÃ§ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé ās§Ö[þÆÚā 
do not include water storage, but a direct electric point -of-use hot eater to bathrooms. 

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Reduction in CO2
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg) 

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less 
efficient

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

DHN 1 DHN 2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81% 101% 34%

Table 6.53 - Performance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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Reduction in CO2
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg) 

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less 
efficient

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

DHN 1 DHN 2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81% 101% 34%

Reduction in 
Primary energy

SAP 10.2
Part L (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less 
efficient

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

DHN 1 DHN 2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2% -12% 8% 38%

Good 
practice 11% 2% 20% 45%

Ultra-low 
energy 28% 22% 36% 54% 100% 41%

Policy option 1  |  Mid -rise apartment building  |  Part L assessment of DH1 and DH2

Primary energy

This metric specifies the maximum primary energy use for a building 
in a year. Primary energy is defined in the assessment as being 
ú§Ö§þ»Ĝ ´þÚÑ þ§Ö§Ě[iÍ§ [Ö} ÖÚÖ-renewable sources which has not 
ēÖ}§þ»ÚÖ§ [ÖĜ sÚÖę§þāÆÚÖ Ú´ Ċþ[Öā´ÚþÑ[ĊÆÚÖ éþÚs§āāû.

The figures on the right summarise the results from the SAP 10.2 
model and compare the calculated reduction in CO 2 emissions (top 
table) and the forecasted reduction in primary energy (bottom table) 
compared with the Part L 2021 baseline. 

Key conclusions include.

Å For all scenarios, the two measures, carbon emissions and primary 
energy, show reductions from the notional baseline that are in 
proportion with each other. 

Å DH1 (Energy from Waste) shows a significant reduction in primary 
energy, the best of all heating scenarios. 

Å DH2 (Fossil fuel based heat network seeking to decarbonise) 
shows a reduction compared to the Part L baseline and but it 
performs better in terms of primary energy, e.g. better than direct 
electric and the less efficient heat pump system. It still performs 
worse than the more efficient heat pump system.

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.54 - Performance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline

Table 6.55 - Performance of each case in terms of Primary Energy against the Part L 2021 baseline



137

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

TÃ[Ċ Æā úāÍ§§ęÆÖ»ûô

Sleeving is a term used to describe the theoretical allocation of some 
heat from a network to specific users. The principle is that new homes 
connecting to an existing network can be assumed to only use the 
heat generated by low carbon equipment that is added to meet the 
demand of those new homes. 

Where the existing network uses fossil fuels and the new heat 
generation is from, say, heat pumps, then new homes added to the 
network are considered as only using the heat from the heat pumps 
and not from the fossil fuel plant. 

At the time of writing, the GLA permits sleeving and is due to publish 
further guidance.

New low carbon heat for new buildings only - Implications

If sleeving is assumed, then without a separate strategy in place to 
decarbonise the supply for existing homes (i.e. replacing the original 
fossil fuel plant) existing homes will not decarbonise. 

If London boroughs allow sleeving to be used when permitting new 
homes to be added to an existing fossil fuel led DH network, then 
they should §Öāēþ§ ĊÃ[Ċ s[þiÚÖ §ÑÆāāÆÚÖ þ§}ēsĊÆÚÖā [þ§ ÖÚĊ ú}ÚēiÍ§ 
sÚēÖĊ§}ûî For example, If sleeving is used to permit new homes, then 
the London borough should not also declare that the DH network 
reduces the carbon emissions of existing homes.

Energy 
Centre 
(CHP/Gas)

Existing network

Figure 6.10 -LÃ§ éþÆÖsÆéÍ§ Ú´ úāÍ§§ęÆÖ»û Ã§[Ċî 

New homes are assumed to only take heat from new (low carbon) heat sources in the energy 
centre. Existing homes therefore do not decarbonise as none of the carbon emissions 
reduction are allocated to them unless the original fossil fuel plant is entirely replaced with a 
zero carbon alternative

Energy 
Centre 
(CHP/Gas)

Expanded network

New Low 
carbon heat 
source added

New Homes 
connected

Policy option 1  |  LÃ§ sÚÖs§éĊ Ú´ úāÍ§§ęÆÖ»û

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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6.4

Policy option 1 - Summary

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1
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Part L energy modelling for Policy option 1  |  Domestic buildings  |  Summary of findings

Reduction in CO2 -

SAP 10.2

GLA(reg)

Terrace house Low-rise apartment building Mid -rise apartment building High-rise apartment building

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 
more 

efficient

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 
more 

efficient

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 
more 

efficient

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 
more 

efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 4% 52% 92% 95% 7% 55% 67% 84% 1% 46% 57% 72% 6% 52% 60% 75%

Good 
practice 23% 64% 98% 99% 22% 64% 75% 89% 13% 53% 62% 75% 16% 56% 65% 77%

Ultra-low 
energy 45% 79% 103% 104% 43% 77% 86% 96% 29% 64% 72% 81% 24% 63% 69% 81%

Would not pass all three metrics of 
Building Regulations Part L 2021

Policy option 1 assumes that the Part L framework continues to be 
used to go beyond the minimum requirements of Building 
Regulations Part L 2021 in London.

The London Plan requires a 35% reduction in CO2 emissions on-site 
relative to Part L 2013. The GLA's Energy Assessment Guidance 
published in 2022 advises that the same percentage improvement 
should now apply relative to Part L 2021 for domestic buildings.

Part L 2021 methodology for domestic buildings introduces a new 
range of requirements, assessed using a new government-approved 
SAP modelling methodology (SAP 10.2). 

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 50%< 35%< 0%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

In summary, domestic Part L modelling undertaken indicates the following

Å This report finds that the GLA's new 35% improvement target against 
Part L 2021 appears broadly effective in encouraging applicants to use 
low-carbon energy sources, such as heat pumps, or ultra-low energy 
fabric combined with direct electric. 

Å Requiring a more ambitious level of on -site CO2 reduction compared 
with Part L 2021 would however incentivise even better designs and 
would be technically feasible.

Å In addition, it appears that the 'Be Lean' 10% fabric improvement 
requirement is now less effective at incentivising improvements to the 
building fabric than it did when it was applied to Part L 2013. This is 
partially because Part L 2021 now includes waste water heat recovery 
(WWHR) in the 'notional specification' of the target emission rate (TER). 
The use of the Fabric Energy Efficiency (FEE) metric in Part L 2021 may 
be a useful alternative.

Table 6.56 - Performance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline
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Part L energy modelling for Policy option 1  |  Non -domestic buildings  |  Summary of findings

Reduction in CO2 -

NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA(reg)

School Office Industrial Hotel

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 
more 

efficient

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump

less efficient 

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

Gas 
boiler VRF Four 

pipe chiller

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 
(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 27% 11% 75% 77% -22% 13% 6% 14% 0% 41% 40% 53% -2% -18% 7% 8%

Good 
practice 26% 3% 40% 40% 7% 29% 25% 30% 6% 41% 40% 53% 2% -13% 10% 11%

Ultra-low 
energy 63% 73% 83% 83% 26% 32% 30% 32% 21% 48% 46% 61% 4% -7% 16% 16%

< 60% 60-80% > 80%< 35%< 0%

6.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 1

Table 6.56 - Performance of each case in terms of CO2 against the Part L 2021 baseline

In summary, domestic Part L modelling undertaken indicates the following

Å The results indicate a large range of CO2 emissions reductions 
depending on the building typology. 

Å The results of the modelling suggest that a 35% reduction beyond Part L 
2021 is only achieved for two of the non -domestic building types 
investigated. This suggests that the 35% target is challenging to achieve 
in all non-domestic scenarios1. 

Å Setting different policy targets across building types could be an 
appropriate solution. 

Å All results are highly reactive to the amount of PV provision, partially due 
to the fact that heating energy use tends to be significant 
underestimated.

Å In addition, It has not been possible to achieve the 15% Be Lean 
reduction target in the majority of the scenarios investigated, even with 
typologies that have greater potential for CO 2 reductions.

1 LÃÆā ĚÚēÍ} i§ sÚÖāÆāĊ§ÖĊ ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ 1:ǀ *Ö§þ»Ĝ ǀāā§āāÑ§ÖĊ »ēÆ}[Ös§ ÆĊ§Ñ đîđy úîîi§ÖsÃÑ[þÌā Ñ[Ĝ i§ 
ēé}[Ċ§} é§þÆÚ}Æs[ÍÍĜ ĊÚ ÆÖsÍē}§ [}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[Í iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» ĊĜé§ā ĊÚ þ§´Í§sĊ ÆÑéþÚę§Ñ§ÖĊā ÆÖ é§þ´ÚþÑ[Ös§ Úę§þ ĊÆÑ§û

Would not pass both metrics of 
Building Regulations Part L 2021

Policy option 1 assumes that the Part L framework continues to be 
used to go beyond the minimum requirements of Building 
Regulations Part L 2021 in London.

The London Plan requires a 35% reduction in CO2 emissions on-site 
relative to Part L 2013. The GLA's Energy Assessment Guidance 
published in 2022 advises that the same percentage improvement 
should now apply relative to Part L 2021 for non -domestic buildings.

Part L 2021 methodology for non -domestic buildings introduces a 
new range of requirements, assessed using a new government-
approved NCM modelling methodology. 
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7.0

Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2 
(Absolute energy targets using predictive 
energy modelling)
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7.1.1

Policy option 2 ¯
Predictive energy 
analysis for 
terrace house

7.1.2 

Policy option 2 ¯
Predictive energy 
analysis for low-
rise apartment 
building

7.1..3 

Policy option 2 ¯
Predictive energy 
analysis for mid-
rise apartment 
building

7.1.4 

Policy option 2 ¯
Predictive energy 
analysis for high-
rise apartment 
building

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

7.0 Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

7.2.1 

Policy option 2 ¯
Predictive energy 
analysis for office 
building

7.2.2

Policy option 2 ¯
Predictive energy 
analysis for 
primary school

7.2.3

Policy option 2 ¯
Predictive energy 
analysis for 
industrial building

7.2.4

Policy option 2 ¯
Predictive energy 
analysis for hotel

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for domestic buildings

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for non-domestic buildings

Policy option 2 - how are heat networks assessed and how do they perform?

Policy option 2 - summary

Policy option 2 uses energy-based metrics to go 
beyond the requirements of Part L 2021 of the 
Building Regulations. Demonstration of compliance 
with these requirements is evidenced by the use of 
predictive energy modelling.

This section provides, for each archetype, the 
performance of each case against two key energy-
based metrics: space heating demand (SHD) and 
total energy use (also referred to as energy use 
intensity or EUI).

Based on the findings of section 5.0, we can 
overlay compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 
with these two energy -based metrics. This enables 
to see whether and how planning policy option 2 
would be successful at incentivising the design and 
construction of better buildings .

A particular analysis on heat networks has also 
been undertaken to investigate how they are likely 
to perform under policy option 2.
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How to read the tables in this section?

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 38

Good 
practice 33

Ultra-low 
energy 14

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 73 65 37 34

Good 
practice 67 59 34 31

Ultra-low 
energy 47 41 27 25

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Most tables in this section indicate, for each 
archetype, which space heating demand and energy 
use intensity (EUI) are achieved by each combination 
of fabric and ventilation specifications and heating 
systems.

The results are colour coded using a clear key ranging 
from dark to light orange for space heating demand 
and from dark to light purple for energy use intensity 
EUI).

Cases which do not comply with all Part L 2021 criteria 
are identified with a dark red cross.

Table 7.1 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Would not pass all building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Figure 7.1 Ḡraphical code to help the reader 
understand which cases would not be Part L compliant

Table 7.2 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)



144

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

7.1

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
domestic buildings

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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7.1.1

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis analysis 
for terrace house

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Terrace House  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling (Space heating demand and EUI)

The space heating demand for the Terrace houses modelled 
varies from 38 (worst) down to 14 kWh/m².yr (best). The 
improvement between the Business-as-usual and Good 
practice cases is relatively marginal in comparison with the 
space heating demand improvement achieved by the Ultra -low 
energy case. The benefit of MVHR and best practice fabric 
specifications are clearly showing.

The Energy Use Intensity (EUI) of the terrace house covers all 
energy uses: space heating, domestic hot water, ventilation, 
lighting, equipment (cooking etc.) and appliances. The table 
shows a graduation of improvement as both the building fabric 
and heating systems become progressively more efficient. The 
estimated EUIs range from 73 (worst) down to 25 kWh/m²/ yr
(best). As with the space heating demand, the difference 
between the Good practice and the Ultra -low energy is 
reflected in the EUI results. 

The cases which generate the ideal compound result for both 
metrics are the two Ultra-low energy building fabric with heat 
pump scenarios. The heat pump cases use significantly less 
energy (i.e. lower EUIs) due to lower flow temperature 
requirements and better heating efficiencies. BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 38

Good 
practice 33

Ultra-low 
energy 14

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 73 65 37 34

Good 
practice 67 59 34 31

Ultra-low 
energy 47 41 27 25

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.3 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Table 7.4 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)
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Terrace House  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling results comparison across all cases

Detailed energy use 
breakdown (kWh/m2.yr)

Bench
mark

1A 1B 1C 1D 2A 2B 2C 2D 3A 3B 3C 3D

Other energy uses 73 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Catering - - - - - - - - - - - -

Equipment 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11

Lifts - - - - - - - - - - - -

External lighting - - - - - - - - - - - -

Lighting 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Auxiliary (fans & pumps) 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 3 3 3 3

Cooling 2  2  2  2  2  2  2  2  2  2  2  2  

Domestic hot water 15 12 5 4 15 12 5 4 15 12 5 4

Space heating 39 35 14 11 34 30 12 10 16 13 6 5 
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7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Table 7.5 P̄redictive energy modelling results: detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for each case

Business as usual Fabric & Ventilation Good practice Fabric & Ventilation Best practice Fabric & Ventilation 

Figure 7.1 - Predictive energy modelling results: bar chart showing the detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for eac h case
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EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 73 65 37 34

Good 
practice 67 59 34 31

Ultra-low 
energy 47 41 27 25

Terrace house  |  Policy option 2  |  EUI + Compliance with Part L 2021

Would not pass all three criteria of 
building regulations Part L 2021

Metrics combined

This table shows how the space heating demand and EUI results 
would work in combination with Part L 2021 compliance. 

Å LÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā 
with the gas boiler case would be compliant with building 
regulations Part L 2021. They achieve an EUI of 67 and 47 
kWh/m2.yr respectively, so it could be ruled out if the EUI policy 
limit is lower than 47 kWh/m 2.yr.

Å ǀ}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[ÍÍĜz ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû [Ö} }Æþ§sĊ 
electric cases comply with Part L. They would achieve an EUI of 
between 59 and 41 kWh/m 2.yr  respectively.

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Table 7.6 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Energy Use Intensity (EUI) overlaid 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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7.1.2

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
low-rise apartment building

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2



150

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

Low-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling (Space heating demand and EUI)

The space heating demand for the low -rise apartment building 
modelled varies from 35 (worst) down to 12 kWh/m²/ yr (best). 
The improvement between the business -as-usual and good 
practice cases are relatively marginal in comparison to the 
space heating demand achieved in the ultra -low energy case. 
The benefit of MVHR and best practice fabric specifications are 
clearly showing.

The Energy Use Intensity (EUI) of the low-rise apartment 
building covers all energy uses: space heating, domestic hot 
water, ventilation, lighting, equipment (cooking, lift etc.) and 
appliances. The table shows a graduation of improvement as 
both the building fabric and heating systems become 
progressively more efficient. The estimated EUIs range from 71 
(worst) down to 23 kWh/m²/ yr (best).

As with the space heating demand, the difference between the 
good practice and the ultra -low energy is reflected in the EUI 
results. The case which generates the ideal compound result 
for both metrics is the Ultra -low energy building fabric with the 
more efficient heat pump. 

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 35

Good 
practice 28

Ultra-low 
energy 12

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 71 61 43 31

Good 
practice 65 54 39 28

Ultra-low 
energy 48 37 31 23

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.7 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Table 7.8 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)
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Low-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling results comparison across all cases

Detailed energy use 
breakdown (kWh/m2.yr)

Bench
mark

1A 1B 1C 1D 2A 2B 2C 2D 3A 3B 3C 3D

Other energy uses 73 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Catering - - - - - - - - - - - -

Equipment 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11

Lifts - - - - - - - - - - - -

External lighting - - - - - - - - - - - -

Lighting 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Auxiliary (fans & pumps) 4 3 4 4 3 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 

Cooling - - - - - - - - - - - -

Domestic hot water 16 12 8 4 16 12 8 4 16 12 8 4

Space heating 39 35 19 11 33 28 16 9 17 12 9 4 

71

61

73

43

31

65

54

39

48

37
31

28
23

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Table 7.9 P̄redictive energy modelling results: detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for each case

Business as usual Fabric & Ventilation Good practice Fabric & Ventilation Best practice Fabric & Ventilation 

Figure 7.2 - Predictive energy modelling results: bar chart showing the detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for eac h case
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Low-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  EUI + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

This table shows how the space heating demand and EUI results 
would work in combination with Part L 2021 compliance. 

Å LÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā 
with the gas boiler case would be compliant with building 
regulations Part L 2021. They achieve an EUI of 65 and 48 
kWh/m2.yr respectively, so it could be ruled out if the EUI policy 
limit is lower than 48 kWh/m 2.yr.

Å ǀ}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[ÍÍĜz ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû [Ö} }Æþ§sĊ 
electric cases comply with Part L. They would achieve an EUI of 
between 54 and 37 kWh/m 2.yr  respectively.

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 71 61 43 31

Good 
practice 65 54 39 28

Ultra-low 
energy 48 37 31 23

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Would not pass all three criteria of 
building regulations Part L 2021

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.10 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Energy Use Intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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7.1.3

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
mid-rise apartment building

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Mid-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling (Space heating demand and EUI)

The space heating demand for the mid -rise apartment building 
modelled varies from 28 (worst) down to 10 kWh/m²/ yr (best). 
The improvement between the business -as-usual and good 
practice cases is relatively small in comparison to the space 
heating demand achieved in the ultra -low energy case. The 
benefit of MVHR and best practice fabric specifications are 
clearly showing.

