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Preface

Road transport contributes to a large part of the Nordic countries’ CO.-emissions. While
a declining trend is reported for transport emissions in the EU as a whole, forecasts
indicate that with current trends and adopted policies, EU-wide emissions from
transport will only be 12% lower in 2030 than in 2005, compared to the 30% reduction
target for the non-ETS sector. Moreover, forecasts indicate that freight transport will
continue to increase in the Nordic countries, particularly due to increases in transport
demand.

Where several reports from the Nordic Council of Ministers have focused on
measures to reduced CO,-emissions from passenger cars, the focus of this report is
therefore on measures that can be used to reduce CO.-emissions from freight
transport. The report distinguishes between measures that impact emissions through
five main channels: reducing transport demand, increasing transport mode efficiency,
modal shifts, transferring to fuels with lower carbon content, and moving towards
lower-carbon vehicle technologies. As it is difficult to achieve reductions in transport
demand, the report concludes that it is important to use measures that support a
technological change and an increased use of lower-carbon fuels. A greater
harmonization of policies between the Nordic countries (and other countries) may also
benefit the effectiveness of policies.

This reportis financed by the Nordic Council of Ministers and written by Institute of
Transport Economics (T@I), National Road and Transport Research Institute (VTI),
Environmental Research Institute (IVL), and Tampere University of Technology (TUT)
in cooperation with the Environment and Economy Group (MEG) and Climate and Air
Pollution Group (KOL).

November 2018
Signe Krarup

Chairman of the Working Group on Environment and Economy under the Nordic
Council of Ministers
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Summary

Introduction

Both passenger cars and freight transport by road are significant causes of
CO.-emissions inthe Nordic countries. While for passenger cars, policy measures aimed
at reducing CO,-emissions have started to sort effect, this is much less the case for
freight transport. In addition, the demand for freight transport in the Nordic countries
is expected to continue to increase in the future. As such, the Nordic Council of
Ministers called for a study on the reduction of CO,-emissions from freight transport,
with a focus on road transport.

Following this call, the current report discusses the (inter)national climate
framework and objectives of the different Nordic countries in light of freight transport
developments in terms of CO.-emissions and transport volumes. This leads to the
observation that at the current rate, all Nordic countries face sizable emission reduction
gaps compared to their 2030 climate commitments. In a discussion of several types of
policy measures, we show what the different Nordic countries are currently doing to
reduce CO.-emissions from freight, and illustrate differences and similarities between
the countries. Where possible, we also discuss the cost-effectiveness of different
measures.

Climate objectives and targets

Norway, Sweden, Finland, Denmark and Iceland have all committed to the objectives
in the Paris Climate Agreement. In addition, the Nordic countries are influenced by the
climate framework established at the EU-level. The EU’s goal is to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions from the non-ETS* sector (which includes most transport) by 30 percent
in 2030, compared to 2005. As part of an effort sharing mechanism, this objective has
been translated into slightly different targets for EU-members Sweden, Finland and
Denmark, while Norway and Iceland, as EEA-countries, intend to participate in a
manner similar to regular EU countries.

Despite these objectives, neither the “Paris” or EU frameworks establish how
emission reductions have to be achieved, meaning that national plans and reduction
objectives are needed. During the last five years, all the Nordic countries have
implemented Climate Acts outlining a set of climate objectives towards 2050. Common
for these Acts is the objective to turn the countries into lower-emission societies by
2045 (Sweden) and beyond 2050.

* Emissions Trading System.
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When it comes to specific objectives for emission reductions from the transport
sector overall, there are some differences between the Nordic countries. Sweden and
Finland have set ambitious objectives through official statements, aiming at 70% and
50% reductions in CO,-emissions by 2030, compared to 2010 and 2005 respectively.
Norway has stated that the transport sector is to contribute a “sufficient share” in light
of the Paris Agreement and Norway’s climate objective for 2030, and set ambitious
objectives that by 2025 all new vans are to be zero-emission vehicles, and by 2030, all
new heavy LGVs and 50% of new HGVs (heavy goods vehicles) are to be zero-emission
vehicles. In addition, goods distribution in the largest city centres is to be virtually
emission-free by 2030. This is in line with the ambitions from the EUs 2011 White Paper
(European Commission, 2011). Finally, Denmark has not officially adopted emission
reduction targets for the transport sector, but is expected to publish a Government
Roadmap for achieving its non-ETS objectives for 2030 later this year.

Developments in freight transport

When it comes to CO,-emissions from freight transport, developments over the last
decade have differed between the Nordic countries. While Sweden and Denmark report
dropsin CO,-emissions from freight transport (both around -19%, although the change
for Sweden is somewhat uncertain), Norway and Finland have been at a relative
standstill. Forecasts indicate that CO.-emissions from freight transport in Norway will
further increase towards 2030, while emissions in Denmark are expected to lie around
the same level in 2030 as they do today. Sweden and Finland expect reductions, but like
for Norway and Denmark, these are not sufficient if the non-ETS target for 2030 is
applied directly to freight transport.

Because developments in CO.-emissions are determined by underlying factors, we
further looked at developments in freight transport. As such, it is important to notice
that freight transport modal shares differ between the Nordic countries. This is
illustrated in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Development in the modal share of road in domestic transport performance in the Nordic
countries, for the period 20002016
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The figure shows that in Denmark and Finland, freight transport by road is the
dominating mode with over 85% and 70% of total domestic transport performance,
respectively. The same goes for Sweden, where the share of domestic freight transport
by road currently lies around 66%, while in Norway, road transport makes up nearly
50% of domestic transport performance. Interesting are also differences in the role of
waterborne transport, which is most important in Norway (ca. 45% of domestic
transport performance, excluded petroleum transport from the continental shelf to the
mainland), followed by Finland (ca. 19%) and Sweden (ca. 11%). In Denmark,
waterborne transport only plays a marginal role. Freight transport by rail, in turn, makes
up a share of about 20% of domestic transport performance in Sweden and Finland,
around 5% in Norway, and only a fraction in Denmark.