The Energy Use Intensity (EUI) of the mid-rise apartment 
building covers all energy uses: space heating, domestic hot 
water, ventilation, lighting, equipment (cooking, lift etc.) and 
appliances. The table shows a graduation of improvement as 
both the building fabric and heating systems become 
progressively more efficient. The estimated EUIs range from 55 
(worst) down to 26 kWh/m².yr (best).

As with the space heating demand, the difference between the 
good practice and the ultra -low energy is reflected in the EUI 
results. The cases which generates the ideal compound result 
for both metrics is the ultra -low energy building fabric with the 
more efficient heat pump system (e.g. communal heat pump 
with ambient loop). It leads to significantly lower EUIs due to 
better heating efficiencies, lower flow temperature 
requirements and less distribution losses.

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 28

Good 
practice 22

Ultra-low 
energy 10

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 55 53 38 31

Good 
practice 49 48 35 29

Ultra-low 
energy 43 39 32 26

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.11 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Table 7.12 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)
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Detailed energy use 
breakdown (kWh/m2.yr)

Bench
mark

1A 1B 1C 1D 2A 2B 2C 2D 3A 3B 3C 3D

Other energy uses 73 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Catering - - - - - - - - - - - -

Equipment 13 13 13 12 13 13 12 12 14 13 13 12

Lifts - - - - - - - - - - - -

External lighting - - - - - - - - - - - -

Lighting 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Auxiliary (fans & pumps) 4 3 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3

Cooling 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Domestic hot water 11 15 6 6 11 15 6 6 11 15 6 6

Space heating 24 20 14 8 19 16 12 7 14 8 9 4

Mid-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling results comparison across all cases
Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31
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7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Table 7.13 P̄redictive energy modelling results: detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for each case

Business as usual Fabric & Ventilation Good practice Fabric & Ventilation Best practice Fabric & Ventilation 

Figure 7.3 - Predictive energy modelling results: bar chart showing the detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for eac h case
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EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 55 53 38 31

Good 
practice 49 48 35 29

Ultra-low 
energy 43 39 32 26

Mid-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  EUI + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

This table shows how the space heating demand and EUI results 
would work in combination with Part L 2021 compliance. 

Å LÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā 
with the gas boiler case would be compliant with building 
regulations Part L 2021. They achieve an EUI of 49 and 43 
kWh/m2.yr respectively, so it could be ruled out if the EUI policy 
limit is lower than 43 kWh/m 2.yr.

Å ǀ}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[ÍÍĜz ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû [Ö} }Æþ§sĊ 
electric cases comply with Part L. They would achieve an EUI of 
between 48 and 39 kWh/m 2.yr respectively.

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Would not pass all three criteria of 
building regulations Part L 2021

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.6 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Energy Use Intensity (EUI) overlaid 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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7.1.4

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
high-rise apartment building

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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High-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling (Space heating demand and EUI)

The space heating demand for the high -rise apartment building 
modelled varies from 24 (worst) down to 10 kWh/m²/ yr (best). 
The improvement between the business -as-usual and good 
practice cases is relatively small in comparison to the space 
heating demand achieved in the ultra -low energy case. The 
benefit of MVHR and best practice fabric specifications are 
clearly showing.

The Energy Use Intensity (EUI) of the high-rise apartment 
building covers all energy uses: space heating, domestic hot 
water, ventilation, lighting, equipment (cooking, lift etc.) and 
appliances. The table shows a graduation of improvement as 
both the building fabric and heating systems become 
progressively more efficient. The estimated EUIs range from 45 
(worst) down to 20 kWh/m²/ yr (best).

As with the space heating demand, the difference between the 
good practice and the ultra -low energy is reflected in the EUI 
results. The case which generates the ideal compound result 
for both metrics is the ultra -low energy building fabric with the 
communal heat pump with ambient loop. The introduction of 
an efficient heat pump system leads to significantly lower EUIs 
due to better heating efficiencies, lower flow temperature 
requirements and less distribution losses.

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 24

Good 
practice 20

Ultra-low 
energy 10

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 45 42 30 24

Good 
practice 41 39 28 22

Ultra-low 
energy 36 32 25 20

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.15 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Table 7.16 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)
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High-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling results comparison across all cases

Detailed energy use 
breakdown (kWh/m2.yr)

Bench
mark

1A 1B 1C 1D 2A 2B 2C 2D 3A 3B 3C 3D

Other energy uses 73 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Catering - - - - - - - - - - - -

Equipment 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

Lifts - - - - - - - - - - - -

External lighting - - - - - - - - - - - -

Lighting 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Auxiliary (fans & pumps) 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 2

Cooling 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Domestic hot water 12 12 6 4 12 12 6 4 12 12 6 4

Space heating 19 16 9 5 15 13 8 4 11 6 6 2 

73

45
42

30

24

41
39

28

36 32

2522
20

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Table 7.17 P̄redictive energy modelling results: detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for each case

Business as usual Fabric & Ventilation Good practice Fabric & Ventilation Best practice Fabric & Ventilation 

Figure 7.4 - Predictive energy modelling results: bar chart showing the detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for eac h case
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High-rise apartment building  |  Policy option 2  |  EUI + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

This table shows how the space heating demand and EUI results 
would work in combination with Part L 2021 compliance. 

Å LÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs āé§sÆ´Æs[ĊÆÚÖā 
with the gas boiler case would be compliant with building 
regulations Part L 2021. They achieve an EUI of 41 and 36 
kWh/m2.yr respectively, so it could be ruled out if the EUI policy 
limit is lower than 36 kWh/m 2.yr.

Å ǀ}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[ÍÍĜz ĊÃ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû [Ö} }Æþ§sĊ 
electric cases comply with Part L. They would achieve an EUI of 
between 39 and 32 kWh/m 2.yr respectively.

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 45 42 30 24

Good 
practice 41 39 28 22

Ultra-low 
energy 36 32 25 20

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Would not pass all three criteria of 
building regulations Part L 2021

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.18 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Energy Use Intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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7.2

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
non-domestic buildings

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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7.2.1

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
office building

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Office building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling (Space heating demand and EUI) 

Space heating demand varies from 23 (worst) down to 4 
kWh/m²/ yr (best). The benefit of better fabric and MVHR is 
clearly showing.

The estimated EUIs range from 104 (worst) down to 66 
kWh/m²/ yr (best). The benefit of heat pumps over gas boilers is 
clear.

All results appear logical.

LETI design guidance recommends space heating demand of < 
15 kWh/m²/ yr and an EUI of < 55 kWh/m²/ yr for offices. This 
would rule out the Business as usual case.

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 23

Good 
practice 12

Ultra-low 
energy 4

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 104 82 87 81

Good 
practice 83 72 74 72

Ultra-low 
energy 71 66 67 66

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.19 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Table 7.20 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)
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Office building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling results comparison across all cases

Detailed energy use 
breakdown (kWh/m2.yr)

Bench
mark

1A 1B 1C 1D 2A 2B 2C 2D 3A 3B 3C 3D

Other energy uses 

120

- - - - - - - - - - - -

Catering - - - - - - - - - - - -

Servers/IT hub 10 10 18 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 

Equipment 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 

Lifts 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

External lighting 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4

Lighting 11 11 11 11 10 10 10 10 9 9 9 9 

Auxiliary (fans & pumps) 26 26 26 26 21 21 21 21 19 19 19 19 

Cooling 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

Domestic hot water 3 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 

Space heating 31 11 15 10 16 6 8 5 6 2 3 2 

104

82
87

81 83

72 74 72 71
66 67 66

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2 Table 7.21 P̄redictive energy modelling results: detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for each case

Business as usual Fabric & Ventilation Good practice Fabric & Ventilation Best practice Fabric & Ventilation 

Figure 7.5 - Predictive energy modelling results: bar chart showing the detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for eac h case
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Office building  |  Policy option 2  |  EUI + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

The table shows the EUIs obtained from the predictive modelling 
results combined with Part L 2021 compliance. 

One of the scenarios tested has failed to meet Part L and it correlates 
with the highest predicted EUI s.

Introducing a low EUI target would help to incentivise better fabric 
and ventilation. 

Indicative SHD and EUI targets are introduced in the next section of 
the report.

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 104 82 87 81

Good 
practice 83 72 74 72

Ultra-low 
energy 71 66 67 66

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Would not pass both criteria of 
building regulations Part L 2021

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.22 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Energy Use Intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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7.2.2

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
school

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Primary school building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling (Space heating demand and EUI) 

Space heating demand varies from 37 (worst) down to 4 
kWh/m²/ yr (best). The benefit of better fabric and MVHR is 
clearly showing.

The estimated EUIs range from 96 (worst) down to 57 
kWh/m²/ yr (best). The benefit of heat pumps over gas boilers 
or direct electric is clear, but it is diluted by the fact that DHW 
is provided by direct electric.

All results appear logical.

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 37

Good 
practice 12

Ultra-low 
energy 4

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 96 92 65 64

Good 
practice 72 71 62 62

Ultra-low 
energy 60 60 57 57

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.23 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Table 7.24 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)
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Primary school building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling results comparison across all cases

Detailed energy use 
breakdown (kWh/m2.yr)

Bench
mark

1A 1B 1C 1D 2A 2B 2C 2D 3A 3B 3C 3D

Other energy uses 

100

- - - - - - - - - - - -

Catering 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

Equipment 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 

Lifts 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

External lighting 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Lighting 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 8 7 7 7 7 

Auxiliary (fans & pumps) 2 2 2 2 7 7 7 7 4 4 4 4 

Cooling - - - - - - - - - - - -

Domestic hot water 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17

Space heating 41 37 10 9 13 12 3 3 5 4 1 1 

96
92

65 64

72 71

62 62 60 60
57 57

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2 Table 7.25 P̄redictive energy modelling results: detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for each case

Business as usual Fabric & Ventilation Good practice Fabric & Ventilation Best practice Fabric & Ventilation 

Figure 7.6 - Predictive energy modelling results: bar chart showing the detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for eac h case
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Metrics combined

The table shows the EUIs obtained from the predictive 
modelling results combined with Part L 2021 compliance. 

None of the scenarios tested have failed to meet Part L. An EUI 
target could clearly help to drive the design and construction of 
better school buildings. 

Indicative SHD and EUI targets are introduced in the next 
section of the report.

Primary school building  |  Policy option 2  |  EUI + Compliance with Part L 2021

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 96 92 65 64

Good 
practice 72 71 62 62

Ultra-low 
energy 60 60 57 57

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Would not pass both criteria of 
building regulations Part L 2021

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.26 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Energy Use Intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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7.2.3

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
industrial building

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Industrial building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling (Space heating demand and EUI) 

Space heating demand varies from 17 (worst) down to 10 
kWh/m²/ yr (best). The benefit of better fabric and MVHR is 
clearly shown as you move towards better fabric performance.

The estimated EUIs range from 50 (worst) down to 27 
kWh/m²/ yr (best). Fabric seems to have a greater impact on the 
Gas boiler scenarios due to the higher heating energy 
consumption, as results vary from 50 down to 36 kWh/m²/yr. 
EUI results are very similar for VRF, Four pipe chiller and heat 
pump scenarios. The benefit of electric heating over gas boilers 
is clear. 

All results appear logical.

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 17

Good 
practice 12

Ultra-low 
energy 10

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 50 34 34 32

Good 
practice 41 30 31 29

Ultra-low 
energy 36 28 28 27

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.27 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Table 7.28 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)
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Industrial building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling results comparison across all cases

Detailed energy use 
breakdown (kWh/m2.yr)

Bench
mark 1A 1B 1C 1D 2A 2B 2C 2D 3A 3B 3C 3D

Other energy uses 

80

- - - - - - - - - - - -

Catering - - - - - - - - - - - -

Equipment 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4 6.4

Lifts 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8

External lighting 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

Lighting 7.4 7.4 7.4 7.4 6.7 6.7 6.7 6.7 6.5 6.5 6.5 6.5

Auxiliary (fans & pumps) 9.9 9.9 9.9 9.9 9.7 9.7 9.7 9.7 8.5 8.5 8.5 8.5

Cooling 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.9 0.7

Domestic hot water 1.5 1.5 1.5 0.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 0.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 0.5

Space heating 23.0 6.9 7.3 6.2 14.8 4.4 4.7 4.0 11.2 3.4 3.6 3.1

50

34 34 32

41

30 31 29

36

28 28 27

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Table 7.29 P̄redictive energy modelling results: detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for each case

Business as usual Fabric & Ventilation Good practice Fabric & Ventilation Best practice Fabric & Ventilation 

Figure 7.7 - Predictive energy modelling results: bar chart showing the detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for eac h case
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Industrial building  |  Policy option 2  |  EUI + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

The table shows the EUIs obtained from the predictive modelling 
results combined with Part L 2021 compliance. 

Only two of the scenarios (both gas heated) have failed to meet Part 
L. An EUI target could clearly help to drive the design and 
construction of better industrial buildings. 

Indicative SHD and EUI targets are introduced in the next section of 
the report.

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 50 34 34 32

Good 
practice 41 30 31 29

Ultra-low 
energy 36 28 28 27

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Would not pass both criteria of 
building regulations Part L 2021

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.30 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Energy Use Intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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7.2.4

Policy option 2 - Predictive energy analysis for 
hotel

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Hotel building  |  Policy option 2  |  Predictive energy modelling (Space heating demand and EUI) 

Space heating demand varies from 30 (worst) down to 15 
kWh/m²/ yr (best). The benefit of better fabric and ventilation is 
clearly showing

The estimated EUIs range from 233 (worst) down to 142 
kWh/m²/ yr (best). The benefit of heat pumps over gas boilers is 
clear.

All results appear logical.

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 30

Good 
practice 24

Ultra-low 
energy 15

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 233 174 159 158

Good 
practice 222 166 152 152

Ultra-low 
energy 206 154 143 142

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.31 - Performance of each case in 
terms of space heating demand

Table 7.32 - Performance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI)
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Hotel building  |  Policy option 2  | Predictive energy modelling results comparison across all cases

Detailed energy use 
breakdown (kWh/m2.yr)

Bench
mark

1A 1B 1C 1D 2A 2B 2C 2D 3A 3B 3C 3D

Other energy uses 340 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Catering 71 71 71 71 71 71 71 71 71 71 71 71 

Equipment 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 

Lifts 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

External lighting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Lighting 12 12 12 12 11 11 11 11 10 10 10 10 

Auxiliary (fans & pumps) 28 28 28 28 23 23 23 23 17 17 17 17 

Cooling 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Domestic hot water 74 23 32 23 74 23 32 23 74 23 32 23 

Space heating 31 7 13 7 25 6 11 5 16 4 7 3 

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
Table 7.33 P̄redictive energy modelling results: detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for each case

Business as usual Fabric & Ventilation Good practice Fabric & Ventilation Best practice Fabric & Ventilation 

Figure 7.8 - Predictive energy modelling results: bar chart showing the detailed breakdown of energy use intensity (EUI) for eac h case
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Hotel  | Policy option 2  |  EUI + Compliance with Part L 2021

Metrics combined

The table shows the EUIs obtained from the predictive modelling 
results combined with Part L 2021 compliance. 

An EUI target could clearly help to drive the design and 
construction of better hotel buildings, incentivising both fabric and 
ventilation efficiency as well as better heating systems.

Indicative SHD and EUI targets are introduced in the next section 
of the report.

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 233 174 159 158

Good 
practice 222 166 152 152

Ultra-low 
energy 206 154 143 142

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Would not pass both criteria of 
building regulations Part L 2021

Note: the above four heating options are not exhaustive. Other options (e.g. low carbon heat 
networks with low distribution losses) may perform well.

Table 7.34 P̄erformance of each case in terms of Energy Use Intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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7.3

Policy option 2 - how can heat networks be assessed 
using the EUI metric and how do they perform?

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Energy Use Intensity (EUI)

The EUI of a home or building is the total amount of energy it uses for 
all purposes in kWh/year, divided by the gross internal floor area 
(GIA) in m2. The value of using this as a metric to measure energy 
performance is that it can be very easily checked. For a house or a flat 
or a school which has heating that only serves that home or building, 
the energy use is the sum of the utility bills. 

However, where there is a heat network (or a communal heating 
system in general), it is less straightforward to assess the total energy 
used for that dwelling or building. 

Boundary of the assessment 

The usual definition of the EUI is the energy consumed within the site 
boundary. However, where that site or building is served by an 
energy centre that is outside the boundary, the system losses must be 
considered to understand the total energy required to deliver the 
heat to the end user. 

Heat or energy for heat

If heat pumps are located in the energy centre, the efficiency of the 
heat generation also sits outside the site boundary. If the delivered 
heat is considered, rather than the energy used to generate it, the 
advantage of using a heat pump will not be captured by the EUI 
assessment.

The EUI will be the measured utility or energy supply to the energy 
centre w̄hether that is gas or electricity d̄ivided by the total GIA of 
the properties served from the network. This though will give an 
average and will not distinguish better and worse performing 
buildings o. For a mixed use development, this could be very 
misleading. Some work will therefore be needed to develop a 
metering strategy that more accurately measures the actual energy 
use of users.

Policy option 2  |  How would EUIs work with heat networks?

Primary
System

Secondary 
losses 

Energy 
Centre

Site/Building

ResiUnit
HIU

Primary system losses must 
be included

Energy related to 
providing heating 

and hot water 
EUI   

Energy related to other electricity 
uses such as lighting, ventilation, 

catering and  plug loads.
= + 

Secondary losses must be 
included

Heat network 
heat source and 
primary losses

EUI   = + x 
Heat at the 

building 
meter 

Building 
meter

Energy related to other electricity 
uses such as lighting, ventilation, 

catering and  plug loads.

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Figure 7.9 Ēxplanation of how EUIs can be calculated for heat networks
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Energy related to providing heating and hot water 

Heat from a heat network is metered at the heat substation, usually 
on the upstream (energy centre) side. In domestic developments, the 
heat is also metered at the entry to each home, by the heat interface 
unit (HIU) if there is one. These meter readings need to be adjusted 
to account for the upstream (primary) system losses and the efficiency 
of the heat generation plant to derive an equivalent EUI value that is 
þ§éþ§ā§ÖĊ[ĊÆę§ Ú´ ĊÃ§ øLÚĊ[Í *Ö§þ»Ĝù ēā§} ĊÚ }§ÍÆę§þ Ã§[Ċ ´Úþ Ã§[ĊÆÖ» 
and DHW to each dwelling.

The heat network provider would need to advise the primary system 
efficiency and losses to accurately assess the EUI. 

For multi -residential blocks, the secondary losses can be measured by 
summing all of the HIU readings and subtracting that total from the 
main system meter reading t̄he difference will be the heat lost to 
the common areas and the ground inside the building or site 
boundary. These secondary losses can be applied as an average 
factor to all of the heat meter readings in that building to give the 
effective EUI required at the site boundary.

For single users, a house or a building like a school, the main system 
heat meter reading can be used as the EUI required at the site 
boundary.

The efficiencies and losses should be applied to the end use heat 
figure and then added to the electrical meter reading to get an 
overall EUI per building to compare to the policy target figure.

Energy related to providing heating and hot water 

Electricity is always metered at the point of entry to a building or 
separately for each home. This meter reading can be used directly in 
the calculation of the EUI

Policy option 2  I  How do you calculate EUI with a heat network?

Energy centreMid rise domesticSchool

Heating & hot water metered at 
site boundary and sub metered 
at each home.

Electricity metered at each 
home.

Heating & hot water 
metered at site 
boundary.

Electricity metered at 
site boundary.

Figure 7.10 - The image above illustrates the metering strategy typically employed 
when delivering heat from a DH network and the metering strategy for electrical 
consumption. It should be recognised that where Combined Heat and Power 
generation is adopted, there will be a rebate due to the generation of electricity. 

M

M

M
M

HI
U

Electricity
Heat network

Electricity from CHP 
(DH2)

M

M

Gas (DH2)

M

Energy related to 
providing heating and 

hot water 

Total EUI   
Energy related to other 

electricity uses such as lighting, 
ventilation, catering and  plug 

loads.

= +

How do you calculate EUI with a heat network?

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Example with specific EUI targets

The targets set for EUI for each building and use type should be the 
same irrespective of the heating system that is proposed, so that all 
systems are compared with genuine equivalence.

For the heat network studies, only two typologies have been 
modelled, the mid -rise domestic building and the school. The target 
EUI recommended for each of these are:

Domestic - 35 kWh/m2
GIA/yr.

School ̄ 65 kWh/m2
GIA/yr

These targets represent the total gas and electricity required to be 
used for each building type, at the energy centre. It is not the total of 
heat and electricity demand by the building or home. Whilst this 
difference seems complex, given the correct information from the 
heat network provider, it is a simple conversion to make. The 
following pages work through the two modelled examples and both 
network types to demonstrate the process of converting the heat 
demand to a corresponding energy consumption that can be used to 
assess the EUI.

Policy option 2  I  Examples and target setting

Energy centreMid rise resiSchool

Figure 7.11 - To calculate the EUI associated with the all energy use required to power the 
buildings, and providing heating and DHW, the energy required to deliver this must be 
considered. 

65
kWh/m2/yr

35
kWh/m2/yr

M

M

M
M

HIU

Electricity
Heat network

Electricity from CHP 
(DH2)

M

M

Gas (DH2)

M

Energy related to 
providing heating and 

hot water 

Total EUI   
Energy related to other 

electricity uses such as lighting, 
ventilation, catering and  plug 

loads.

= +

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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This page shows a worked example of how the EUI could be 
calculated for the school based on a network using 110mm diameter 
primary pipework, 90 OC flow temperature. The actual performance of 
each system will be individual to the system network characteristics, 
and these can be highly variable.

*ě[ÑéÍ§ ēāÆÖ» úēÍĊþ[ ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû é§þ´ÚþÑ[Ös§y

Å Space heating demand of 4.3 kWh/m 2/yr

Å Hot water demand of 16.7 kWh/m 2/yr, 

Å Secondary losses between the building heat meter and the school 
meter 10% of delivered heat. Heat at the building meter = 23.1 
kWh/m2/yr

Å Electricity related to other electricity uses such as lighting, 
ventilation, catering and  plug loads =38.9 kWh/m 2/yr

DH1 Ēnergy from Waste

Assuming system performance characteristics as set out for DH1 and 
}ÆāĊþÆiēĊÆÚÖ ÍÚāā§ā Ú´ ¶Ģí ´Úþ [ āĜāĊ§Ñ Úé§þ[ĊÆÖ» ĚÆĊÃÆÖ ú»ÚÚ} 
éþ[sĊÆs§û é[þ[Ñ§Ċ§þāz ĊÃ§ ÆÖéēĊ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ĊÚ éþÚ}ēs§ §[sÃ ÌTÃ Ú´ Ã§[Ċ 
output is 0.20kWh. Heat generation energy is therefore (23.1 x 0.2) = 
4.6 kWh/m2/yr

Total EUI = 4.6 + 38.9 = 43.5 kWh/m2/yr

DH2 - Fossil fuel based heat network seeking to grow and decarbonise

Assuming system performance characteristics and heat generation 
plant mix as set out for DH2 and distribution losses of 50% for a 
āĜāĊ§Ñ Úé§þ[ĊÆÖ» ĚÆĊÃÆÖ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û é[þ[Ñ§Ċ§þāz ĊÃ§ ÆÖéēĊ §Ö§þ»Ĝ 
to produce each kWh heat output is 1.23 kWh. Heat generation 
energy is therefore (23.1 x 1.23) = 28.4 kWh/m 2/yr

Total EUI = 28.4 + 38.9 = 67.3 kWh/m2/yr

Policy option 2  |  School - worked example

Energy centreMid rise resiSchool

Summary of energy use
Å4.3 kWh/m2/yr heating
Å16.7 kWh/m2/yr hot water
Å38.9 kWh/m2/yr electrical

M

M

M
M

HIU

Heat network
Electricity

Electricity from 
CHP (DH2)

Gas (DH2)

M

M

M

Energy related to 
providing heating and 

hot water 

Total EUI   

EUI (DHN 1)      = 4.6                 + 38.9           =  43.5 kWh/m 2/yr

EUI (DHN 2)      = 28.4                 + 38.9           =  67.3 kWh/m 2/yr

Energy related to other 
electricity uses such as lighting, 
ventilation, catering and  plug 

loads.

= +

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less 
efficient

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

DHN 1 DHN 2
Fa

br
ic

 &
 v

en
til

at
io

n

Business as 
usual 96 92 65 64

Good 
practice 72 71 62 62

Ultra-low 
energy 60 60 57 57 44 67

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Figure 7.12 C̄alculation of the EUI associated with the connection to heat networks DH1 or DH2

Table 7.34 ĒUI associated with DH1 and DH2 (ultra-low energy) compared with other heating systems
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Policy option 2  |  Mid rise apartment building - worked example

This page shows a worked example of how the EUI could be 
calculated for the mid -rise apartment building based on a network 
using 110mm diameter primary pipework, 90 OC flow temperature. 
The actual performance of each system will be individual to the 
system network characteristics, and these can be highly variable.

NāÆÖ» úēÍĊþ[ ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû é§þ´ÚþÑ[Ös§y

Space heating demand of 7.6 kWh/m 2/yr, 

Hot water demand of 14.8 kWh/m 2/yr, 

Secondary losses between the building heat meter and the flat meter 
10% of delivered heat. Heat at the building meter = 24.6 kWh/m 2/yr

Electricity related to other electricity uses such as lighting, ventilation, 
catering and  plug loads =16.3 kWh/m 2/yr

DH1 Ēnergy from Waste

Assuming system performance characteristics as set out for DH1 and 
}ÆāĊþÆiēĊÆÚÖ ÍÚāā§ā Ú´ ¶Ģí ´Úþ [ āĜāĊ§Ñ Úé§þ[ĊÆÖ» ĚÆĊÃÆÖ ú»ÚÚ} 
éþ[sĊÆs§û é[þ[Ñ§Ċ§þāz ĊÃ§ ÆÖéēĊ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ĊÚ éþÚ}ēs§ §[sÃ ÌTÃ Ã§[Ċ 
output is 0.20kWh. Heat generation energy is therefore (24.6 x 0.2) = 
4.9 kWh/m2/yr

Total EUI = 4.9 + 16.3 = 21.2 kWh/m2/yr

DH2 - Fossil fuel based heat network seeking to grow and decarbonise

Assuming system performance characteristics and heat generation 
plant mix as set out for DH2 and distribution losses of 50% for a 
āĜāĊ§Ñ Úé§þ[ĊÆÖ» ĚÆĊÃÆÖ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û é[þ[Ñ§Ċ§þāz ÆÖéēĊ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ĊÚ 
produce each kWh heat output is 1.23 kWh. Heat generation energy 
is therefore (24.6 x 1.23) = 30.3 kWh/m2/yr

Total EUI = 30.3 + 16.3 = 46.6 kWh/m2/yr

Energy centreMid rise resiSchool

Summary of energy use
Å7.6 kWh/m2/yr heating
Å14.8 kWh/m2/yr hot water
Å16.3 kWh/m2/yr electrical

M

M

M
M

HIU

Heat network

M

Electricity

M

M
Electricity from CHP 
(DH2)

Gas (DH2)

Energy related to 
providing heating and 

hot water 

Total EUI   

EUI (DHN 1)      = 4.9                 + 16.3           =  21.2 kWh/m 2/yr

EUI (DHN 2)      = 30.3                 + 16.3          =  46.6 kWh/m 2/yr

Energy related to other 
electricity uses such as lighting, 
ventilation, catering and  plug 

loads.

= +

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less 
efficient

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

DHN 1 DHN 2
Fa

br
ic

 &
 v

en
til

at
io

n

Business as 
usual 55 53 38 31

Good 
practice 49 48 35 29

Ultra-low 
energy 43 39 32 26 21 47

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Figure 7.13 C̄alculation of the EUI associated with the connection to heat networks DH1 or DH2

Table 7.35 ĒUI associated with DH1 and DH2 (ultra-low energy) compared with other heating systems
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7.4

Policy option 2 - Summary

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2
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Energy modelling using PHPP software was undertaken to estimate 
space heating demand and the total energy use (EUI) for the different 
domestic typologies. 

Å Space heating demand seeks to improve energy efficiency. As it 
can be seen from the adjacent table, the results are fairly 
consistent and would enable to use a particular level for policy 
(e.g. 15 or 20 kWh/m 2.yr in line with the recommendations of the 
CCC). The Terrace house has the widest range of space heating 
demand per floor area (GIA) relative to the other typologies and 
the high -rise apartment building has the narrowest. 

Å Energy Use Intensity (EUI) seeks to reduce total energy use.  As it 
can be seen from the table below, the results are fairly consistent 
and would enable to use a particular level for policy (e.g. 
35kWh/m2.yr). The benefit of introducing a heat pump is clearest 
for the terrace house, reducing the EUI by 49% in the business-as-
usual scenario and 43% for the ultra-low energy scenario.

z

Predictive energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2  |  Domestic buildings  |  Summary of findings

Table 7.36 S̄ummary of space heating demand results ranges for each domestic 
typology and each different level of fabric and ventilation specifications

Table 7.37 - Energy use intensity result ranges for each case of each domestic typology

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Terrace House Low rise apartment building Mid rise apartment building High rise apartment building

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 

more efficient

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 

more efficient

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 

more efficient

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 73 65 37 34 71 61 43 31 55 53 38 31 45 42 30 24

Good 
practice 67 59 34 31 65 54 39 28 49 48 35 29 41 39 28 22

Ultra-low 
energy 47 41 27 25 48 37 31 23 43 39 32 26 36 32 25 20

Space heating demand P̄redictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Terrace Low Rise Mid Rise High Rise

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 38 35 28 24

Good 
practice 33 28 22 20

Ultra-low 
energy 14 12 10 10

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst
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Predictive energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2  |  Non -domestic buildings  |  Summary of findings

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

School Office Industrial Hotel

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric 

Heat 
pump

less 
efficient

Heat 
Pump 

more efficient

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump

less efficient 

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Gas 
boiler VRF Four 

pipe chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 
(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 96 92 65 64 104 82 87 81 50 34 34 32 233 159 174 158

Good 
practice 72 71 62 62 83 72 74 72 41 30 31 29 222 152 166 152

Ultra-low 
energy 60 60 57 57 71 66 67 66 36 28 28 27 206 143 154 142

Space heating demand P̄redictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

School Office Industrial Hotel

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 37 23 17 30

Good 
practice 12 12 12 24

Ultra-low 
energy 4 4 10 15

7.0  Energy modelling analysis for Policy option 2

Table 7.38 S̄ummary of space heating demand results ranges for each non-
domestic typology and each different level of fabric and ventilation specifications

Table 7.39 - Energy use intensity result ranges for each case of each non-domestic typology

BestWorst

Energy use intensity

Space heating demand

BestWorst

Energy modelling using TAS and IES software in conjunction with 
CIBSE TM54 was undertaken to estimate space heating demand and 
the total energy use (EUI) for the different non -domestic typologies. 

Å Space heating demand seeks to improve energy efficiency. As it 
can be seen from the adjacent table, the results are fairly 
consistent and would enable to use a particular level for policy 
(e.g. 15 or 20 kWh/m 2.yr). The school and office typologies have 
the widest range of space heating demand  per floor area (GIA) 
relative to the other typologies. 

Å Energy Use Intensity (EUI) seeks to reduce total energy use.  As it 
can be seen from the table below, the range of results is very wide 
and would require specific EUI targets for the different typologies. 
The benefit of introducing a more efficient heat pump is clearest 
for the hotel which has the highest EUI. 

z
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8.0

Comparison between modelling results for 
Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative 
targets for these policies
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The main aim of this section is to derive some 
indicative policy suggestions, e.g.

Å Policy option 1: buildings should achieve a 
minimum 65% CO2 reduction.

Å Policy option 2: buildings should achieve a 
space heating demand of less than 15 
kWh/m2.yr and a minimum energy use intensity 
(EUI) of less than 35 kWh/m2.yr .

Secondly, it enables a comparison between the 
likely effects that policy options 1 and 2 would 
have, i.e. which combination of specifications 
would find it more challenging to comply.

8.1.1

Comparison for 
terrace house

8.1.2 

Comparison for
low-rise 
apartment 
building

8.1.3 

Comparison for 
mid-rise 
apartment 
building

8.1.4 

Comparison for 
high-rise 
apartment 
building

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets

8.0 Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets

8.2.1 

Comparison for 
office building

8.2.2

Comparison for 
primary school

8.2.3

Comparison for 
industrial building

8.2.4

Comparison for 
hotel

Comparison for domestic buildings

Comparison for non-domestic buildings

Additional analysis on heat networks - conclusion
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EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 55 53 38 31

Good 
practice 49 48 35 29

Ultra-low 
energy 43 39 32 26

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81%

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 28

Good 
practice 22

Ultra-low 
energy 10

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Compliant with proposed policy option 

Compliant with one of two metrics

Would not pass all building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

How to read the tables in this section

The tables in this section 
are the same as the ones 
shown earlier in the 
report for Policy option 1 
(Section 6.0) and Policy 
option 2 (Section 7.0). 

The only difference is the 
addition of blue 
rectangles to show which 
cases would comply with 
the indicative policy 
target suggested.

Table 8.1 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance with 
all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 1

Table 8.2 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.3 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.1

Comparison for domestic buildings

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.1.1

Comparison for terrace house

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 4% 52% 92% 95%

Good 
practice 23% 64% 98% 99%

Ultra-low 
energy 45% 79% 103% 104%

Terrace House |  Policy Option 1 (% over Part L) vs Option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Indicative policy requirement:

Å SHD < 15 kWh/m2.yr

Å EUI < 35 kWh/m2.yr

Å These are in line with the 
industry definition of Net Zero 
Operational Carbon for 
residential buildings

Compliant with 
proposed policy 
option 

1 on the left

2 on the right

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 38

Good 
practice 33

Ultra-low 
energy 14

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 73 65 37 34

Good 
practice 67 59 34 31

Ultra-low 
energy 47 41 27 25

Compliant with 
one of two 
metrics

Would not pass all 3 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

Indicative policy requirement:

Å 65% improvement over Part L 2021.

Å This threshold drives better energy efficiency by 
capturing the cases which marry good fabric 
requirements with efficient heating systems. It pushes 
āsÃ§Ñ§ā ĚÆĊÃ }Æþ§sĊ §Í§sĊþÆs ĊÚ Ã[ę§ [Ö úēÍĊþ[-low 
§Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖî

Å It could be raised to 70% or even 75% for the terrace 
house but this would make it inconsistent with the 
úÃÆ»Ã-þÆā§û [é[þĊÑ§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»î 

Table 8.4 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 
1

Table 8.5 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.6 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Terrace House |  Part L modelling vs Predictive energy modelling 

Equipment* 

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

Key

* Note that the Part L equipment (cooking and appliances) is not currently an output from SAP 
10.2 software. 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

Benchmark Part L Predictive

Scenario 2C

kW
h/

m
2 /y

ea
r

Unregulated 
energy use

Space heating appears to be significantly underestimated in Part L 
modelling, which means that changes to U -values, windows, 
airtightness will have less effect, thereby not encouraging better 
fabric and better design.

Domestic hot water appears to be significantly overestimated in 
Part L modelling. As heat pumps are generally less efficient when 
producing hot water, this negatively affects their performance and 
Ñ[Ĝ þ§}ēs§ ĊÃ§ }Æ´´§þ§Ös§ i§ĊĚ§§Ö [ úÍ§āā §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû [Ö} [ úÑÚþ§ 
§´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû Ã§[Ċ éēÑé āĜāĊ§Ñî

Part L has a simple and standardised calculation for estimating 
úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§(shown dashed in graph). This is hugely 
overestimated given that this only covers the cooking and appliances, 
with no estimation for plug loads. The overestimation of unregulated 
loads means that it can become daunting to include them in dwelling 
calculations and any attempt to offset them or balance them with 
renewable energy appears expensive. 