Means of reducing CO.-emissions from freight transport

Reducing transport demand

When it comes to policy measures, the first and most obvious way to reduce
CO2-emissions from freight transport is to reduce the demand for this type of transport.
Although this is no easy task in light of forecasted developments, main examples of
policy measures in this regard are taxes and duties, registration fees, zoning regulation,
and transport- and area planning. Table 1 summarizes the most important policy
instruments in the different Nordic countries.

Table 1: Summary of main policy instrument used for reducing transport demand in the different
Nordic countries

Norway Sweden Finland ‘ Denmark
Toll/road pricing + + - -
Euro vignette = + = +
Road use tax (“veibruksavgift”) on fuel + - - -
CO,-/NOx-tax on fuel + + + +
Energy tax on fuel - + + +
Emergency supply fee on fuel - - + -
Reduced tax on biofuels + + + +
One-off tax on HGVs - - - -
Environmental zones - + - +

The table illustrates that while Norway, and to some extent Sweden, employ toll/road
pricing, this is not the case in Finland and Denmark. Sweden and Denmark further use
the Euro vignette scheme for heavy HGVs as road infrastructure fee.

Fuel taxes, in turn, show both similarities and differences between the Nordic
countries. The Norwegian fuel tax has two components, a road use charge, and a
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CO.-component. In Sweden and Denmark, in turn, fuel taxes consist of an energy
component and a CO, component, and are about the same level. In Finland, the energy
and CO. components are complemented by an emergency supply fee. All Nordic
countries tax biofuels at a reduced rate compared to their fossil fuel counterparts.

Further, none of the Nordic countries charge purchasing taxes for HGVs, and any
environmental differentiation through yearly fees (Norway: vektarsavgift; Sweden and
Denmark: Euro vignette) does not yield materially different cost levels.

Finally, environmental zones are used in a number of cities in Sweden and
Denmark, but these are aimed at reducing local pollution, not CO»-emissions. Oslo and
Bergen in Norway have quite recently introduced Euro class-differentiated toll-fees,
which are also aimed at reducing local pollution.

Increasing transport mode efficiency

A second way to reduce emissions from freight transport is to improve the efficiency of
transport modes (for example by increasing vehicle capacity), improving capacity
utilization (e.g. use of consolidation centres), or better transport planning. The
(increased) use of digitalization, automatization and platooning also falls in this
category, but is harder for authorities to influence other than through facilitating
infrastructure and legal changes.

The Nordic countries show a trend of relaxing restrictions on particularly weight
and length of road vehicles. This is particularly the case for Sweden (64 tonnes, 25.25
metres) and Finland (60—76 tonnes and 22—25.25 metres, depending on the number
of axles, expected to be extended further). While a few studies suggest that this yields
efficiency improvements and cost reductions, the downside of such initiatives can be
that they make road transport more attractive compared to other modes, which may
counteract efforts to reduce transport demand or modal shift.

Modal shift

A third way to reduce CO.-emissions from freight transport is to move transport
towards modes with a higher energy efficiency per transported unit. Indeed, both the
European Commission and the Nordic countries consider it desirable to shift
(longer-distance) freight from road to rail and waterborne transport. Main policy
instruments are taxation and subsidies, as well as facilitating infrastructural measures
(terminals, sufficient infrastructural capacity, connection roads).

For Norway, the modal shift potential is estimated at 5—7 million tonnes
transported, of which 2.4 million tonnes is considered feasible. This makes up about 7%
of total domestic transport performance overall, or ca. 23% of domestic transport
performance over distances >300 km, but requires strong measures that are not always
socio-economically beneficial. Domestically, the maximum annual CO:-reduction is
limited, and estimated at 0.2 million tonnes, i.e. around 8% of total CO,-emissions from
HGVs. The main policy measures that are used to incentivize modal shift are a subsidy
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scheme for waterborne transport (“ekobonus”) and schemes to reduce delays and
cancellations for rail.

In Sweden, one policy measure to induce modal shifts is an “eco-bonus” for rail,
which was implemented in 2018. A similar “eco-bonus” for waterborne transport is
currently being discussed. When it comes to the potential of modal shift in Sweden, a
handful of studies has been carried out in somewhat more detail. Although there is a
theoretical potential for modal shifts, there are also capacity barriers, as well as
counteracting policies, such as the permission of heavier road vehicles.

In Finland, there are currently few policies in place to promote modal shift. Rather,
the opposite seems to be true, as there are indications that the relaxing of physical
restrictions for road transport has gone at the expense of the modal share of rail.
Although the share of HGV transport on long-haul trips suggests that there should be
potential for modal shift, the major commodities within Finnish longer-distance
haulage are food products and grouped goods. As the delivery of these commodities
may be time-sensitive, the potential for using rail transport may be limited. Another
aspect that hampers modal shifts from road to rail is the limited rail capacity stemming
from Finland’s largely single-track network.

For Denmark, the Danish Transport Authority estimated that the break-even
distance between rail and road in terms of costs is quite large, even without taking into
account the flexibility that road transport offers. Break-even distances are significantly
shorter if a shift to/from HGV can be avoided at one or both ends of the trip. Given
today’s insignificant share of domestic freight transport on relevant routes, it is hardly
realistic that modal shifts measures will be taken that can lead to significant reductions
in CO,-emissions from freight transport.

Transferring to fuels with lower carbon content

A fourth way to reduce emissions from freight transport is to reduce the carbon content
of fuels. Driven by the EU, all Nordic countries are stepping up biofuel blending
requirements in fossil fuels. Focus is also put on gradually increasing the share of
advanced biofuels, which are more sustainable in production.

In Norway, the modification of vehicles, ships, and filling infrastructure with more
environmentally friendly characteristics is (partially) subsidized through the ENOVA
scheme. In Sweden, it is proposed to increase financial support to domestic biogas
production, alongside some other programs improving the position of biofuels. In
Finland and Denmark, measures are currently largely limited to the blend-in
requirements. All Nordic countries employ lower fuel taxation for (pure) biofuels
compared to their fossil counterparts.

Moving towards lower-carbon vehicle technologies

A fifth way to reduce emissions from freight transport is through the adoption of
lower-carbon vehicles. At the European level, overarching standards are set for fuel
efficiency and CO.-emissions of new passenger cars and LGVs. Earlier this year, the
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European Commission further proposed an overall and legally binding 15% reduction
target for CO,-emissions in new HDVs (heavy-duty vehicles), by 2025, compared to
2019. For 2030, a preliminary target is set of 30% compared to the same base year.

As such, the European Union pushes towards more efficient conventional propulsion
and the further development of alternative propulsion technologies. For the Nordic
countries in general, a trend is visible of an increasing uptake of passenger cars with
alternative propulsion technologies, with Norway in the lead. Meanwhile, electric LGVsstill
only make up a minor share of the LGV fleet in Nordic countries, varying from 0.07% in
Finland to 0.74% in Norway. However, the absolute number of electric LGVs hasincreased
rapidly over the last few years, particularly in Norway and Sweden (Figure 2).

Figure 2: Development in number of electric LGVs and their share in the total number of LGVs in the
Nordic countries, for the period 2013—2017
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At the same time, the uptake of alternative propulsion technologies for heavier goods
vehicles is still very limited.

When it comes to freight vehicles, the most recent Norwegian National Transport
Plan sets the following ambitions:

e By 2025, all new lighter LGVs are zero-emission vehicles.

e By 2030, all new heavier LGVs and 50% of new HGVs are zero-emission vehicles,
and all urban distribution should also be virtually emission-free, emphasizing that
the phasing in will come first in the cities.

.

Despite Norway's subsidy schemes for firms and other incentives like toll exemptions

and access to public transport lanes, it seems unlikely that these ambitions will be

achieved under business-as-usual, as general instruments aimed at the forced phase-in
of low- and zero-emission vehicles, such as exemptions of purchase fees and VAT, are
much weaker means for LGVs and HGVs, than for passenger cars.
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Sweden, in turn, as its main measure employs a bonus-malus scheme incentivizing
CO.-efficient vehicles, but this only applies to passenger cars, light busses and goods
vehicles up to 3.5 tonnes, and not HDVs.

In Finland there is a EUR 2,000 purchasing subsidy in place for electric passenger
cars from 2018 to 2021, but there are no such incentives for LGVs or HGVs. A recent
study moreover found that Finland has a very limited potential for using electric trucks
compared to other countries, and that the Finnish electrification potential further varies
considerably between commodities.

Other measures

In addition to the channels described above, authorities have the possibility to influence
CO.-emissions through requirements set in public tenders or through public
procurement of goods and services. Other initiatives in multiple Nordic countries
include demonstration projects (e.g. platooning and electric roads in Sweden) intended
at reducing CO-emissions, and the establishment of knowledge and networking
platforms. Finally, Norway is working on the introduction of a so-called CO,-fund after
the model of the successful NOx-fund.

Cost-effectiveness of policy measures

Where possible, the cost-effectiveness of different policy measures is addressed in the
discussion of said measures.

For Norway, the National Transport Plan 2018-2029 is expected to reduce
CO.-emissions by around 57,000 tonnes annually (i.e. a reduction in CO»-emissions of
only 0.3% when looking at the transport sector as a whole). The Transport Plan further
states that the largest emission reductions are expected to come from developments
in technology and fuels (beyond the measures included in the plan) with a reduction of
g million tonnes CO- or around 54% of total transport emissions.

Data from ENOVA further showed that the measures giving the largest
CO.-reduction per NOK in subsidies are energy management and biogas production,
while support for electric busses and HGVs are the most expensive measures to support
compared to the expected savings in CO.. In comparison, it is cheaper to provide
support to ships per reduced unit CO.. This is largely due to the fact that projects and
measures for ships are largely about rebuilding, whereas for vehicles, measures are
largely about investment in new equipment. As there is currently still no serial
production of low- or zero-emission HDVs, this new equipment still consists of vehicles
that are rebuilt from internal combustion engines to electric powertrains.

For Sweden, specific information on cost-effectiveness is limited. Cost-benefit
analyses for infrastructural measures in the Infrastructure Plan 2018—2029 indicate an
overall negative socio-economic benefit, and CO.-emissions from the overall transport
sector are only expected to decrease by 1 percentage point, compared to if the
Infrastructure Plan is not implemented.
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For Finland, Liimatainen and Viri (2017) found that the 2030 emissions reduction
target requires a reduction of emissions from overall transport of 3 million tonnes CO.,
compared to 2005, of which freight transport is to account for about 1.1 million tonnes.
The authors estimate that this requires a reduction of o.5 million tonnes CO, through
the use of renewable diesel, 0.3 million tonnes CO. from improving the energy
efficiency of freight transport by increasing average load and decreasing empty
running, o.15 million tonnes CO. from the use of LNG and electric HGVs, and
0.13 million tonnes CO. from reducing the energy consumption of HGVs. A cost-benefit
analysis of improving the energy efficiency of HGVs and LGVs yielded a CO. abatement
cost of 161 EUR/tonne CO,, while with regard to the use of alternative energy for use in
road and waterborne freight, CO. abatement costs were found to amount to 156
EUR/tonne CO, (Liimatainen et al., 2015).