Figure 8.1 C̄omparison between the results of the Part L energy model and the Predictive 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§Íz é§þ ā§é[þ[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§z ´Úþ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĚÆĊÃ [ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.1.2

Comparison for low -rise apartment building

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 7% 55% 67% 84%

Good 
practice 22% 64% 75% 89%

Ultra-low 
energy 43% 77% 86% 96%

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 35

Good 
practice 28

Ultra-low 
energy 12

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 71 61 43 31

Good 
practice 65 54 39 28

Ultra-low 
energy 48 37 31 23

Low-rise apartment building |  Policy Option 1 (% over Part L) vs Option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Indicative policy requirement:

Å 65% improvement over Part L 2021.

Å This threshold drives better energy efficiency by 
capturing the cases which marry good fabric 
requirements with efficient heating systems. It pushes 
āsÃ§Ñ§ā ĚÆĊÃ }Æþ§sĊ §Í§sĊþÆs ĊÚ Ã[ę§ [Ö úēÍĊþ[-low 
§Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ ëÚþ ÑÚþ§ GSāìî

Å It could be raised to 70% or even 75% for the low -rise 
apartment building but this would make it 
ÆÖsÚÖāÆāĊ§ÖĊ ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ úÃÆ»Ã-þÆā§û [é[þĊÑ§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»î 

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Compliant with 
proposed policy 
option 

1 on the left

2 on the right

Compliant with 
one of two 
metrics

Would not pass all 3 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

Table 8.7 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance with 
all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 1

Table 8.8 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.9 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

Indicative policy requirement:

Å SHD < 15 kWh/m2.yr

Å EUI < 35 kWh/m2.yr

Å These are in line with the 
industry definition of Net Zero 
Operational Carbon for 
residential buildings

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Low-rise apartment building |  Part L modelling vs Predictive energy modelling 

0
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Benchmark Part L Predictive

Scenario 2C

kW
h/

m
2 /y

ea
r

Equipment* 

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

Key

Unregulated 
energy use

Space heating appears to be significantly underestimated in Part L 
modelling, which means that changes to U -values, windows, 
airtightness will have less effect, thereby not encouraging better 
fabric and better design.

Domestic hot water appears to be grossly overestimated in Part L 
modelling. As heat pumps are generally less efficient when producing 
hot water, this negatively affects their performance and may reduce 
ĊÃ§ }Æ´´§þ§Ös§ i§ĊĚ§§Ö [ úÍ§āā §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû [Ö} [ úÑÚþ§ §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû Ã§[Ċ 
pump system.

Part L has a simple and standardised calculation for estimating 
úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§(shown dashed in graph). This is hugely 
overestimated given that this only covers the cooking and appliances, 
with no estimation for plug loads. The overestimation of unregulated 
loads means that it can become daunting to include them in dwelling 
calculations and any attempt to offset them or balance them with 
renewable energy appears expensive. 

LÃ§ úþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û(heating, hot water, lighting, auxiliary) portion of 
the energy use in Part L, exceeds even the total energy use (including 
unregulated loads ēquipment) for the predictive model.

* Note that the Part L equipment (cooking and appliances) is not currently an output from SAP 
10.2 software. 

Figure 8.2 C̄omparison between the results of the Part L energy model and the Predictive 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§Íz é§þ ā§é[þ[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§z ´Úþ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĚÆĊÃ [ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.1.3

Comparison for mid -rise apartment buildingClimate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 55 53 38 31

Good 
practice 49 48 35 29

Ultra-low 
energy 43 39 32 26

Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 1% 46% 57% 72%

Good 
practice 13% 53% 62% 75%

Ultra-low 
energy 29% 64% 72% 81%

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 28

Good 
practice 22

Ultra-low 
energy 10

Mid-rise apartment building |  Policy Option 1 (% over Part L) vs Option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Compliant with 
proposed policy 
option 

1 on the left

2 on the right

Compliant with 
one of two 
metrics

Would not pass all 3 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

Table 8.10 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 1

Table 8.11 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.12 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

Indicative policy requirement:

Å SHD < 15 kWh/m2.yr

Å EUI < 35 kWh/m2.yr

Å These are in line with the 
industry definition of Net Zero 
Operational Carbon for 
residential buildings

Indicative policy requirement:

Å 65% improvement over Part L 2021.

Å This threshold drives better energy efficiency by 
capturing the cases which marry good fabric 
requirements with efficient heating systems. It pushes 
schemes with direct electric to have an even better 
Í§ę§Í Ú´ ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ é§þ´ÚþÑ[Ös§ ĊÃ[Ö úēÍĊþ[-
ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû Úþ ÑÚþ§ GSāî

Å It could be raised to 70% for the mid -rise apartment 
building but this would make it inconsistent with the 
úÃÆ»Ã-þÆā§û [é[þĊÑ§ÖĊ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»î 

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Mid-rise apartment building  |  Part L modelling vs Predictive energy modelling 

Equipment* 

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

Key
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Space heating appears to be significantly underestimated in Part L 
modelling, which means that changes to U -values, windows, 
airtightness will have less effect, thereby not encouraging better 
fabric and better design.

Domestic hot water appears to be grossly overestimated in Part L 
modelling. As heat pumps are generally less efficient when producing 
hot water, this negatively affects their performance and may reduce 
ĊÃ§ }Æ´´§þ§Ös§ i§ĊĚ§§Ö [ úÍ§āā §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû [Ö} [ úÑÚþ§ §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû Ã§[Ċ 
pump system.

Part L has a simple and standardised calculation for estimating 
úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§(shown dashed in graph). This is hugely 
overestimated given that this only covers the cooking and appliances, 
with no estimation for plug loads. The overestimation of unregulated 
loads means that it can become daunting to include them in dwelling 
calculations and any attempt to offset them or balance them with 
renewable energy appears expensive. 

LÃ§ úþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û(heating, hot water, lighting, auxiliary) portion of 
the energy use in Part L, exceeds even the total energy use (including 
unregulated loads ēquipment) for the predictive model.

* Note that the Part L equipment (cooking and appliances) is not currently an output from SAP 
10.2 software. 

Figure 8.3 C̄omparison between the results of the Part L energy model and the Predictive 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§Íz é§þ ā§é[þ[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§z ´Úþ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĚÆĊÃ [ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.1.4

Comparison for high -rise apartment building

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Reduction in CO2 -
SAP 10.2
GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 6% 52% 60% 75%

Good 
practice 16% 56% 65% 77%

Ultra-low 
energy 24% 63% 69% 81%

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 24

Good 
practice 20

Ultra-low 
energy 10

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 45 42 30 24

Good 
practice 41 39 28 22

Ultra-low 
energy 36 32 25 20

High-rise apartment building |  Policy Option 1 (% over Part L) vs Option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Compliant with 
proposed policy 
option 

1 on the left

2 on the right

Compliant with 
one of two 
metrics

Would not pass all 3 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

Table 8.13 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 1

Table 8.14 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.15 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

Indicative policy requirement:

Å SHD < 15 kWh/m2.yr

Å EUI < 35 kWh/m2.yr

Å These are in line with the 
industry definition of Net Zero 
Operational Carbon for 
residential buildings

indicative policy requirement:

Å 65% improvement over Part L 2021.

Å This threshold drives better energy efficiency by 
capturing the cases which marry good fabric 
requirements with efficient heating systems. It pushes 
schemes with direct electric to have an even better 
Í§ę§Í Ú´ ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ é§þ´ÚþÑ[Ös§ ĊÃ[Ö úēÍĊþ[-
ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝûî

Å Setting the threshold at 70% would be too restrictive 
in terms of heating system, making it virtually 
ÆÑéÚāāÆiÍ§ ĊÚ sÚÑéÍĜ ĚÆĊÃ }Æþ§sĊ §Í§sĊþÆs Úþ [ úÍ§āā 
§´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû Ã§[ĊÆÖ» āĜāĊ§Ñî

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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High-rise apartment building  |  Part L modelling vs Predictive energy modelling 

Equipment* 

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating
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Benchmark Part L Predictive

Scenario 2C
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h/

m
2 /y

ea
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Unregulated 
energy use

Space heating appears to be significantly underestimated in Part L 
modelling, which means that changes to U -values, windows, 
airtightness will have less effect, thereby not encouraging better 
fabric and better design.

Domestic hot water appears to be grossly overestimated in Part L 
modelling. As heat pumps are generally less efficient when producing 
hot water, this negatively affects their performance and may reduce 
ĊÃ§ }Æ´´§þ§Ös§ i§ĊĚ§§Ö [ úÍ§āā §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû [Ö} [ úÑÚþ§ §´´ÆsÆ§ÖĊû Ã§[Ċ 
pump system.

Part L has a simple and standardised calculation for estimating 
úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§(shown dashed in graph). This is hugely 
overestimated given that this only covers the cooking and appliances, 
with no estimation for plug loads. The overestimation of unregulated 
loads means that it can become daunting to include them in dwelling 
calculations and any attempt to offset them or balance them with 
renewable energy appears expensive. 

LÃ§ úþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û(heating, hot water, lighting, auxiliary) portion of 
the energy use in Part L, exceeds even the total energy use (including 
unregulated loads ēquipment) for the predictive model. * Note that the Part L equipment (cooking and appliances) is not currently an output from SAP 

10.2 software. 

Figure 8.4 C̄omparison between the results of the Part L energy model and the Predictive 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§Íz é§þ ā§é[þ[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§z ´Úþ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĚÆĊÃ [ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.2

Comparison for non -domestic buildings

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.2.1

Comparison for office building

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 23

Good 
practice 12

Ultra-low 
energy 4

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 104 82 87 81

Good 
practice 83 72 74 72

Ultra-low 
energy 71 66 67 66

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -22% 13% 6% 14%

Good 
practice 7% 29% 25% 30%

Ultra-low 
energy 26% 32% 30% 32%

Office building  |  Policy Option 1 (% over Part L) vs Option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Indicative policy requirement:

Å 25% improvement over Part L 2021.

Å 3Ċ §Ö[iÍ§ā û»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû 
levels of fabric and ventilation to comply with various 
types of electric heating systems.

Å Unfortunately, a gas heating system would still be 
éÚāāÆiÍ§ ĚÆĊÃ [Ö úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [Ö} 
ventilation. Other policy mechanisms are 
recommended to prevent new fossil fuel heating 
systems to be granted planning permission.

PV area covering 50% of the building footprint area

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Compliant with 
proposed policy 
option 

1 on the left

2 on the right

Compliant with 
one of two 
metrics

Would not pass both 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

Table 8.16 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 1

Table 8.17 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.18 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

Indicative policy requirement:

Å SHD < 15 kWh/m2.yr

Å EUI < 70 kWh/m2.yr

Å The EUI is higher than the 55 
kWh/m2.yr suggested by LETI 
for office buildings. The LETI 
target indicates what can be 
achieved in use whereas this 
evidence base seeks to set a 
reasonable minimum target. 

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Office building  |  Part L modelling vs Predictive energy modelling 

Space heating appears to be significantly underestimated in Part 
L modelling, which means that changes to U -values, windows, 
airtightness will have limited effect, thereby not encouraging better 
fabric and better design.

Part L estimates úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§(shown dashed in 
graph) but does not include it in the reported emissions and energy 
metrics. Policy Option 1 would therefore have no effect on it. The 
predictive modelling allows greater scrutiny of equipment loads and 
has found that equipment energy use is likely to be much lower than 
Part L calculates. This goes some way to explaining the very low 
space heating load, as equipment heat gains in the spaces act to 
suppress the heating load.

The predictive modelling has found that the auxiliary (fans and 
pumps) energy use is likely to be much higher than is assumed by 
Part L.

Benchmark total - the best practice benchmark for total energy 
use in offices is 120kWh/m²/yr. This figure is almost twice the EUI 
estimated by the predictive model. This shows that an energy model 
would always show how much energy a building could use if it was 
managed perfectly. Although some might say the estimate is 
unrealistic, it is a useful target to have when a building is being 
operated: it shows how low energy use could be.

Key

Auxiliary is the 
main energy use

Other energy uses 

Catering

Servers/IT hub

Equipment 

Lifts 

External lighting

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

Unregulated 
energy use

Figure 8.5 C̄omparison between the results of the Part L energy model and the Predictive 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§Íz é§þ ā§é[þ[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§z ´Úþ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĚÆĊÃ [ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.2.2

Comparison for primary school

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 27% 11% 75% 77%

Good 
practice 26% 3% 40% 40%

Ultra-low 
energy 63% 73% 83% 83%

Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 37

Good 
practice 12

Ultra-low 
energy 4

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 96 92 65 64

Good 
practice 72 71 62 62

Ultra-low 
energy 60 60 57 57

Primary school building  |  Policy Option 1 (% over Part L) vs Option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Indicative policy requirement:

Å 35% improvement over Part L 2021.

Å Heat pump scenarios can comply relatively easily and 
}Æþ§sĊ §Í§sĊþÆs ĚÚēÍ} ÚÖÍĜ sÚÑéÍĜ ĚÆĊÃ [Ö úēÍĊþ[-low 
§Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖî

Å Unfortunately, a gas heating system would still be 
éÚāāÆiÍ§ ĚÆĊÃ [Ö úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [Ö} 
ventilation. Other policy mechanisms are 
recommended to prevent new fossil fuel heating 
systems to be granted planning permission.

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Compliant with 
proposed policy 
option 

1 on the left

2 on the right

Compliant with 
one of two 
metrics

Would not pass both 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

Table 8.19 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance 
with all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 1

Table 8.20 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.21 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

PV area covering 25% of the building footprint area

Indicative policy requirement:

Å SHD < 15 kWh/m2.yr

Å EUI < 65 kWh/m2.yr

Å These are in line with the 
industry definition of Net Zero 
Operational Carbon for school 
buildings

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Primary school building  |  Part L modelling vs Predictive energy modelling 

Space heating appears to be significantly underestimated in Part 
L modelling, which means that changes to U -values, windows, 
airtightness will have limited effect, thereby not encouraging better 
fabric and better design.

Part L estimates úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§(shown dashed in 
graph) but does not include it in the reported emissions and energy 
metrics. Policy Option 1 would therefore have no effect on it. The 
predictive modelling allows greater scrutiny of equipment loads and 
has found that equipment energy use is likely to be lower than Part L 
calculates. This goes some way to explaining the very low space 
heating load, as equipment heat gains in the spaces act to suppress 
the heating load.

The combination of the above and the overestimation of fan 
power means that MVHRcould be discouraged using Policy Option 
1. The predictive modelling has found that the auxiliary energy use is 
likely to be much lower than is assumed by Part L, meaning that 
ventilation systems that are overall more efficient will be incentivised.

Benchmark total - the best practice benchmark used is 100 
kWh/m²/yr., which approximately aligns with the proposed 
performance level stated for primary schools in the the Green 
'ÚÖāĊþēsĊÆÚÖ &Ú[þ} þ§ā§[þsÃ ÚÖ §Ö§þ»Ĝ §´´ÆsÆ§ÖsĜ ´Úþ &*3Jû &ēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ā 
Mission 2030. This is around half the CIBSE good practice benchmark 
data for existing school buildings, which is not considered 
appropriate as it is 10 years old, probably backward looking, and not 
transparent about what is included.

Other energy uses 

Catering

Equipment (including server)

Lifts 

External lighting

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

Key

Space heating 
underestimated 
in Part L

Unregulated 
energy use

Figure 8.6 C̄omparison between the results of the Part L energy model and the Predictive 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§Íz é§þ ā§é[þ[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§z ´Úþ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĚÆĊÃ [ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.2.3

Comparison for industrial building

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 17

Good 
practice 12

Ultra-low 
energy 10

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 50 34 34 32

Good 
practice 41 30 31 29

Ultra-low 
energy 36 28 28 27

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 0% 41% 40% 53%

Good 
practice 6% 41% 40% 53%

Ultra-low 
energy 21% 48% 46% 61%

Industrial building  |  Policy Option 1 (% over Part L) vs Option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Indicative policy requirement:

Å 45% improvement over Part L 2021.

Å An efficient heat pump scenario can comply relatively 
easily but other forms of electric heating would only 
sÚÑéÍĜ ĚÆĊÃ [Ö úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚ §Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [Ö} 
ventilation.

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Compliant with 
proposed policy 
option 

1 on the left

2 on the right

Compliant with 
one of two 
metrics

Would not pass both 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

Table 8.22 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance with 
all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 1

Table 8.23 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.24 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

PV area covering 20% of the building footprint area

Indicative policy requirement:

Å SHD < 15 kWh/m2.yr

Å EUI < 35 kWh/m2.yr

Å These are in line with the 
industry definition of Net Zero 
Operational Carbon.

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Industrial building  |  Part L modelling vs Predictive energy modelling 

Space heating appears to be significantly underestimated in Part 
L modelling, which means that changes to U -values, windows, 
airtightness will have limited effect, thereby not encouraging better 
fabric and better design.

Equipment gains (i.e unregulated energy) appears to be very  
significantly overestimated in the Part L modelling, when compared 
to the equipment energy use in the predictive energy modelling, 
therefore leading to much lower space heating demand and energy 
consumption. 

DHW appears to be significantly overestimated in the Part L 
modelling. 

Part L estimates úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§ (shown dashed in the 
graph) but does not use it so Policy Option 1 would have no effect on 
them. 

Benchmark building h̄as an EUI of 80 kWh/m2.yr, which is almost 
double the predictive energy modelling EUI. The benchmark building 
uses both electricity and gas, therefore cannot be taken as a like for 
like comparison with our modelled scenario. Furthermore, we have 
modelled a light operation industrial unit, however the nature of 
operation in industrial buildings can vary massively thus have different 
EUIs. 

Other energy uses 

Catering

Equipment (including server)

Lifts 

External lighting

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

Key
Minimal space 
heating demand

Figure 8.7 C̄omparison between the results of the Part L energy model and the Predictive 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§Íz é§þ ā§é[þ[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§z ´Úþ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĚÆĊÃ [ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.2.4

Comparison for hotel

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Space heating demand -
Predictive

(kWh/m2/yr)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 30

Good 
practice 24

Ultra-low 
energy 15

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 233 174 159 158

Good 
practice 222 166 152 152

Ultra-low 
energy 206 154 143 142

Reduction in CO2 -
NCM - SAP 10.2

GLA (reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2% -18% 7% 8%

Good 
practice 2% -13% 10% 11%

Ultra-low 
energy 4% -7% 16% 16%

Hotel building  |  Policy Option 1 (% over Part L) vs Option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Indicative policy requirement:

Å 10% improvement over Part L 2021.