In Denmark, the Council on Climate Change’s recommended cost-effective
package of measures towards 2030 only includes one minor initiative regarding freight
transport: the promotion of natural gas (CNG) in heavy road transport. Although the
resulting reduction in CO»-emissions is expected to be rather insignificant, the initiative
is considered as preparatory step for a large-scale transition to biogas in the longer run
—in 2050. The cost-effectiveness of Danish policy measures has further been assessed
by a cross-ministerial working group. Here, it was found that only instruments
regarding taxes on driving and fuel had an estimated CO,-reduction potential of more
than 2%, while the reduction potential for the majority of other instruments lies below
0.5%. In addition, almost all instruments for the transport sector have high costs
compared to typical costs in other sectors. All in all, cost-effective achievement of the
Danish non-ETS reduction target would include hardly any initiatives focusing on
freight transport.

Finally, although they are driven by international developments, many of the policy
measures discussed in this report are primarily directed at domestic markets in the
respective Nordic countries. This means that a lack in harmonization or international
coordination can lead to unintended policy outcomes or a sub-optimal effectiveness of
policy measures due to leakages and spill-overs.

Conclusions and policy recommendations

In order for the Nordic countries to reach their CO-emission reduction targets in the
years to come, a strong trend change is needed. This report pinpoints that it is obvious
that changes must come within several areas. The policy review shows that it is difficult
to achieve a greater reduction in transport demand. The same applies to the extent to
which authorities can influence the utilization of vehicles, unless physical framework
conditions such as vehicle length and maximum permissible total weight, are increased.
The latter instrument will, however, improve the competitiveness of road compared to
rail and waterborne transport, which in turn will lead to more goods being transferred
from rail and sea, to road transport. Analyses for Norway and Sweden show that there
is a limited feasible potential for modal shifts. In Norway, the maximum feasible annual
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reduction in CO,-emissions is estimated at 0.2 million tonnes, or around 8% of total
CO.-emissions from heavy goods vehicles.

Therefore, in order to achieve agreed emission reduction targets, it is clear that a
technological change is necessary. This change may in part come from increased use of
lower-carbon fuels, such as biodiesel, biogas, and bio-ethanol, in conventional vehicles.
However, although there is still a potential to expand the supply of such biofuels, their
availability (and often price) is expected to be a bottleneck, as demand will likely
materially outweigh supply, particularly for advanced biofuels. Remaining
CO--reductions will therefore have to come from vehicles with low- or zero-emission
propulsion technologies. Currently, such vehicles are expensive, and only available to a
limited extent on the market. Particularly for heavier trucks, the few currently available
trucks are rebuilt versions of internal combustion engine vehicles, to electric
powertrains.

To achieve a change of trend, alternative solutions have to be attractive and cost-
effective compared to today'’s transport solutions. Of the above-mentioned measures,
it is primarily only increased vehicle dimensions that provide a cost-incentive in itself.
For all other measures, incentives are needed, at least in an early phase. This applies
both to freight transfers through modal shifts, but also to low-carbon fuels or
alternative propulsion systems. For vehicles using either lower-carbon fuels or
alternative propulsion systems, there is currently an additional cost element that is
either distance-dependent (biofuels) and/or time-dependent, as investment costs for
alternative propulsion vehicles are much higher than corresponding vehicles with
internal combustion engines.

Norway, which has the highest number of battery-electric vehicles of the Nordic
countries, also in terms of freight vehicles, has a rather expansive electric vehicle policy.
As pointed out in the report, the most important instruments for the phasing-in of
electric passenger vehicles, are not available for vans and trucks. In particular, this
regards exemptions of purchase taxes and VAT, which are either small or do not apply
in the case of vans and trucks, and therefore give much weaker incentives. It is therefore
important that in an early phase, instruments such as public investment support
towards additional costs, exemptions of toll charges and/or the allowance to use public
transport lanes for this type of vehicles, are used to compensate for their additional
costs. Further, environmental aspects should be receiving more weight vis-a-vis costs
aspects in public procurement. This could contribute to increasing demand towards a
critical mass, so that vehicle manufacturers will be able to start serial production, and
later large-scale production. Over time, this will help reducing the cost difference
between alternative propulsion freight vehicles, and conventional freight vehicles.

Finally, the report presents a number of examples where a lack in harmonization
and/or coordination between countries has led to unintended policy outcomes. These
examples illustrate that considering border-crossing effects and coordination to a
larger extent is important when considering new policy instruments. A greater
harmonization of policies between the Nordic countries (and other countries) may
benefit the effectiveness of policies. In this regard, the importance of evaluating
implemented policy measures should also be emphasized. To improve policy-making
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and learn from good/bad examples in other (Nordic) countries, a better understanding
of the cost-effectiveness of measures is desirable.
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1. Introduction

Both passenger cars and freight transport by road are significant causes of
CO:-emissions in the Nordic countries. Even though these countries take part in
international obligations to significantly reduce emissions from the transport sector by
2030, it appears that both traffic volumes and CO,-emissions have increased in recent
years, and are expected to keep increasing significantly in coming years. This indicates
that existing policy measures will not be sufficient to achieve climate objectives; on the
contrary, at the current rate, considerable gaps remain between CO,-emission levels in
practice, and CO.-emission objectives, for all the Nordic countries. This is particularly
the case for emissions from heavy transport, for which existing policy measures have
so far only had very modest effects on emission levels and growth rates.

Although the share of passenger cars in transport CO,-emissions is higher than of
road freight, and as such offers a larger potential for emission reductions, it is also for
passenger cars that policy measures have recently started to influence both the levels
and growth rates of CO,-emissions. The main contributors to this development have
been related to measures covering the purchase of vehicles, such as tax- and
VAT-exemptions on electric vehicles, which have resulted in an increasing share of
electric cars in new car sales (Jordal-Jgrgensen et al., 2017).