Å LÃÆā ĚÚēÍ} §Ö[iÍ§ ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û [Ö} úēÍĊþ[-low 
§Ö§þ»Ĝû ´[iþÆs [Ö} ę§ÖĊÆÍ[ĊÆÚÖ sÚÑiÆÖ§} ĚÆĊÃ Ã§[Ċ 
pump scenarios to comply.

PV area covering 50% of the building footprint area

Policy option 1 (% over Part L) Policy option 2 (Space heating demand and EUI)

Compliant with 
proposed policy 
option 

1 on the left

2 on the right

Compliant with 
one of two 
metrics

Would not pass both 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

Table 8.25 P̄erformance of each case in terms of CO2 overlaid with compliance with 
all Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 1

Table 8.26 P̄erformance of each fabric and ventilation specification level in terms 
of space heating demand overlaid with compliance with the FEE criterion in Part L 
2021 criteria and compliance with indicative policy target for option 2

Table 8.27 P̄erformance of each case in terms of energy use intensity (EUI) 
overlaid with compliance with all criteria in Part L 2021 criteria and compliance with 
indicative policy target for option 2

Indicative policy requirement:

Å SHD < 15 kWh/m2.yr

Å EUI < 160 kWh/m2.yr

Å These are in line with the 
industry definition of Net Zero 
Operational Carbon, although 
the particular hotel modelled in 
this evidence base is a high-
energy use type.

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Hotel building  |  Part L modelling vs Predictive energy modelling 

Catering loads are very dominant in the predictive model yet have 
little bearing on building design and are likely, at planning stage, to 
be indicative estimates based on CIBSE benchmarks.

DHW loads dominate the Part L assessment. Lower demand 
assumptions (based on CIBSE benchmarks) and cooler storage/supply 
temperatures result in lower energy use in predictive model.

Benchmark total - the CIBSE best practice benchmark for total 
energy use in hotels is 340kWh/m²/yr. This figure is 10 years old, was 
probably backward looking then, and is not transparent about what is 
included, but is twice the EUI estimated by the predictive model.

Space heating is significantly underestimated in Part L modelling, 
which means that changes to U-values, windows, airtightness will 
have little effect, thereby not encouraging better fabric and better 
design.

Part L estimates úēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§}û §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§(shown dashed in 
graph) but does not include it in the reported emissions and energy 
metrics. Policy Option 1 would therefore have no effect on it. The 
predictive modelling allows greater scrutiny of equipment loads and 
has found that equipment energy use (excluding catering loads) is 
likely to be much lower than Part L calculates. 

Other energy uses 

Catering

Equipment (including server)

Lifts 

External lighting

Lighting

Auxiliary (fans and pumps)

Cooling

Domestic hot water 

Space heating

Key

Catering loads 
dominate

Unregulated 
energy use

Figure 8.8 C̄omparison between the results of the Part L energy model and the Predictive 
§Ö§þ»Ĝ ÑÚ}§Íz é§þ ā§é[þ[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§z ´Úþ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ú»ÚÚ} éþ[sĊÆs§û ās§Ö[þÆÚ ĚÆĊÃ [ Ã§[Ċ éēÑé

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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8.3

Additional analysis on heat networks - conclusion

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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Purpose of the TNZC study

The main aim of the TNZC study is to establish an evidence base to 
inform and support the development of new energy and carbon 
policies for new buildings in each of the 18 London Boroughs. 

Heat networks are a key part of current GLA policy for heating, so it 
was necessary, as part of the study, to investigate how they would 
perform under Policy option 1, and to explain how they would be 
assessed (and perform) using Policy option 2.

Summary of conclusions

Å Because the carbon content of grid electricity has rapidly reduced 
and heat pumps have become the first choice for local heating 
systems, the reduction in emissions that may be delivered by heat 
networks should be re-evaluated against this new baseline. 

Å Part L 2021 energy modelling used for Policy option 1 assess DH1 
(Energy from Waste) favourably but not DH2, particularly in terms 
of carbon. It performs worse than a local heat pump system, which 
seems logical.

Å It is possible to evaluate the performance of heat networks using 
the EUI metric (Policy option 2), with the additional information 
from the network providers. Including heat generating plant 
efficiencies and actual predicted system losses.

Å Distribution losses are an inevitable feature of all heat networks. 
These system losses should be evaluated for each application, 
rather than estimated based on a factor of the heat delivered.

How would heat networks perform under Policy options 1 and 2? 

Reduction in CO2
S̄BEM
(reg)

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
Pump 

less 
efficient

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

DHN 1 DHN 2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 27% 11% 75% 77%

Good 
practice 26% 3% 40% 40%

Ultra-low 
energy 63% 73% 83% 83% 112% 75%

EUI - Predictive
(kWh/m2/yr)

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less 
efficient

Heat 
pump 
more 

efficient

DHN 1 DHN 2

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual 96 92 65 64

Good 
practice 72 71 62 62

Ultra-low 
energy 60 60 57 57 44 67

Table 8.28 P̄olicy option 1: performance of DH1 and DH2 (assuming an ultra -low energy building) in terms 
of CO2 compared with all other cases

Table 8.29 P̄olicy option 2: performance of DH1 and DH2 (assuming an ultra -low energy building) in 
terms of energy use intensity (EUI) compared with all other cases

8.0  Comparison between modelling results for Policy options 1 and 2 and indicative targets
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9.0

Cost modelling
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What would be the likely impact of these different 
combination of specifications on capital 
(construction) costs? And on the energy costs that 
residents would have to pay?

This section, prepared by Currie & Brown, seeks to 
provide these answers and forms part of this 
evidence base. 

As always with costs, it is important to understand 
how these assessments were undertaken as well as 
their limitations. In particular:

Å The costs models are based on the buildings 
modelled. Although the trends and orders of 
magnitude are expected to be broadly similar 
for other buildings within the same archetype, 
variations are possible.

Å LÃ§ úsÚāĊ þ§´§þ§Ös§ ās§Ö[þÆÚû Úþ úi[ā§ÍÆÖ§û Ã[ā 
been chosen to represent a set of specifications 
which would comply with Part L 2021. 

Å Annual domestic energy costs are highly 
sensitive to utility prices which have been very 
volatile. This section has been included in this 
evidence base to illustrate that more efficient 
and better buildings would benefit residents' 
energy bills too. It should not be relied upon to 
[ssēþ[Ċ§ÍĜ éþ§}ÆsĊ [ é[þĊÆsēÍ[þ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûā ´ēĊēþ§ 
energy bills. 

9.1

Capital cost 
modelling

9.2

Domestic energy 
costs

9.0  Cost modelling

9.0 Cost modelling
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These tables indicate, for each archetype, the comparative 
construction costs of each combination of specifications compared to 
[ úsÚāĊ þ§´§þ§Ös§ ās§Ö[þÆÚû Úþ úi[ā§ÍÆÖ§û ā§Í§sĊ§} ÚÖ ĊÃ§ i[āÆā ĊÃ[Ċ ÆĊ Æā 
Part L 2021 compliant. 

The costs are shown as savings (shades of blue) or additional costs 
(shades of pink), and they are indicated both in % and £/m 2.

A red cross has been added over the scenarios which would not 
comply with Part L 2021 of the building regulations.

Would not pass all 
criteria of  building 
regulations Part L 2021

9.0  Cost modelling

How to read tables in this section?

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2.4% -4.6% -0.3% 2.3%

Good 
practice 0.0% -2.3% 2.1% 4.7%

Ultra-low 
energy 2.4% 0.2% 4.5% 7.1%

Low-rise apartment (~ £2,500/m 2 baseline construction cost)

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -£59 -£116 -£9 -£57

Good 
practice £0 -£57 £51 £117

Ultra-low 
energy £61 £4 £112 £178

Table 9.1 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria and 

Table 9.2 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria and 
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9.1

Capital cost modelling

9.0  Cost modelling
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Costing approach

The uplift costs associated with each specification option were 
§āĊÆÑ[Ċ§} i[ā§} ÚÖ 'ēþþÆ§ b &þÚĚÖûā sÚāĊ }[Ċ[ā§Ċā ´Úþ §Ö§þ»Ĝ 
efficiency and low carbon technologies which incorporate information 
from market prices, specific market testing and first principles cost 
planning by their specialist quantity surveyors. 

The costs are based on Q4 2022 prices and reflect a London cost base 
inclusive of overheads, profit and preliminaries.

Costs were developed for each affected element to identify the 
variance in price between the baseline and the enhanced 
specifications. Those elements that are not materially affected by the 
energy efficiency / low carbon technology options, e.g substructure, 
roof coverings, kitchen and bathrooms, etc, were not costed in detail. 
3ÖāĊ§[}z ĊÃ§ā§ sÚāĊā Ě§þ§ ÆÖsÚþéÚþ[Ċ§} ĚÆĊÃÆÖ ĊÃ§ úi[Í[Ös§ Ú´ 
sÚÖāĊþēsĊÆÚÖû sÚāĊ §āĊÆÑ[Ċ§} iĜ þ§´§þ§Ös§ ĊÚ [ ĊĜéÆs[Í ĚÃÚÍ§ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ» 
construction cost per m 2 for the building type in question. This whole 
building cost was then adjusted for each option based on the 
variance in the elements costed in detail to determine the overall 
percentage impact on construction costs.

Inflation 

Overall cost inflation in London between Q2 2019 (first Towards Net 
Zero Carbon study) and Q4 2022 (this update) is c.12% based on 
éēiÍÆāÃ§} Ċ§Ö}§þ éþÆs§ ÆÖ}Æs§ā ĚÃÆsÃ [ÍāÚ þ§´Í§sĊ 'ēþþÆ§ b &þÚĚÖûā 
experience of average tender returns over this period.

Inflation is driven by a wide range of factors, predominantly materials 
pricing, but also wage inflation and reflects a combination of supply 
shortages, exchange rates, and wider inflation across the UK and 
global economy. Materials pricing indices show more significant 
inflation for some products notably aggregates (over 60%) and 
insulation (30%).  We have therefore applied element specific inflation 
rates accordingly as follows: flat roofs (25%), heating and heat 
distribution (25%), windows (30%).

Cost methodology and impact of inflation since 2019 cost assessment

Figure 9.1 - Inflation projection to 2025

Some products, notably photovoltaics, are experiencing more 
significant short-Ċ§þÑ sÚāĊ úāéÆÌ§āû }ē§ ĊÚ āÃÚþĊ Ċ§þÑ āĊÚsÌ [ę[ÆÍ[iÆÍÆĊĜî 
However, we do not believe these elevated rates will be sustained 
beyond the short term (6 -9 months) and so have excluded from this 
analysis on the basis that they will not be in place when new policies 
are implemented. 

Future projection

Notwithstanding the currently high levels of economic instability and 
associated uncertainties in economic forecasting, some indicative 
levels of future inflation are shown below suggesting that it is likely 
that overall construction cost inflation in years 2023 -25 will be under 
5% per year.  This industry average figure masks a reasonable degree 
of variability in demand for different sectors with strong activity in the 
public sector from a backlog of public projects currently in 
procurement and a weakening in demand in the commercial 
(particularly office) market.

9.0  Cost modelling
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Terrace house  |  Capital costs

Cost analysis shows that the Good practice standard with gas is 
similar in cost to a BAU fabric with a heat pump. 

The ultra-low energy fabric is c.3% more expensive than the Good 
Practice specification largely a result of the costs of the higher 
specification walls, floor and windows.  

The introduction of a heat pump or better heat pump adds around 
1.5-2.5% to the capital cost while direct electric heating and hot 
water systems are c.2% less expensive than gas boiler option.  

There is potential to reduce the capital costs of the heat pumps for 
the ultra-low energy standards if units of a smaller capacity can be 
specified (ie <5kW).  However, there are relatively few of these 
systems available.

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1.6% -3.6% -0.2% 0.7%

Good 
practice 0.0% -2.0% 1.4% 2.3%

Ultra-low 
energy 3.0% 1.0% 4.4% 5.3%

Terrace house (~ £2,020/m 2 baseline construction cost)

Would not pass all 3 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -£33 -£73 -£4 £14

Good 
practice £0 -£40 £28 £46

Ultra-low 
energy £60 £20 £88 £107

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.1 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 9.2 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Low-rise apartment building  |  Capital costs

Cost analysis shows that the Good practice standard with gas is 
similar in cost to a BAU fabric with a heat pump. 

The ultra-low energy fabric is c.2.4% more expensive than the Good 
Practice specification largely as a result of the costs of the higher 
specification walls, floor and windows. 

The introduction of a heat pump or better heat pump (GSHP) adds 
around 2-5% to the capital cost the higher costs being for a system 
with a relatively expensive ground array. 

Direct electric heating and hot water systems are c.2% less expensive 
than gas boiler option.  

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2.4% -4.6% -0.3% 2.3%

Good 
practice 0.0% -2.3% 2.1% 4.7%

Ultra-low 
energy 2.4% 0.2% 4.5% 7.1%

Low-rise apartment (~ £2,500/m 2 baseline construction cost)

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -£59 -£116 -£9 -£57

Good 
practice £0 -£57 £51 £117

Ultra-low 
energy £61 £4 £112 £178

Would not pass all 3 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.3 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 9.4 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Mid-rise apartment building  |  Capital costsClimate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Cost analysis shows that the Good practice standard with gas is 
similar in cost to a BAU fabric with a heat pump. 

The ultra-low energy fabric is c.1.6% more expensive than the Good 
Practice specification largely a result of the costs of the higher 
specification walls, floor and windows. The additional cost of the 
more energy efficient fabric is a smaller percentage than for the low -
rise flats or terrace houses this is a combination of the relatively lower 
additional cost due to a better form factor and the higher overall cost 
of this form of development per m 2.  

The introduction of a heat pump or more efficient heat pump (GSHP) 
adds around 1.5-3% to the capital cost the higher costs being for a 
system with a relatively expensive ground array.  The costs of a 
shared ground array are lower for the mid -rise flat scenario than for 
the low-rise flats.  This reflects the greater economies of scale 
achieved in the larger mid -rise archetype. 

Direct electric heating and hot water systems are c.2 -3% less 
expensive than gas boiler option.  

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2.0% -4.8% -0.4% 1.2%

Good 
practice 0.0% -2.8% 1.6% 3.2%

Ultra-low 
energy 1.6% -1.2% 3.2% 4.7%

Mid -rise apartment (~ £3,200/m 2 baseline construction cost)

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -£50 -£120 -£9 £29

Good 
practice £0 £-71 £41 £79

Ultra-low 
energy £40 -£31 £81 £118

Would not pass all 3 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.5 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 9.6 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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High-rise apartment building  |  Capital costs

Cost analysis shows that the Good practice standard with gas is 
similar in cost to a BAU fabric with a heat pump. 

The ultra-low energy fabric is less than 1% more expensive than the 
Good Practice specification largely a result of the costs of the higher 
specification walls, floor and windows. The additional cost of the 
more energy efficient fabric is a smaller percentage than for either the 
other flats or house archetypes. This is due to a combination of the 
relatively lower additional cost due to a better form factor and the 
higher overall cost of this form of development per m 2.  

The introduction of a heat pump or a more efficient heat pump 
(GSHP) adds around 1.5-3% to the capital cost the higher costs being 
for a system with a relatively expensive ground array. The costs of a 
shared ground array are lower for the high -rise flat scenario than for 
the low-rise flats.  This reflects the greater economies of scale 
achieved in the larger high -rise archetype. 

Direct electric heating and hot water systems are c.2% less expensive 
than gas boiler option.  

The total additional cost of applying ultra -low fabric standards and a 
highly efficient low carbon heating system is estimated at less than 
3% of the baseline cost of construction.

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1.0% -2.9% -0.1% 1.1%

Good 
practice 0.0% -1.9% 1.1% 2.1%

Ultra-low 
energy 0.8% -1.2% 1.9% 2.9%

High-rise apartment (~ £3,400/m 2 baseline construction cost)

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -£35 -£103 £3 £38

Good 
practice £0 -£68 £38 £73

Ultra-low 
energy £29 -£40 £66 £101

Would not pass all 3 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.7 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 9.8 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Office building  |  Capital costs

Cost analysis shows that the Good practice standard with gas is 
similar in cost to a BAU fabric with a heat pump. 

The ultra-low energy fabric is less than 2% more expensive than the 
Good Practice specification largely a result of the costs of the higher 
specification walls, windows, ventilation and lighting systems.  

The introduction of an air source heat pump adds less than 1% to the 
capital cost of the building with a more expensive ground source heat 
pump solution (GSHP) increasing costs by 2-4% depending on fabric 
standard. 

The more energy efficient fabric standards enable reductions in the 
āÆĠ§ Ú´ ĊÃ§ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»ûā Ã§[ĊÆÖ» āĜāĊ§Ñ Ñ§[ÖÆÖ» ĊÃ[Ċ ĊÃ§ [}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[Í sÚāĊ 
of a specification with both a GSHP and an ultra-low energy 
specification is only 0.7% more expensive than a GSHP and BAU 
fabric combination. 

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -0.9% -2.9% -0.2% 3.0%

Good 
practice 0.0% -1.6% 0.4% 2.7%

Ultra-low 
energy 1.8% 0.6% 2.0% 3.7%

Office building (~ £4,050/m 2 baseline construction cost)

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -£35 -£116 -£9 £120

Good 
practice £0 -£64 £15 £110

Ultra-low 
energy £74 £23 £82 £150

Would not pass both 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.19 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 9.10 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Primary school  |  Capital costs

The additional costs associated with the most energy efficient 
specification and better heat pump are less than 4% higher than the 
Part L compliant solution of a BAU specification with heat pump.  

For the more energy efficient specifications, the low level of space 
heating demand means that the costs of adopting low carbon heating 
is relatively low, with an air source heat pump adding virtually no 
additional cost in comparison to a gas boiler.