For freight transport by road however, the measures that are available for
influencing CO-emissions are much weaker. Unlike for passenger cars, there are for
example no purchase fees on HGVs?, so that these cannot be waived.

In this project, financed by NORDEN (Nordic Council of Ministers), measures for
reducing CO.-emissions from freight transport in the Nordic region, with emphasis on
road transport, are reviewed. The project covers the whole spectrum of existing policy
measures for reducing CO.-emissions from road transport. Attention is also given to
measures directed at transferring goods from road to rail and waterborne transports.
Existing measures are discussed in the context of objectives regarding CO.-emissions
in the different Nordic countries, including a discussion of costs and effectiveness,
remaining CO.-emission reduction gaps, and recommendations to fill these gaps. For
the Nordic region, the elements are also brought together in a comparative analysis.

The project has been coordinated by T@I, which also has been responsible for the
country analyses for Norway, Denmark and Iceland. Sweden and Finland are covered
by participants from VTB, IVL%, and TUTS respectively.

2 Heavy Goods Vehicle.

3 National Road and Transport Research Institute, Sweden.
4 Environmental Research Institute, Sweden.

5 Tampere University of Technology, Finland.
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The report is structured into seven chapters, including this introduction. We start
by outlining our methodological approach. This is followed by a discussion of the
international and national climate framework and objectives of the different Nordic
countries, including the role of (freight) transportin Chapter 3. In Chapter 4, we discuss
developments and forecasts for freight transport in terms of CO,-emissions, transport
volumes, modal share, and the adoption of alternative technologies. This chapter also
addresses the emission reduction gaps compared to country objectives. In Chapter s,
we discuss existing and planned policy measures in the Nordic countries by the main
channel through which they yield CO.-reductions. Where information is available, the
cost-effectiveness of these measures is also addressed. Finally, in Chapter 6 we present
conclusions, while Chapter 7 discusses policy recommendations.
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2. Methodology

2.1 Literature review

The backbone for the current project is formed by a literature and data review for the
individual Nordic countries and relevant EU policy requirements. The starting pointis a
review of which international commitments the Nordic countries are bound to in the
coming years with regard to reductions in CO.-emissions. Sources for this review are
primarily publicly available documents and reports prepared by the European
Commission and public authorities in the Nordic countries. This is further
supplemented by publicly available investigations and research reports analysing
effects of different policy measures.

The report is structured so that it first addresses the most important drivers of
transport performance and greenhouse gas emissions, followed by a discussion of
which measures authorities can use to influence the total level of CO,-emissions from
freight transport. This causal context is illustrated in simplified form in Figure 3.

Figure 3: Simplified causal context for reducing CO.-emissions from freight transport
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As seen from the figure, the demand for goods is the primary driver of emissions from
freight transport. The demand for transport is affected by both economic activity (level
of demand for goods in tonnes) and where producers and consumers are located.
Emissions from road transport further depend on the share of road transport in total
transport performance, and on physical external conditions, such as the maximum
allowed weight of a vehicle. Mode choice may be affected by accessibility to
infrastructure (road and rail infrastructure, and waterways) and terminal locations,
where the goods can be loaded onto different modes of transport. Mode choice can
also be affected by the costs of using the different modes of transport, for example fees
or taxes on fuels or usage of infrastructure. Further, total emissions are dependent on
the energy efficiency of modes and the carbon intensity of fuels.

The Nordic countries have quite a variety of freight transport patterns, linked to
their different business structures, geographic conditions, and infrastructure. For that
reason, the impact of policy instruments can differ between the countries.

Emphasis is therefore placed on a comparative analysis of means that the Nordic
countries use for reducing emissions from road transport, and for transferring freight
from road to rail and sea (modal shift). The analysis covers the full range of instruments:
economic (as fees), technical (as emission standards) and other means to stimulate
technological development that reduces CO.-emissions per tonne-km, as well as
transport and land planning.

Based on the literature review, a comparable overview and analysis is given of:

1. Climate objectives and targets.
2. Developments in CO,-emissions.
3. Developmentsin transport and traffic volumes.

4. Policy measures aimed at reducing CO.-emissions from freight transport by road.

This covers, amongst others:

a. Reducing transport demand.

b. Increasing transport mode efficiency.

c. Moving towards modes with higher energy efficiency per unit transported
(modal shift).

d. Transferring to fuels with lower carbon content.
Moving towards lower-carbon vehicle technologies.
Other measures.

2.2 Data
The data used in the analysis is mainly based on official statistics from Statistics

Norway, Statistics Sweden, Statistics Finland and Statistics Denmark. For Iceland there
are only very limited statistics available, mainly limited to CO.-emissions.
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2.3 Definitions, boundaries and limitations

Developments in transport volumes are presented for national vehicles and vessels
registered in each of the Nordic countries due to data accessibility. This can also be
explained by the fact that it is primarily for these vehicles and vessels that the
authorities have the greatest potential to exert influence. Transport volumes are also
influenced by foreign-registered vehicles and vessels, but their market access is
regulated by the EU through regulations on cabotage.

National data on CO,-emissions is primarily based on fuel sales related to all road
and rail transports, and seaborne transports between domestic ports in each country’s
territory is included. As such, climate targets for transport primarily refer to CO.-
emissions from transports fuelled in each country, and can be affected by vehicles or
vessels that mainly operate at the domestic level, but sometimes refuel abroad.

LGVs® are used for passenger transport, freight transport, and other transport
(handcraft, service, etc.), and typically in urban areas. For LGVs, there are uncertainties
related to the share of driving within freight, service, and passenger transport. The
report includes all driving with light goods vehicles, although some of it is related to
passenger transport.

Inthe report we further distinguish between vans/light trucks (maximum 3.5 tonnes
payload), hereby called light goods vehicles or LGVs, and heavy trucks (over 3.5 tonnes
payload / 7.5 tonnes total weight). The latter are defined by inclusion criteria in annual
HGV surveys, and hereby called heavy goods vehicles or HGVs.

Domestic aviation is not included in the report, since domestic aviation is part of
the European Union Emissions Trading System, rather than emission reduction
objectives for the non-ETS sector, to which most transport emissions belong.

Finally, Iceland is only discussed to a limited extent. The reason for this is that there
are only very limited statistics available, mainly limited to CO.-emissions. The main
mode of domestic freight transportation is HGV transport, with in addition probably
some coastal transport.

6 Light Goods Vehicle.
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3. Climate objectives and targets

This chapter describes objectives, regulations, targets and ambitions with regard to
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions. Firstly, we discuss the international framework
that influences and helps shape national policies and commitments. Consequently, we
discuss the emissions reduction framework for each of the Nordic countries. In both
steps, we first state overall climate objectives and then discuss what this implies, or may
imply, for emissions from transport. As such, the chapter gives an overview of the
(general and transport) emission reductions that the Nordic countries intend to
achieve, and by when.

3.1 International and EU objectives

Norway, Sweden, Finland, Denmark, Iceland, and the EU as a whole have all signed and
ratified the Paris Climate Agreement. This agreement entered into force in late 2016,
and has as main objective to limit global temperature increase to well below 2 °C, while
pursuing efforts to cap it at 1.5 °C.

The Paris Agreement, however, does not determine through which measures its
objectives are to be achieved, and does not set objectives for individual sectors of the
economy. Instead, all Parties to the Agreement will have to make national plans on how
they will reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, including quantified reduction
objectives. These plans — also known as Nationally Determined Contributions (NDCs) —
are to be updated every five years starting in 2020, and ambition levels are meant to be
increased with each update (European Commission, 2016a; NIER, 2017; UN Association
of Norway, 2018). At an overarching level, the climate objective framework is thus set
at the level of the United Nations, but the operationalization is left to the Parties
themselves.

In addition to “Paris”, the Nordic countries are influenced by the climate framework
established at the level of the European Union. The EU'’s stated objective is to achieve
areductionin GHG emissions of 40%in 2030, compared to 1990. By 2050, this reduction
should have increased to 80—95% compared to 1990 levels. In order to achieve these
objectives, efforts are subdivided into three pillars (NIER, 2017 and Norwegian
Government, 2016a):
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e Thefirst, a quota system (Emission Trading System, ETS), primarily addresses
emissions from point sources such as energy intensive industry and power plants,
as well as international aviation.” Quota ceilings are lowered year-after-year, so as
to reach the EU’s objective: to reduce emissions from this ETS-sector by 43
percent in 2030, compared to 2005.

e Thesecond, or non-ETS pillar, addresses emissions from more diffuse sources.
Most transport is included in this pillar. Here, the EU’s goal is to reduce GHG
emissions from the non-ETS sector by 30 percentin 2030, compared to 2005.
Individual Member States are attributed varying reduction objectives (from o to
40 percent) based on per capita BNP, as part of a so-called effort sharing
mechanism to achieve the overall goal. As EEA-countries, Norway and Iceland are
not automatically obliged to partake in the EU’s non-ETS efforts, but have
nevertheless expressed their intention to participate in a manner similar to regular
EU countries.

e The third, and least relevant pillar when it comes to transport, focuses on
emissions from Land Use, Land Use Change and Forestry (LULUCF).

For freight transport, the most relevant pillar is thus the non-ETS sector. However, the
framework itself does not determine how emission reductions have to be achieved, nor
how much has to be contributed by the transport sector, compared to other non-ETS
sectors. Indeed, more detailed EU objectives and ambitions are outlined in other
initiatives.

With regard to transport, a European Strategy for Low-Emission Mobility was
published in 2016 (European Commission, 2016b,c). This strategy has as main ambition
that by 2050, emissions from transport are at least 6o percent lower than in 1990, and
firmly on the path towards zero. The reasoning behind this ambition is that transport
makes up almost a quarter of Europe’s GHG emissions and in addition causes major air
pollution. Moreover, the potential of transport in emission reductions has increased.
Because over 70 percent of GHG emissions from transport stems from road transport,
the strategy puts particular emphasis on this area. In summary, the strategy sets out to
increase the efficiency of the transport system, speed up the deployment of low-
emission alternative energy for transport, and to move towards zero-emission vehicles.

More specifically for heavy vehicle road transport, the EU published a strategy for
reducing fuel consumptions and CO,-emissions in 2014 (European Commission, 2014a).
Beyond identifying the need for measures and the challenge of a knowledge gap in
measuring and monitoring fuel use and emissions, the strategy offered little concrete
compared to similar strategies for cars and LGVs.

7 International aviation is covered by the ETS. For maritime transport, the International Maritime Organization (IMO, 2018)
agreed on an “initial strategy on the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions from international shipping” in April 2018. Main
features of this strategy are 1) to have GHG emissions from international shipping peak as soon as possible, and to have
reduced them by at least 50% in 2050, compared to 2008, while pursuing efforts to achieve emission reductions consistent
with the temperature goals from the Paris Agreement; 2) to reduce CO,-emissions per unit of transport performance by at
least 40% by 2030, compared to 2008, with an intended 70% reduction by 2050.
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Other European-level initiatives contributing to shaping national policies on
reducing transport emissions, are e.g. the Renewable Energy Directive, which sets
targets for the overall use of renewable energy and its use in transport, and the Energy
Efficiency Directive, which established binding measures for reaching the EU’s 20%
energy efficiency target in 2020 (for the energy system including transport) (European
Commission, 2016b). The policy measures stemming from these initiatives will be
discussed in more detail in Chapter 5.