The additional costs of the more energy efficient standards are driven 
by enhanced ventilation, lighting, windows and insulation 
specifications.  

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1.1% -3.1% 0.0% 3.3%

Good 
practice 0.6% -1.0% 1.1% 2.9%

Ultra-low 
energy 2.9% -1.4% 2.9% 3.6%

Primary school (~ £3,400/m 2 baseline construction cost)

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -£37 -£104 £0 £112

Good 
practice £22 -£35 £39 £100

Ultra-low 
energy £97 £47 £95 £121

Would not pass both 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.11 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 9.12 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria
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Industrial building  |  Capital costs

The additional costs of the electrically heated solutions modelled are 
dominated by the need for additional radiant panels to provide space 
heating to the warehouse space. This is because of the lower flow 
temperatures achieved by these systems and the resulting need for 
more panels. 

More energy efficient warehouse specifications reduce the need for 
more radiant panels for the electrically heated solutions, so the 
additional cost of these options is lower than for the less efficient 
options.  

The lowest cost Part L compliant solution is the ultra -low energy 
standard with a gas boiler.  In cost terms the saving from a reduced 
need for radiant panels offsets the additional costs of the higher 
fabric standard.

Would not pass both 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.13 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 9.14 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -6.5% 3.8% 5.2% 7.1%

Good 
practice -2.2% 3.8% 4.7% 5.8%

Ultra-low 
energy 0.0% 5.5% 6.2% 7.3%

Industrial building (~ £1,300/m 2 baseline construction cost)

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual £0 £50 £50 £92

Good 
practice -£29 £49 £61 £76

Ultra-low 
energy £0 £71 £81 £95
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Hotel |  Capital costs

In comparison to the building regulations compliant option (Good 
practice with Gas boiler) the cost of lower carbon solutions range 
from a small cost saving for the least energy efficient option to a cost 
increase of around 2.3% for the most energy efficient option with a 
Better heat pump.  

The additional cost of an air source heat pump is negligible in 
comparison to the gas boiler alternative.

Would not pass both 
building regulations 
Part L 2021 metrics

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.15 Ī§Í[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊā ëíì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} 
with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

Table 9.16 R̄elative costs (£/m2ì Ú´ §[sÃ s[ā§ sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z 
overlaid with compliance with all Part L 2021 criteria

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -0.8% -2.2% -0.3% 0.8%

Good 
practice 0.0% -1.3% 0.5% 1.6%

Ultra-low energy 1.4% -0.8% 1.9% 2.8%

Hotel (~ £4,250/m 2 baseline construction cost)

£/m2 of 
construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -£36 -£74 -£12 £35

Good 
practice £0 -£35 £23 £67

Ultra-low 
energy £59 £32 £80 £118
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Summary costs per m2 of construction  |  Domestic

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1.6% -3.6% -0.2% 0.7%

Good 
practice 0.0% -2.0% 1.4% 2.3%

Ultra-low 
energy 3.0% 1.0% 4.4% 5.3%

Terrace house (~ £2,020/m 2 baseline construction cost)

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2.4% -4.6% -0.3% 2.3%

Good 
practice 0.0% -2.3% 2.1% 4.7%

Ultra-low 
energy 2.4% 0.2% 4.5% 7.1%

Low-rise apartment (~ £2,500/m 2 baseline construction cost)

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -2.0% -4.8% -0.4% 1.2%

Good 
practice 0.0% -2.8% 1.6% 3.2%

Ultra-low 
energy 1.6% -1.3% 3.2% 4.7%

Mid -rise apartment (~ £3,200/m 2 baseline construction cost)

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1.0% -2.9% -0.1% 1.1%

Good 
practice 0.0% -1.9% 1.1% 2.1%

Ultra-low 
energy 0.8% -1.2% 1.9% 2.9%

High-rise apartment (~ £3,400/m 2 baseline construction cost)

LÃ§ Ċ[iÍ§ā i§ÍÚĚ āÃÚĚ ĊÃ§ āēÑÑ[þĜ þ§āēÍĊā ´Úþ ĊÃ§ }ÚÑ§āĊÆs [þsÃ§ĊĜé§ā ÆÖ sÚÑé[þÆāÚÖ ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĠ§þÚ [}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[Í sÚāĊû G[þĊ : đĢđácompliant option. 

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.17 S̄ummary of all domestic relative costs (£/m2ì sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} ĚÆĊÃ sÚÑéÍÆ[Ös§ ĚÆĊÃ [ÍÍ G[þĊ : đĢđá sþÆĊ§þÆ[



232

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

Summary costs per m2 of construction  |  Non -domestic

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -0.9% -2.9% -0.2% 3.0%

Good 
practice 0.0% -1.6% 0.4% 2.7%

Ultra-low 
energy 1.8% 0.6% 2.0% 3.7%

Office building (~ £4,050/m 2 baseline construction cost)

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Direct 
electric

Heat 
pump 

less efficient

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -1.1% -3.1% 0.0% 3.3%

Good 
practice 0.6% -1.0% 1.1% 2.9%

Ultra-low 
energy 2.9% -1.4% 2.9% 3.6%

Primary school (~ £3,400/m 2 baseline construction cost)

The tables below show the summary results for the non-}ÚÑ§āĊÆs [þsÃ§ĊĜé§ā ÆÖ sÚÑé[þÆāÚÖ ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĠ§þÚ [}}ÆĊÆÚÖ[Í sÚāĊû G[þĊ : đĢđ1 compliant option. 

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.18 S̄ummary of all non-domestic relative costs (£/m2ì sÚÑé[þ§} ĊÚ ĊÃ§ úĢû i[ā§ÍÆÖ§z Úę§þÍ[Æ} ĚÆĊÃ sÚÑéÍÆ[Ös§ ĚÆĊÃ [ÍÍ G[þĊ : đĢđá sþÆĊ§þÆ[

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler VRF Four pipe 

chiller

Heat 
pump 

more efficient

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -6.5% 3.8% 5.2% 7.1%

Good 
practice -2.2% 3.8% 4.7% 5.8%

Ultra-low 
energy 0.0% 5.5% 6.2% 7.3%

Industrial building (~ £1,300/m 2 baseline construction cost)

% uplift in cost per 
m2 of construction

With PV

Gas 
boiler

Heat 
pump 

(220)

Heat 
pump 

(400/300)

Heat 
pump 

(450/300)

Fa
br

ic
 &

 v
en

til
at

io
n

Business as 
usual -0.8% -2.2% -0.3% 0.8%

Good 
practice 0.0% -1.3% 0.5% 1.6%

Ultra-low 
energy 1.4% -0.8% 1.9% 2.8%

Hotel (~ £4,250/m 2 baseline construction cost)
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Summary  |  Capital costs by policy option

The base compliant option for each specification is based on the cost 
of the most typical modelled scenario compliant with Building 
Regulations Part L2021. This base option is set at zero cost and all 
other options are shown net of this cost.  For most archetypes, the 
zero-cost base option is combination A2, for the School combination 
C1 is lower cost than A2 whereas for the Industrial building 
combination A3 is the lowest cost compliant option.

In general, there are more compliant options for Policy option 1 than 
Policy option 2, however for the industrial building option 2 has more 
compliant solutions thanks option 1. Reflecting on the reduced 
number of compliant options, the cost range for policy option 2 is 
wider than that for policy option 1.  

At the lower end of the scale the uplift cost for Policy option 2 ranges 
from 1% to 4% of construction costs whereas for Policy option 1 the 
range is -2% to 1%.  The higher percentage costs for Policy option 2 
tend to be linked to the additional costs with meeting the minimum 
space heating demand standards, particularly for residential 
developments. 

Note: capital cost commentary on heat networks

Cost benchmarks have not been created for heat network scenarios.  This is because of 
the very wide range of variables that can affect costs as both the network and building 
level.  

Variables include whether the network is existing or new, the heat density in the area, 
the distance from the generation source, whether additional capacity is required to 
enable a connection, ground conditions, etc.  Further the business model applied can 
affect the portion of a connection cost recovered via different means.  For example, 
that between capital connection cost (and whether this extends to the HIU within a 
building or just to a plate heat exchanger) the unit rate for heat supply and the 
availability charge.  

Typically, connection to a heat network will enable some avoided costs and space take 
at the building level, however there will still be a need for heat circulation 
infrastructure, pumps and controls and for heat exchangers meaning, therefore the 
Í§ę§Í Ú´ sÚāĊ ā[ęÆÖ» þ§Í[ĊÆę§ ĊÚ [ úāĊ[Ö}[þ}û »[ā iÚÆÍ§þ-based connection could be quite 
modest.  

9.0  Cost modelling

Table 9.19 S̄ummary of cost uplift associated with cases compliant with policy options 1 and 2

Fabric and Ventilation

1. Business as usual*

2. Good practice

3. Ultra-low energy

Heating system

A. Gas boiler

B. Direct electric

C. Less efficient heat pump

D. More efficient heat pump

The codes above correspond to the 
combination of heating system and 
fabric and ventilation specifications 
used throughout the report. 

They differ for each typology but an 
example is provided for the domestic 
buildings on the right.

Archetype
Base 

compliant 
option

Compliant options Uplift range (£m2) Uplift range (%)

Policy 
option 1

Policy 
option 2

Policy 
option 1

Policy 
option 2

Policy 
option 1

Policy 
option 2

Terrace A2 tbc C3, D3 tbc £88 - £107 tbc 4% - 5%

Low rise A2 B3, D1, C2, 
D2, C3, D3 C3, D3 £-57 - £178 £112 - £178 -2% - 7% 4% - 7%

Mid rise A2 C3, D1, D2, 
D3 C3, D3 £29 - £118 £81 - £118 1% - 5% 3% - 5%

High rise A2 tbc B3, C3, D3 tbc £-40 - £101 tbc -1% - 3%

School C1
A3, B3, C1, 
C2, C3, D1, 
D2, D3

A3, B3, C2, 
C3, D2, D3 £0 - £121 £39 - £121 1% - 4% 1% - 4%

Hotel A2 B2, B3, D2, 
D3 B3, C3, D3 £-54 - £99 £13 - £99 -1% - 3% 1% - 3%

Office A2 B2, B3, C2, 
D2, C3, D3 B3, C3, D3 £-64 - £150 £23 - £150 -2% - 4% 1% - 4%

Industrial A3 B3, C3, D1, 
D2, D3

B2, B3, C2, 
C3, D2, D3 £71 - £95 £49 - £95 5% - 7% 4% - 7%
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9.2

Domestic energy costs

9.0  Cost modelling
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Å Projections based on latest (Jan 2023) projections from BEIS

Å Projections for year one cost (assumed to be 2025)

Å Projections show central scenario with a sensitivity analysis for the 
highest combined cost scenario

Å Gas scenarios include an additional standing charge of £102 pa

Å No assessment of PV generation (same for all options) and levels 
of self consumption / export (different for all options)

Å More energy efficient options will be better able to utilise time of 
use tariffs / demand response when the market for such products 
is re-established. 

Energy cost analysis

9.0  Cost modelling

Figure 9.2 R̄etail electricity price projections (Domestic)

Figure 9.3 R̄etail gas price projections (Domestic)
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Terrace house  |  Energy costs

Å Compared to the reference scenario only 2d, 3a, c and d are lower 
cost.  

Å Scenarios 1d and 2c are also comparable in cost terms

Å Direct electric solutions are significantly more expensive than the 
reference specification with 2b being around £850 higher per year.

9.0  Cost modelling

Figure 9.4 Ēstimated year 1 energy costs for each case
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Low-rise apartment building  |  Energy costs

Å Compared to the reference scenario only 2d, 3a and d are lower 
cost.  

Å Direct electric significantly more expensive even with ultrahigh 
efficiency levels

Å 1d and 3c are broadly similar cost to reference scenario

9.0  Cost modelling

Figure 9.5 Ēstimated year 1 energy costs for each case
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Mid-rise apartment building  |  Energy costs

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Å Compared to the reference scenario only 3a and d are lower cost.  

Å Direct electric significantly more expensive even with ultrahigh 
efficiency levels

Å 1d, 2d and 3c are broadly similar cost to reference scenario

9.0  Cost modelling

Figure 9.6 Ēstimated year 1 energy costs for each case
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High-rise apartment building  |  Energy costs

Å Compared to the reference scenario only 2d, 3a and d are lower 
cost.  

Å Direct electric significantly more expensive even with ultrahigh 
efficiency levels

Å 1d, 2d and 3c are broadly similar cost to reference scenario

9.0  Cost modelling

Figure 9.7 Ēstimated year 1 energy costs for each case
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No material variation in non -energy household costs are anticipated 
from the options considered in this study

Å Most of the cost variation associated with the different options is 
linked to either passive measures (eg insulation, window 
specification, etc) or to the heating system, which lead to lower 
energy costs.

Å Replacement of a heat pump is likely to be slightly more expensive 
than replacing a gas boiler.  However, it is high likely that the first 
replacement of a gas boiler installed after 2023 (i.e. in 2038 or 
beyond) will be with a heat pump.  In this scenario replacement of 
a gas boiler with a heat pump will be more expensive thana like for 
like heat pump replacement.

Å Maintenance of heat pumps is unlikely to materially more 
expensive than gas boilers in the medium term.  Heat pumps do 
not pose the same gas safety risks as boilers and so maintenance 
checks are likely to be lighter touch in many instances.  The 
ground source heat pump options are likely to have lower 
maintenance costs than a boiler equivalent given to the sealed 
nature of these systems.  

Å Those options with direct electric heating will have lower 
maintenance and replacement costs than gas based systems.  

Impact on other household costs

9.0  Cost modelling
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10.0

Offsetting
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Policy option 1 still gives a significant role to offsetting

As it has been described previously in the report, a 35% on -site 
improvement over Part L 2021 may be relatively easy to comply with 
for some buildings. In those cases, if it is cheaper to offset than to 
seek further carbon reductions on site, applicants will generally find it 
tempting to limit their commitments in terms of on -site performance 
to the 35% minimum, and offset the residual regulated emissions 
(representing the majority of them). This is an issue as carbon 
emissions during the lifetime of this building and its equipment will be 
higher than they should be, and there may be other implications too 
(e.g. energy bills for residents higher than what they could have 
been). 

Unregulated emissions are not even offset

Apart from the London borough of Islington, current planning policy 
still focuses on regulated carbon emissions only and requires only the 
residual regulated emissions to be offset. This means that 
unregulated emissions are not offset. 

The challenge of delivering carbon savings elsewhere for boroughs

ǀééÍÆs[ÖĊā é[Ĝ ÆÖĊÚ ĊÃ§ :Ús[Í ǀēĊÃÚþÆĊĜûā Ú´´ā§Ċ ´ēÖ}z §´´§sĊÆę§ÍĜ 
shifting the responsibility of carbon savings away from the 
applicant/the building to the Council/off -site. Saving carbon 
elsewhere has its own challenges, and it is virtually impossible to save 
1 tonne of carbon at the current GLA carbon price (£60 -95). And if 
carbon is not saved at the rate assumed by the carbon offset 
payment, can we really refer to the new buildings which used this 
Ñ§sÃ[ÖÆāÑ [ā úY§þÚ '[þiÚÖûô

This goes against the recommendations of the Climate Change 
Committee

The Climate Change Committee is clear that carbon offsetting should 
be reserved to the hard -to-treat sectors, and not new buildings.

Significant 
reliance on 
offsetting

Figure 10.1 - Regulated carbon emissions for a policy compliant energy strategy for the high 
rise typology 

3Ċ ÆÍÍēāĊþ[Ċ§ā ĊÃ[Ċ s[þiÚÖ Ú´´ā§Ċ é[ĜÑ§ÖĊā éÍ[Ĝ ĊÚÚ Í[þ»§ [ þÚÍ§ ÆÖ sēþþ§ÖĊ úÖ§Ċ Ġ§þÚû éÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» 
policy. In the above chart supposedly 50% of the reduction in regulated carbon emissions 
associated with the development will come from the offset payment. This ability to offset, and 
the relatively low cost of doing so, does not incentivise sufficient carbon reductions on site, 
and it ignores unregulated emissions.

The issues with carbon offsetting identified in 2019 remain

10.0  Offsetting
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Addressing the current issues with carbon offsetting

The status quo with the current carbon offsetting system is not an 
option. If Policy option 1 is selected, it should seek to address the 
issues summarised on the previous page:

1. Reducing carbon emissions on site should be the priority, 
minimising the role of offsetting. A set of ambitious (but 
deliverable) on-site % regulated carbon reduction targets over 
Part L 2021 should be set for each typology. 

2. Carbon offsetting should not only cover regulated emissions: 
unregulated emissions should be covered too.

3. Carbon offsetting should not be the cheapest option: its price 
should be at least as high as the cost of installing PVs on the 
building. That would encourage applicants to do this instead of 
doing less and pay into the offset fund.

4. The carbon offset price should be set at a level which enables 
each London borough to save carbon elsewhere on a 1:1 basis, 
administer the carbon offset fund, and ensure that all other good 
practice principles on carbon offsetting are complied with (e.g. 
additionality).

High level comparison between flat rate vs tiered rates

The Towards Net Zero Carbon study in 2019 recommended a tiered 
approach with a high carbon price  (i.e. £1,000 tCO 2) when applicants 
would fail to achieve the levels of on -site performance recommended. 
This approach may still be used but as the carbon offset price is 
increasing anyway, it may not be necessary or would have to be 
increased too. It also recommended, for domestic buildings only, a 
cheaper carbon offset price to reward applicants achieving a level of 
on-site performance much greater than the minimum. This is no 
longer considered necessary. 

In conclusion, a flat rate is now recommended. Its price should ideally 
be £880/tCO 2 over 30 years (see following page for more details).

Offsetting and Policy option 1  |  How carbon offsetting would work

1 Set the minimum on -site Part L improvement at the right level to 
minimise residual (regulated) carbon emissions

Minimum levels for each typology could be considered*. For example:

Å 65% better than Part L 2021 for domestic buildings
Å 25% better than Part L 2021 for offices
Å 35% better than Part L 2021 for schools
Å 45% better than Part L 2021 for industrial buildings
Å 10% better than Part L 2021 for hotels

2 Include unregulated carbon in the zero carbon definition to encourage 
reductions

In the absence of a quantified target on unregulated carbon, the 
carbon offset mechanism could be used to incentivise its reduction.

Unregulated 
carbon (tCO2)

Regulated 
carbon (tCO2) Current 

carbon offset

Part L 
2021

Application

Recommended 
carbon offset

Part L 
2021

Application

3 Set the carbon offset price at a level sufficient to incentivise greater 
carbon savings on site rather than offsetting

The following page suggests that this level at £330 -880/tCO 2 for 30 
years to make sure it is less economical than to install additional PVs

4 Set the carbon offset price at a level sufficient to be able to save the 
same amount of carbon elsewhere 

The following page suggests that this level is either at £330 -880/tCO 2

for 30 years for PVs or £480/tCO2 for 30 years for retrofit.
*Councils may also wish to consider an approach that uses a mid-point percentage uplift for all 
non-residential typologies.

Figure 10.2 C̄arbon offsetting should not only cover all regulated CO 2 emissions

10.0  Offsetting
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The non-traded cost of carbon

This approach underpins the figure of £95/tCO 2 currently 
recommended by the GLA. The Zero Carbon Hub used this approach 
[Ö} [āāēÑ§} [ ús§ÖĊþ[Í ās§Ö[þÆÚû ÆÖ đĢáđ [Ö} ÆĊ Ě[ā [ÍāÚ ēā§} iĜ ĊÃ§ 
GLA/AECOM when they considered carbon offsetting and allowable 
āÚÍēĊÆÚÖāî LÃ§ 1:ǀ Ã[ę§ ÚéĊ§} ´Úþ ĊÃ§ úÃÆ»Ã ās§Ö[þÆÚû ÆÖ đĢáąî 

Our recommendation is to stop using the non -traded cost of carbon 
and to focus instead of a carbon offset price representing what it 
would cost to the applicant to save more carbon on -site and/or what 
it would cost a London Borough to fund an equivalent carbon saving 
elsewhere.

Funding additional PVs on-site

If the applicant is to be incentivised to save more carbon on -site 
rather than pay into a carbon offset fund, the cost of additional PVs is 
a good proxy. Using a reasonable cost rate for a high output PV 
system with micro-inverters (£1,016/kWp*) and applying a 10% 
additional rate for administering and managing the PV funding 
process would give a carbon offset price of £330 -880/tCO 2 

depending on which carbon factor is used for electricity (respectively 
136gCO2/kWh and 50gCO 2/kWh). 

Funding PVs off-site or social housing/public building retrofit

LÃ§ sÚāĊ Ú´ þ§ĊþÚ´ÆĊ Æā ÖÚĊÚþÆÚēāÍĜ ę[þÆ[iÍ§ [Ö} ÆĊā úÍÚĚ s[þiÚÖ 
sÚÑéÚÖ§ÖĊû }Æ´´ÆsēÍĊ ĊÚ ÆāÚÍ[Ċ§î &[ā§} ÚÖ [Ö ÆÖ}Æs[ĊÆę§ sÚāĊ Ú´ 
£20,000/retrofit, and an indicative carbon saving of £2tCO 2/yr, the 
carbon offsetting cost should be £370/tCO 2/yr, including a 10% 
additional rate for administration and management. 

If the offset contribution is used to fund PV systems in the borough, a 
carbon offset price of of £330 -880/tCO 2 is recommended. 

It should be noted that it is up to boroughs to decide what most 
appropriate offset mechanism is though. They can develop separate 
SPDs to determine locally appropriate use of offset funds. 

Offsetting and Policy option 1  |  Recommendations for the carbon offset price

Figure 10.3 - Carbon offset price using the the non -traded cost of carbon approach. The 
GLA recommended price dates back from 2017 and is considered insufficient to save 
carbon on a 1:1 basis

£60
/t CO 2

£95
/t CO 2

2012 assessment
(Zero Carbon Hub)

ús§ÖĊþ[Íû 
scenario

úÃÆ»Ãû 
scenario

2017 assessment
(GLA/AECOM)

Figure 10.4 - If the carbon offset price is to incentive more PVs on -site, it should be 
set at more than £330/tCO 2 assuming the same electricity carbon factor as SAP 10.2 
of 136 gCO 2/kWh (Part L 2021).  

However, should a London borough wish to use an electricity carbon factor  
representative of the average electricity carbon content over the lifetime of the PV 
system (e.g. 50gCO2/kWh), this number would increase to £880/tCO 2.

Both carbon offset prices include a 10% administration and management fee.

£330-880
/t CO 2

10.0  Offsetting

* Median cost of 10 -50kWp PV installations for 2021/22 from MCS (Source: DESNZ)
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Renewable policy 
target

Moving towards energy offsetting

Policy option 2 is based on energy metrics, most importantly the 
iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»āû éþ§}ÆsĊ§} §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§ ë*Ö§þ»Ĝ Nā§ 3ÖĊ§ÖāÆĊĜ - EUI) but also 
the balance between annual energy use and annual renewable energy 
generation on -site. 

In order for the role of energy offsetting to be clearly defined, we 
would recommend the following:

1. Option A -GÚÍÆsĜ ÚéĊÆÚÖ đ āÃÚēÍ} ā§§Ì ĊÚ ÑÆÖÆÑÆā§ ĊÃ§ iēÆÍ}ÆÖ»û 
predicted energy and maximise PV generation on site.

2. Option A - Once officers are satisfied that the building complies 
with these policy requirements, energy offsetting could be used 
to deal with the residual difference between energy use and 
renewable energy generation. 

Case study: if we take the example of a residential development of 
5,000m2 GIA with an Energy Use Intensity of 27 kWh/m2

GIA/yr and a 
PV generation of 15 kWh/m 2

GIA/yr. There is a shortfall between annual 
energy use and renewable energy generation of 12 kWh/m 2

GIA/yr, 
which equates to 60,000 kWh/yr. The applicant should pay into the 
'ÚēÖsÆÍûā Ú´´ā§Ċ ´ēÖ} [ āēÑ Ú´ ĉą×zđĢĢ ëi.e £1.32/kWh x 60,000 kWh) 
to enable the Council to install a renewable energy system elsewhere 
which would generate 60,000 kWh/yr.  

Another option is possible (Option B) in case the London borough 
decides to set a specific renewable energy generation target. In this 
case, the energy offset will not seek to address the gap between the 
predicted EUI and renewable energy generation on -site, but the gap 
between the policy requirement for PV generation (e.g. 100 
kWh/m2

footprint ) and renewable energy generation on -site. The targets 
provided on this page are only indicative. If a London borough wishes 
to proceed with Option B, it is recommended to undertake a 
technical evidence base to establish which targets would be 
technically feasible based on a variety of typologies and buildings.

Offsetting and Policy option 2  |  How energy offsetting could work

1 Option A

Set the EUI requirement at the 
right level to minimise energy 
use and require PVs to match 
the EUI

These levels could be specific 
to each typology, e.g:

Å 35 kWh/m2
GIA for domestic

Å 70 kWh/m2
GIA for offices

Å 70 kWh/m2
GIA for schools

Å 35 kWh/m2
GIA for industrial 

buildings
Å 160 kWh/m2

GIA for hotels

2 Work out the difference 
between the energy used by the 
development and how much 
renewable energy it will 
generate

Any shortfall of renewable 
energy generation will lead to 
an energy offset payment 

Energy 
(kWh)

Recommended 
energy offset

Energy 
use

Renewable 
energy 

generation

EUI policy target

Option B

Set a renewable energy 
generation requirement at the 
right level to maximise 
renewable energy generation

These levels could be specific 
to each typology, e.g:

Å 100 kWh/m2
fp for domestic

Å 50 kWh/m2
fp for offices

Å 80 kWh/m2
fp for schools

Å 150 kWh/m2
fp for industrial 

buildings
Å 50 kWh/m2

fp for hotels

Recommended 
energy offset

Renewable 
energy 

generation

Work out the difference 
between the target and the 
actual renewable energy 
generation

Any shortfall of renewable 
energy generation will lead to 
an energy offset payment 

Figure 10.5 T̄wo alternative options for the energy offset

10.0  Offsetting
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A fair energy offset price for applicants

As the source of the energy offset is the gap between energy use and 
renewable energy generation (or the gap between the required and 
actual renewable energy generation on site), its price should be set 
on the basis of the cost of PVs. 

Using a reasonable cost rate for a high output PV system with micro-
inverters (i.e. £1,016/kWp*) and applying a 10% additional rate for 
administering and managing the PV funding process, would give an 
energy offset price of £1.32/kWh/ yr**.

Funding PVs, retrofit and other climate mitigation projects

It is up to boroughs to decide what most appropriate offset 
mechanism is. They can develop separate SPDs to determine locally 
appropriate use of offset funds. 

*   Median cost of 10 -50kWp PV installations for 2021/22 from MCS (Source: DESNZ)

** This is assuming a conservative electricity generation rate for the PV system of 850 
kWh/kWp.

Offsetting and Policy option 2  |  Recommendations for the energy offset price

Figure 10.6 - If the energy offset price is to incentive more PVs on -site, it should be 
set at more than £1.32/kWh .

£1.32
/kWh/ yr

10.0  Offsetting
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Assessing the impact of offsetting on costs

Although the main objective of policy options 1 and 2 is to maximise
performance on-site, offsetting may still be required. The move away 
from fossil fuels and the decarbonisation of the grid are generally 
reducing offset costs for developers, but any future increase in scope 
for offsetting or carbon offset price may counter -balance this effect. 
Assessing its impact on capital costs depends on a number of 
parameters:

1. Which policy option will be used? 

With policy option 1, carbon emissions assessed with Part L 
energy modelling will need to be offset. With policy option 2 it is 
the shortfall of renewable energy generation which needs to be 
úÚ´´ā§Ċûî 

2. Which targets will be used?

The report provides some indicative targets for each policy 
option but London boroughs may decide to use different ones.

3. What will be offset?

For policy option 1, London boroughs should decide whether to 
´ÚÍÍÚĚ ĊÃÆā þ§éÚþĊûā þ§sÚÑÑ§Ö}[ĊÆÚÖ [Ö} Ú´´ā§Ċ ēÖþ§»ēÍ[Ċ§} 
emissions as well, or just regulated emissions.

For policy option 2, London boroughs should decide whether to 
offset the shortfall between the EUI and the on -site renewable 
energy generation (option A) or to offset the shortfall between 
the target and the actual renewable energy generation on -site 
(option B). They may also decide not to use offsetting.

4. Which price will be used?

Finally, London boroughs should confirm which carbon offset 
price they will want to use.

10.0  Offsetting

Step 1 - Decide which policy will be used

Step 2 C̄onfirm which targets will be set in policy

Step 3 C̄onfirm extent of offsetting required

Step 4 V̄alidate offsetting price

Step 5 T̄est the impact of offsetting on capital costs

Figure 10.7 - The above process is recommended to estimate the additional cost of 
offsetting.
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11.0

Policy recommendations: 

indicative targets, policy wording and 
key considerations for implementation
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This section provides recommendations on how 
indicative policies could be written and which 
targets they could refer to. It also highlights 
considerations for implementation.

Although the consultant team recommends Policy 
option 2, these are provided for both policy 
options.

It is very important to note that this study is an 
evidence base, not a policy document. Its purpose 
is to inform and support Local Authorities in 
developing future planning policy targets that will 
deliver Net Zero Carbon development, through 
providing robust and up -to-date evidence 
regarding carbon emission reductions and energy 
efficiency in buildings.  

Although indicative minimum targets and policy 
wording are provided, Local Authorities may 
decide to set higher targets appropriate to their 
borough.

11.1

Policy option 1 
recommendations

Indicative targets 
and policy 
wording

11.2 

Policy option 2 
recommendations

Indicative targets 
and policy 
wording

11.3

Key 
considerations for 
implementation 

11.0 Policy recommendations: indicative targets, policy wording and key considerations for implementation

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
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11.1

Policy option 1 recommendations: 
indicative targets and policy wording

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
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Carrying on with the current framework

Some London boroughs may want to carry on using the Part L 
framework to go beyond the requirements of Part L 2021 and drive 
the design and construction of better buildings in their boroughs. This 
system has the advantage of being broadly consistent with the 
current approach in the GLA energy assessment guidance (2022) but 
it also has a number of weaknesses evidenced in this report (e.g. the 
single metric approach does not incentivise energy efficiency or 
renewable energy generation significantly, Part L energy modelling is 
not a prediction of energy use, etc.).

Different targets for domestic and non -domestic

Part L 2021 works very differently between domestic and non -
domestic buildings, driven mainly by the different Part L energy 
modelling calculation methodologies: SAP for domestic buildings and 
NCM/SBEM for non-domestic buildings. Based on this analysis we 
would recommend requiring different levels of on -site carbon 
performance for domestic and non -domestic buildings.

Policy targets for non-domestic buildings

National and regional planning policy has previously set one 
emissions reduction target for all non -domestic buildings, due to a 
lack of evidence available to justify setting specific targets for 
different building types. This study sets out detailed evidence for a 
range of non-domestic buildings and, based on this new evidence, 
recommends distinct policy targets for each building type thereby 
maximising potential carbon savings. 

Councils may also wish to consider an approach that uses a mid-point 
percentage uplift for all non -residential typologies

=Ú ÑÚþ§ úi§ Í§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ

LÃ§ úi§ Í§[Öû þ§óēÆþ§Ñ§ÖĊ Æā sÃ[ÍÍ§Ö»ÆÖ» ĊÚ [sÃÆ§ę§ ´Úþ ÖÚÖ-domestic 
buildings and and, for domestic buildings, has little added value 
compared with the FEE requirement in Part L 2021.

Policy option 1  |  Summary of indicative targets and wording

Indicative policy wording for Policy option 1

Overarching policy

All developments must achieve Net Zero Carbon according to the Building 
Regulations framework, i.e. a 100% improvement over Part L 2021 and offset 
their residual emissions.

On-site carbon reduction

All developments must reduce carbon emissions on -site as much as possible. 

In terms of regulated emissions, the minimum level of on -site performance 
required is:

Å Domestic buildings: 65% better than Part L 2021

Å Office buildings: 25% better than Part L 2021

Å School buildings: 35% better than Part L 2021

Å Industrial buildings: 45% better than Part L 2021

Å Hotel: 10% better than Part L 2021

Å Other non -domestic buildings: 35% better than Part L 2021 (tbc)

Buildings must also comply with the other requirements of the Building 
Regulations Part L 2021, e.g. Fabric Energy Efficiency criterion for domestic 
buildings and Primary Energy criterion for all buildings and demonstrate 
compliance at planning stage.

Applicants must undertake Part L 2021 modelling to demonstrate compliance.

Unregulated emissions must also be reduced as much as possible.

Carbon offsetting 

On-site carbon reductions should be maximised as far as possible before any 
remaining emissions are offset. If the Council is satisfied that the development 
has maximised on-site reductions but the development is still short of achieving 
Net Zero Carbon, the developer is expected to make a cash -in-lieu contribution 
to the Council's carbon offsetting fund at a price of £880/tCO 2 per year over a 
period of 30 years. 

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
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What would be the effect of Policy option 1 with these targets?

This diagram indicates which domestic building cases scenarios 
would be able to comply with the indicative wording proposed for 
Policy option 1 with an on -site minimum compliance threshold of 65% 
better than Part L 2021.

Policy option 1  |  Domestic buildings  |  Summary of which cases would comply 

Gas boiler Direct electric Heat Pump
less efficient

Heat Pump
more efficient

Business as 
usual

Good 
Practice

Ultra low 
energy

Figure 11.1 - Diagram indicating which domestic building cases would be able to comply with the indicative 
wording proposed for Policy option 1

Case compliant with proposed Policy option 1Non-compliant

Would not pass all 3 building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

11.0  Policy recommendations: 

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Terrace house Mid -rise    
apartment building

Mid -rise    
apartment building

High-rise    
apartment building
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What would be the effect of Policy option 1 with these targets?

The adjacent diagram shows which non-domestic building cases 
would comply with Policy option 1 if the on -site compliance threshold 
was set at:

Å Office buildings: 25% better than Part L 2021

Å School buildings: 35% better than Part L 2021

Å Industrial buildings: 45% better than Part L 2021

Å Hotel: 10% better than Part L 2021

Councils may also wish to consider an approach that uses a mid-point 
percentage uplift for all non -residential typologies.

Policy option 1  |  Non -domestic buildings  |  Summary of which cases would comply 

Heating system A
Gas boiler

Heating system B
Direct Elec or Other

Heating system C
Less efficient Heat 

Pump or Other

Heating system D
More efficient Heat 

Pump

Business as 
usual

Good 
Practice

Ultra low 
energy

Figure 11.2 - Diagram indicating which non -domestic building cases would be able to comply with the 
indicative wording proposed for Policy option 1

Non-compliant

Would not pass both building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

Case compliant with proposed Policy option 1

11.0  Policy recommendations: 

Office Industrial

School Hotel
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11.2

Policy option 2 recommendations: 
indicative targets and policy wording

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
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Using a different policy framework

This section details indicative policy recommendations for London 
boroughs interested in considering Policy option 2. 

A suite of policies are proposed that address a range of 
considerations. 

The following aspects have been considered in detail in this report. 

Å Space heating demand policy

Å Energy Use Intensity (EUI) policy

Å Offsetting (as last resort) policy

The following policies have not been considered in detail, but an 
example of wording is provided.

Å Low carbon heat policy

Å On-site renewable energy generation policy

Å Assured energy performance policy

Finally, embodied carbon policies are strongly recommended but 
were outside the scope of this study.

Policy option 2  |  Summary of indicative targets and policy wording

Indicative policy wording for Policy Option 2

Overarching policy

All new buildings should be designed and built to be Net Zero Carbon in 
operation. They should be ultra -low energy buildings, use low carbon heat, 
contribute to the generation of renewable energy on -site and be constructed 
with low levels of embodied carbon.

This is an overarching policy. Compliance with it relies on compliance with the 
following policies.