3.2 Norway

As described above, Norway is a Party to the Paris Agreement. In addition, Norway has
committed to the EU’s objective of reducing total emissions by 40 percent by 2030,
compared to 1990 levels, by incorporating this objective in its 2017 Climate Act. This
Act also formalizes the objective to turn Norway into a low-emission society by 2050
and defines this as an emission reduction of 80—95% compared to 1990-levels.

Part of Norwegian emission reductions is to take place through Norway's
participation in the European ETS-system?, and nearly 5o percent of Norwegian GHG
emissions come from ETS-sectors (particularly oil, gas, and industry).

With regard to non-ETS emissions, Norway intends to fully participate in the EU
reduction effort for non-ETS sectors (for the period 2021-2030). At the moment,
Norway and the EU are moving towards a finalization of a non-ETS reduction target of
40 percent in 2030, compared to 2005-levels. This implies that yearly emissions from
the non-ETS sector have to be reduced by about 11 million tonnes by 2030 (Norwegian
Parliament, 2016; Norwegian Government, 2016b, 2018a; Norwegian Environment
Agency, 2017).

Within the non-ETS sector, transport® stands for about 60 percent of emissions®,
of which in turn the largest share is made up by road transport. For these reasons, the
Norwegian Government (2016b) expects that large domestic emission reductions in the
non-ETS sector will have to come from the transport sector, and also Cicero (2017)
states that there virtually seems to be consensus that the transport sector is to
contribute with the largest emission reductions.

8 Through its EEA-membership.
9 Including fishery and construction equipment.
2 Which means roughly a third of Norwegian overall emissions.

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 27



Inthis regard, the Norwegian National Transport Plan sets more detailed objectives
and ambitions, the most relevant of which are presented below (Norwegian
Government, 2016b):

e Thetransport sector is to contribute a sufficient share in light of the Paris
Agreement and Norway'’s climate objectives for 2030.

e By 2025, all new smaller LGVs are to be zero-emission vehicles.

e By 2030, all new larger LGVs and 5o percent of new HGVs* are to be zero-
emission vehicles.

e By 2030, goods distribution in the largest city centres should be virtually emission-
free.

o Facilitate modal shift from road to rail/water for longer-distance freight transport.

e Contribute to reductions in GHG emissions from freight transport by stimulating
the adoption of environmentally-friendly technologies, alternative fuels, and
improving efficiency within transport and logistics. Much emphasis is put on
stimulating faster adoption of new technologies.

The transport plan is less concrete on how these ambitions are to be achieved or which
instruments are to be employed. An extensive overview of existing and potential policy
measures is therefore given in Chapter 5.

3.3 Sweden

In 2017, the Swedish Parliament decided to implement a climate policy framework with
an overall objective to reduce net emissions of greenhouse gases to zero, by 2045. The
framework consists of a Climate Act (Swedish Government, 2017) that entered into
force on the 1st of January 2018, a set of climate objectives, and the establishment of a
climate political board. Emission reduction objectives are also part of the Swedish
national environmental objectives, particularly through the environmental quality
objective “"Reduced Climate Impact” (Miljomal, 2018).

With regard to non-ETS emission reductions in general, Sweden partakes in the
EU’s abovementioned effort to reduce non-ETS emissions by 30 percent in 2030,
compared to 2005 levels. As part of the European effort sharing mechanism, Sweden
has been attributed a larger-than-average objective of reducing its non-ETS emissions
by 40 percent (European Commission, 2018a).

For the transport sector specifically — which stands for about half of Swedish non-
ETS emissions — the current Swedish target is that by 2030, emissions from domestic
transport (excl. aviation) have been reduced by at least 70 percent compared with 2010
(Swedish Ministry of the Environment and Energy, 2017; Swedish Environmental

1 Heavy Goods Vehicle.
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Protection Agency, 2017). This target entails that emissions from transport may not
exceed 5.9 million tonnes of CO.-equivalents* by 2030 (National Institute of Economic
Research, 2017) and implies that transport is expected to play a larger than proportional
share compared to other non-ETS sectors.

3.4 Finland

In Finland, the 2015 Climate Act aims to reduce overall greenhouse gas emissions by 8o
percent by 2050, compared with 1990-levels. Should other targets be set though
binding international agreements or legislation at the EU-level, Finnish emission
reduction targets will be adjusted accordingly.

In addition to ETS obligations, Finland’s non-ETS contribution as part of the EU’s
effort sharing mechanismis set to a reduction of 39 percent compared to 2005 non-ETS
emissions (European Commission, 2018a).

None of the abovementioned objectives include specific targets for the transport
sector. However, there is a target for reducing emissions from the transport sector by
50 percent by 2030, compared to 2005 levels. This transport-specific objective was set
in the Government Report on Medium-term Climate Change - Policy Plan for 2030
(Finnish Ministry of the Environment, 2017) and in the National Energy and Climate
Strategy for 2030 (Finnish Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment, 2017). Similar
to Sweden, thisimplies that the transport sector is attributed a larger than proportional
reduction task compared to other non-ETS sectors.

The Energy and Climate Strategy further states that the transport sector should
have “very low emissions” in the long-term. In April 2018, the Finnish Ministry of
Transport and Communications established a task force with the task of identifying and
evaluating measures for making transport carbon-free by 2045.

When zooming in on freight transport, Finland does not have specific emission
reduction targets. Consequently, there are practically no specific measures for reducing
CO;-emissions from road freight. To illustrate the potential role of freight transport, we
therefore turn to estimations by Liimatainen et al. (2015) and Liimatainen and Viri
(2017). These authors find that the emission reduction targets for the transport sector
imply that CO.-emissions must be reduced by ca. 3 million tonnes compared to baseline
levels for the sector as a whole, of which freight transport should contribute about
1.1 million tonnes.

Similarly, cumulative emission reductions between 2015-2050 should amount to
approximately 68 million tonnes CO,, with freight transport accounting for about 21.5
million tonnes.