Å Space heating demand policy

Å Low carbon heat policy

Å Energy Use Intensity (EUI) policy

Å On-site renewable energy generation policy

Å Assured energy performance policy

Å Offsetting (as last resort) policy

Å Embodied carbon policies (see separate document)

Buildings must also comply with the other requirements of the Building 
Regulations Part L 2021, e.g. Fabric Energy Efficiency criterion for domestic 
buildings and Primary Energy criterion for all buildings and demonstrate 
compliance at planning stage.

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
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Policy option 2  |  Summary of indicative targets and policy wording  |  Space heating demand (SHD)

Space heating demand policy
The space heating demand is the amount of heat energy needed to 
heat a building over a year and is expressed in kWh/m 2/yr. It is a 
measure of the thermal efficiency of the building elements.

Various design and specification decisions affect space heating 
demand including building form and orientation, insulation, air -
tightness, windows and doors and the type of ventilation system.

The Climate Change Committee recommends  a space heating 
demand of less than 15-20 kWh/m2/yr for new homes. This 
recommendation is also in line with the recommendations of the 
Royal Institute of British Architects (RIBA), the Low Energy 
Transformation Initiative (LETI) and the UK Green Building Council.

As a building with a low space heating demand would lose heat very 
slowly, it will also make it easier for the wider energy system to deliver 
energy in a flexible way, helping to maximise the contribution from 
renewable energy and reduce energy cost benefits for the residents.

The Climate Change Committee has 
éēiÍÆāÃ§} [ þ§éÚþĊ ÆÖ đĢá× Ö[Ñ§} úN9 
housing ¯́ ÆĊ ´Úþ ĊÃ§ ´ēĊēþ§ôûî LÃ§ þ§éÚþĊ 
highlights the need to build new buildings 
ĚÆĊÃ úēÍĊþ[-ÍÚĚû Í§ę§Íā Ú´ §Ö§þ»Ĝ ēā§î 

It makes a specific reference to space 
heating demand and recommends a 
maximum of 15-20 kWh/m2/yr for new 
dwellings. 

For reference, Passivhausrequires 15 
kWh/m2/yr, and most new domestic 
buildings have a heating demand of 40 -120 
kWh/m2/yr.

The amount of heat energy needed 
to heat a building over a year (per 
square metre)

Space heating demand

Factors influencing space heating demand

InsulationAir-tightnessForm/
Exposure

Ventilation system 
(MVHR)

Windows Orientation

Indicative policy wording for Policy Option 2

Space heating demand policy

Å All dwellings should achieve a space heating demand of less than 15 
kWh/m2

GIA/yr.  

Å All non-domestic buildings should achieve a space heating demand 
of less than 15 kWh/m2

GIA/yr.

Applicants must undertake predictive energy modelling to demonstrate 
compliance.

Figure 11.3 T̄he space heating demand metric

Figure 11.4 ŪK housing: Fit for the future?
(CCC, 2019)

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
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Current Part
L Average

Current Best 
Practice

Current 
Exemplar

'Bottom up' 
Modelling

Top Down Budget 
(2030)

Top Down Budget 
(2050)

LETI Proposed 
Target

140

43

35

35

32

27

37

EUI (kWh/m 2.year)

1

44

Climate Emergenc y Design Guide

Figure 1.5 - Deriving t he LETI resid entia l EUI ta rg et

Setting  the Ta rgets

He×mÂk ̧ÄÄoih eË Ëli ÅÆÄf̧i¿ jÆÄ¿ fÄËl Ëli ±ËÄÅ 

hÄÈÂ² (̧moi̧} e×em̧ef̧i iÂiÆk} fÉhkiË) eÂh ±fÄËËÄ¿ 

upõ (wha t w e c a n a c tua lly a c hieve), LETI ha s set a 

series of EUI ta rgets fo r d iffe rent b uild ing a rc hetyp es.  In 

sett ing these t a rg ets, LETI ha s ta ken into c onsid era tion 

fac to rs suc h a s:

 Where we a re now ð the energy d ema nd of our 

c urrent new  b uild s

 Best p rac tic e r ight n ow a nd w ha t exe mp la ry 

sc hemes are a c hieving

 The sc op e fo r further fa b ric i mp rovements in new 

b uild ings ð b eyond b est p ra c tic e a nd towa rd s 

exe mp la r

 Potentia l increme nta l imp roveme nts in 

tec hno logy (e.g . Hea t Pump C OPs), a d option of 

wa ste w a ter hea t rec overy systems

 Potentia l fo r the d ep loyment of m ore renewa b le 

tec hno logy, a t a n a tiona l sc a le, a s a result of 

the Clima te Emergency ð i.e. a n inc rea se in the 

e×em̧ef̧i ±fÉhkiË²

 Tli glȩi̧Âki eÂh ¿ekÂmËÉhi Äj ÆiËÆÄjmËËmÂk 

ex isting b uild ings and t he ir dema nd f o r renewa b le 

iÂiÆk} t m.i. Èi Èm̧̧ ÂÄË fi ef̧i ËÄ ÆiËÆÄjmË i|mÊËmÂk 

fÉm̧hmÂkÊ ËÄ Ëli Êe¿i ̧i×i̧Ê Äj jefÆmg ijjmgmiÂg} 

a nd so w e n eed t o a c c ept t ha t t hey w ill need t o 

Ëeoi e hmÊÅÆÄÅÄÆËmÄÂeËi ÊleÆi Äj Ëli ±fÉhkiË²

To i llustra te t his proc ess fo r the d omestic sec to r, the 

c ha rt b e low shows wha t LETI b e lieves to b e the c urrent 

avera ge EUI of new d wellings, best p rac tic e, exe mp la r 

sc hemes and t he t op -d own b ud get, set a ga inst 

these is wha t LETI be lieves to b e a n a c hieva b le a nd 

p ra gmatic t a rget fo r our new d welling s from 2030.

Energy Use Intensity (EUI) policy
In order for new buildings to be compliant with our climate change 
targets, they need to use a total amount of energy which is small 
enough so that it can be generated entirely, on an annual basis, with 
renewable energy and nuclear energy. Reducing total energy use is 
also beneficial as it would directly reduces energy costs for residents 
and building users.

Energy Use Intensity (EUI) is the total energy needed to run a home 
over a year (per square metre). It is a measure of the total energy 
consumption of the building (kWh/m 2/yr). The EUI of a building 
covers all energy uses: space heating, domestic hot water, ventilation, 
lighting, cooking and appliances. 

This metric is also very beneficial as it can be measured post-
construction, therefore helping to drive down the performance gap 
which is such a significant issue in the construction industry.

Factors contributing to total energy use

The amount of total energy
needed to run a building 
over a year (per square 
metre)

Energy Use Intensity (EUI)

Heating 
system

Lighting

AppliancesCookingHot water

Figure 11.6 - LETI domestic top-down analysis taken from LETI Climate Emergency Design Guide

LETI has undertaken some top-down and bottom -up analysis establishing which levels of total 
energy use (or Energy Use Intensity ̄ EUI) would be both achievable and compatible with the level 
of renewable energy generation likely to be available in the UK by 2050.

Ventilation

Policy option 2  |  Summary of indicative targets and policy wording  |  Energy Use Intensity (EUI)

Indicative policy wording for Policy Option 2

Energy Use Intensity (EUI) policy

Domestic buildings - All dwellings should achieve an Energy Use Intensity 
(EUI) of no more than 35 kWh/m2GIA/yr.

Non-domestic buildings - Non-domestic buildings should achieve an 
Energy Use Intensity (EUI) of no more than the following (where 
technically feasible) by building type or nearest equivalent:

Å Student/keyworker accommodation, care homes 3̄5 kWh/m2
GIA/yr

Å Warehouses and light industrial units 3̄5 kWh/m2
GIA/yr

Å Schools ̄ 65 kWh/m2
GIA/yr

Å Offices, Retail, HE Teaching facilities, GP surgeries ̄ 70 kWh/m2
GIA/yr

Å Hotels 1̄60 kWh/m2
GIA/yr

Applicants must undertake predictive energy modelling to demonstrate 
compliance.

Figure 11.5 T̄he Energy Use Intensity (EUI) metric

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
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Offsetting (as last resort) policy
The Climate Change Committee is clear: offsetting must have a very 
limited and defined role if we are to achieve Net Zero by 2050. Its 
role in the Local Plan as part of the Net zero carbon new buildings 
suite of policies should therefore be limited to a mechanism which 
enables buildings which cannot technically achieve Net Zero Carbon 
on site ĊÚ i§ ú}§§Ñ§} sÚÑéÍÆ[ÖĊû ĚÆĊÃ éÍ[ÖÖÆÖ» éÚÍÆsĜ. 

Our recommendation is to limit the role and scope of the offset 
Ñ§sÃ[ÖÆāÑ ĊÚ [ úþ§Ö§Ě[iÍ§ §Ö§þ»Ĝ Ú´´ā§Ċû ĚÆĊÃ ĊÃ§ Ú´´ā§Ċ éþÆs§ sÚēÍ} 
be expressed in £/kWh instead of £/tCO 2. This would make it 
independent from carbon factor changes.

Policy option 2  |  Summary of indicative targets and policy wording  |  Energy offsetting (as last resort)

Reduced 
operational 
energy 
consumption

Achieve a Space Heating Demand and an Energy Use 
Intensity (EUI) lower than the levels required in the 
Local Plan (e.g. 15 kWh/m2

GIA/yr and 35 kWh/m 2
GIA/yr

respectively for domestic buildings)

Low carbon 
energy supply

No gas connection or fossil fuel use on site (or 
connection to heat networks using fossil fuels)

On-site renewable 
energy generation 

Achieve a minimum electricity generation intensity 
compliant with the requirement in the local plan (e.g. 
> 80-120kWh/m2

building footprint /yr)

Net Zero energy 
balance

Annual balance of zero for the whole development 
showing predicted energy use and renewable energy 
generation on -site. (offset role)

Potential offset price 
(based on the energy 

balance shortfall)

Figure 11.7 - List of requirements an application would have to meet before being allowed to use 
offsetting as a planning compliance mechanism. It is proposed to restrict the offset mechanism to fund 
úÑÆāāÆÖ»û GSā

Figure 11.8 - Based on the current average price and performance of a PV system, and with the addition 
of a 10% project management fee, an offset price of £1.32/kWh is recommended.

£1.32
/kWh

Indicative policy wording for Policy Option 2

Offsetting (as last resort) policy

Offsetting will only be accepted as a means to achieving planning policy 
compliance a last resort if the building is compliant with all other Net 
Zero carbon buildings policies and in particular if the following conditions 
have been met:

Å The proposed building must not use fossil fuels on -site.

Å It must have a level of space heating demand and energy use 
intensity (EUI) compliant with levels set in the Local Plan.

Å On-site renewable energy generation (e.g. through PVs) has been 
maximised and achieves at least 80 kWh/m2

building footprint for all 
building types (and 120 kWh/m 2

building footprint for industrial buildings).

In these circumstances, the applicant should establish the shortfall in 
renewable energy generation to enable the annual renewable energy 
generation to match the Energy Use Intensity in kWh. The applicant 
āÃÚēÍ} é[Ĝ ÆÖĊÚ ĊÃ§ 'ÚēÖsÆÍûā Ú´´ā§Ċ ´ēÖ} [ āēÑ Ú´ ÑÚÖ§Ĝ §óēÆę[Í§ÖĊ ĊÚ 
this shortfall.

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
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Gas Boiler Direct Electric Heat Pump
less efficient

Heat Pump
more efficient

Business-as-
usual

Good 
Practice

Ultra low 
energy

Policy option 2  |  Domestic buildings  |  Summary of which cases would comply 

Figure 11.9 - Diagram illustrating which cases in which each domestic typology is able to comply with Policy 
Option 2 metrics

Non-compliant with either 
space heating demand or EUI

Meets space heating demand or EUI 
requirements

Meets both space heating demand 
and EUI requirements

What would be the effect of Policy option 2 with these targets?

The adjacent diagram shows which domestic building cases would 
comply with Policy option 2 if the compliance thresholds were set at:

Å Space heating demand < 15 kWh/m 2
GIA.yr

Å EUI < 35 kWh/m2
GIA.yr

Would not pass all 3 building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

11.0  Policy recommendations: 

Climate: GB0001a - London (Central)
Building type: Dwelling
15.8 kWh/mËÀa
TFA  2753 mËÀ (Direct entry)
Heat Loss Form Factor 1.31

Terrace house Mid -rise    
apartment building

Mid -rise    
apartment building

High-rise    
apartment building
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Policy option 2  |  Non -domestic buildings  |  Summary of indicative targets and policy wording

What would be the effect of Policy option 2 with these targets?

The adjacent diagram shows which non-domestic building cases 
would comply with Policy option 2 if the compliance thresholds were 
set at:

Å Space heating demand < 15 kWh/m 2
GIA.yr

Å Industrial buildings: EUI < 35 kWh/m 2
GIA.yr

Å Schools: EUI < 65 kWh/m2
GIA.yr

Å Office buildings: EUI < 70 kWh/m 2
GIA.yr

Å Hotels: EUI < 160 kWh/m2
GIA.yr

Figure 11.10 D̄iagram illustrating which cases in which each non-domestic typology is able to comply with 
Policy Option 2 metrics

Non-compliant

Heating system A
Gas boiler

Heating system B
Direct Elec or Other

Heating system C
Less efficient Heat 

Pump or Other

Heating system D
More efficient Heat 

Pump

Business as 
usual

Good 
Practice

Ultra low 
energy

Compliant with Space heating 
demand or EUI requirements

Compliant with Space heating 
demand and EUI requirements

Would not pass both building 
regulations Part L 2021 metrics

11.0  Policy recommendations: 

Office Industrial

School Hotel
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Policy option 2  |  Summary of indicative targets and policy wording  |  Low carbon heat

Low carbon heat policy
New buildings cannot continue to burn fossil fuels for heating if the 
London Borough of X is to stay within carbon budgets. Low carbon 
heat is therefore an essential component of a Net Zero Carbon 
building and fossil fuels shall not be used on -site to provide heat.

Low carbon alternatives that are currently available may primarily 
focus on electric provision of heat, or on nearby waste heat sources. 
Sustainable green hydrogen is not currently a viable option. 

Electricity can be provided through on -site renewables and through 
grid electricity which is being decarbonised. However, it is important 
that developments strongly limit energy use to reduce the burden on 
the national grid in the wider context of electricification of transport 
and buildings. The use of electricity for heating would also benefit air 
quality as there would be no local emissions.

Heat sources for heat pumps can include outside air, the ground or a 
local water source. Heat pumps can provide both space heating and 
domestic hot water and can serve individual homes or communal 
heating systems. The key benefit of heat pumps is their efficiency. 
Efficiencies vary but are typically around 250-300% for an Air Source 
Heat Pump.

Direct electric heating systems convert electricity directly into heat 
through resistive heating and are typically 100% efficient. When direct 
electric is used it is crucial to use an independently certified assured 
performance standard that limits space heating demand (e.g. 
Passivhaus), which reduces the risk of high energy bills.

Figure 11.11 - The choice of heating system will affect operational CO 2 emissions over a long 
time. Electric forms of heating (direct electric and heat pumps) will emit a fraction of a gas 
boiler carbon emissions (see above the average over 2022-2050)

Important note: Other heat sources may include waste heat from infrastructure (such as 
sewage, energy from waste, underground or data centres), which could help provide heat to a 
wider network. Heat networks are another way of providing heat to developments. 

This study does not include recommendations regarding heat networks, however the study 
demonstrates that policy recommendations could also be applied to heat network scenarios. 
Boroughs should undertake further local evidence studies to progress their heat network 
strategies.

Gas boiler Direct electric Heat pump
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Indicative policy wording for Policy Option 2

Low carbon heat policy

Å No new developments shall be connected to the gas grid.

Å Heat shall be provided through low carbon fuels

11.0  Policy recommendations: 



262

R
et

ur
n 

to
 c

on
te

nt
s 

>

On-site renewable energy generation policy
New buildings should contribute to the significant increase in 
renewable energy generation required between now and 2050.

The most robust way to deliver the overall objective of a balance 
between total energy use and renewable energy generation for new 
buildings at a system level is to seek to achieve this balance at the 
site level.

LÃÆā ĚÚēÍ} [ÍāÚ Ã[ę§ ĊÃ§ [}ę[ÖĊ[»§ Ú´ »§Ö§þ[ĊÆÖ» ú´þ§§û §Í§sĊþÆsÆĊĜ 
close to its point of use, helping to deliver significant energy cost 
savings for residents and building users.

This is expected to be mainly from solar PVs in London.

Policy option 2  |  Summary of indicative targets and policy wording  |  Renewable energy generation

Figure 11.13 - Roof design can be optimised to maximise energy output from photovoltaics. A 
useful indicator of this is expressed in kWh generated per m 2 of building footprint (kWh/m 2

fp)

Figure 11.12 - A key component of a net zero carbon building is  achieving an energy balance 
t̄he amount of renewable energy generated in a year matches the energy used by the 

building in a year. 

The amount of renewable 
energy generated in a year 
matches should match or 
exceed the EUI

Energy balance

North South 
Asymmetric pitch roof 
with a majority south 
facing roof

North South 
Pitch roof with a south 
facing roof

East West 
Pitch roof with a 
majority east/west 
facing roof

North South
Flat roof with an angled 
south PV array

East West 
Flat roof with a east/west 
concertina PV array

Flat Roof

Pitched Roof

100
kWh/m2

fp

120
kWh/m2

fp

70
kWh/m2

fp

160
kWh/m2

fp

160
kWh/m2

fp

260
kWh/m2

fp

North South 
Monopitch roof with a 
majority south facing 
roof

Monopitch RoofIndicative policy wording for Policy Option 2

Renewable energy generation policy

Renewable energy should be generated on -site for all new 
developments. 

As a minimum, the amount of energy generated in a year must be:

Å at least 80 kWh/m2
building footprint per annum* for all building types 

Å at least 120 kWh/m2
building footprint per annum* for industrial buildings

(measured in per square meter of building footprint) 

The amount of energy generated in a year should match or exceed the 
predicted annual energy demand of the building, i.e. Renewable energy 
generation (kWh/m 2/yr) = or > EUI (kWh/m2/yr).

When this is not technically possible and suitably justified, the applicant 
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this shortfall.

11.0  Policy recommendations: 
