12 Domestic transport emissions (excl. aviation) in 2010 equalled 19.5 million tonnes CO,-eq.
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3.5 Denmark

In June 2014, Denmark adopted a Climate Change Act (Danish Energy Agency, 2018a).
The Act sets the goal that Denmark must transition to a low-carbon society by 2050 and
become independent of fossil energy. This goal is in line with the EU’s political objective
to reduce CO.-emissions by 80—95% by 2050, compared to 1990. For 2020, the Danish
target is to achieve a 40% reduction in overall CO.-emissions. This is estimated to be
achieved without further initiatives (Danish Energy Agency, 2018b, p. 15).

So far, Denmark has not officially adopted emission reduction targets for the
transport sector specifically. A Government Roadmap for achieving the non-ETS
objectives for 2030 is expected to be published in autumn this year, and to also include
transport-related initiatives.

For the time being, Denmark’s short- and medium-term objectives and targets for
CO: reductions from transport therefore largely follow the EU’s country-specific
2030-targets for the non-ETS-sector. This non-ETS-sector includes national transport
emissions, and Denmark’s non-ETS-target is a 39 percent reduction in CO,-emissions
by 2030, compared to 2005-levels (European Commission, 2018a). This goal is
operationalised as a linear reduction path from 2020 to 2030. In practice, the target
functions as a ceiling for the total emissions during the ten-year period.

The only specific target for transport is a renewable energy share of 10% in 2020.
However, this target is a point target, which entails that it could be achieved by a
temporary increase of the blend-in of biofuels in petrol and diesel.

3.6 Iceland

In 2007, the Icelandic government adopted a climate change strategy which set forth a
long-term vision for the reduction of net emissions of GHGs by 50—75% by the year
2050, compared to 1990 levels. In 2010, the climate strange strategy was followed by
an Action Plan for climate change mitigation. This Action Plan built on an expert study
on mitigation potential and costs from 2009, thereby taking account of the 2007
strategy and likely international commitments.

In November 2010, the Icelandic government adopted a Climate Change Action
Planin order to execute the strategy. In November 2017 a new government took office.
In its governmental agreement there is a focus on climate issues, and the following
statements are set forth:

e Iceland shall reduce greenhouse gas emission by 40% before 2030.

e Iceland isto be carbon neutral no later than 2040.

e Anew action plan will be published with defined and financed projects.
e Aclimate committee will be established.

e All sectors of the society are to be included in the actions to be taken.

e Increased focus will be put on the effects of climate change on the oceans.
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e New concessionary investment agreements are to be in accordance with climate
strategy.

e The carbon tax will be revised.

In 2012, Iceland published its first yearly progress report in which GHG-emissions and
removals were compared with the goals put forward in the Action Plan. In 2015, an
agreement was concluded between the European Union (EU), its Member States, and
Iceland, concerning Iceland’s participation in the joint fulfilment of commitments of the
Union, the Member States, and Iceland, in the second commitment period of the Kyoto
Protocol. Herein the Parties agree to fulfil their quantified emission limitation and
reduction commitments for the second commitment period inscribed in the third
column of Annex B to the Kyoto Protocol jointly.

3.7 Summary

All the Nordic countries have signed and ratified the Paris Climate Agreement and are
therefore obliged to contribute to the main objective, which is to limit global
temperature increase to well below 2 °C above pre-industrial levels, while pursuing
efforts to cap it at 1.5 °C.

In addition, the Nordic Countries are influenced by the climate framework
established at the level of the European Union. The EU’s goal is to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions from the non-ETS sector by 30 percent in 2030, compared to 2005. Most
transport is included in this sector. As a part of a so-called effort sharing mechanism,
individual Member States are attributed varying reduction objectives based on per
capita BNP, resulting in slightly different targets for the Nordic countries: While
Sweden is attributed a 40% reduction target, the target for Finland and Denmark is a
39% reduction. As EEA-countries, Norway and Iceland are not automatically obliged to
partake in the EU’s non-ETS efforts, but have nevertheless expressed their intention to
participate in a manner similar to reqgular EU countries.

Neither the “Paris” or EU frameworks establish how emission reductions have to be
achieved, and thus national plans and reduction objectives are needed. During the last
five years, all the Nordic countries have implemented Climate Acts outlining a set of
climate objectives towards 2050. Common for all the Nordic Climate Acts is the
objective to turn the countries into low-emission societies by 2050.

When it comes to specific objectives for emission reductions from the transport
sector overall, there are some differences between the Nordic countries that are worth
noticing. Sweden and Finland have set ambitious objectives through official
statements, aiming at 70% and 50% reductions in CO,-emissions by 2030, compared to
2010 and 2005 respectively. Norway has stated that the transport sector is to contribute
a “sufficient share” in light of the Paris Agreement and Norway'’s climate objective for
2030. At the moment, Norway and the EU are moving towards a finalization of a non-
ETS reduction target of 40 percent in 2030, compared to 2005-levels. Denmark has not
officially adopted emission reduction targets for the transport sector, but a
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Government Roadmap for achieving the non-ETS objectives for 2030 is expected to be
published in late 2018.

When looking at freight transport specifically, none of the Nordic countries have
specific emission reduction targets. Nevertheless, it is worth noticing that Norway has
set some ambitious objectives for the sector through its National Transport Plan, most
notably that by 2025 all new lighter LGVs are to be zero-emission vehicles, and by 2030,
all new heavy LGVs and 50% of new HGVs are to be zero-emission vehicles. In addition,
goods distribution in the largest city centres is to be virtually emission-free by 2030.
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4. Developments in freight transport

Now that we have discussed the EU and the Nordic countries’ GHG-reduction targets
for 2030, we turn to a discussion of developments in CO.-emissions and the underlying
freight transport.

4.1 CO,-emissions

4.1.1 European Union

At the EU level, emissions from transport® make up around 23% of total
CO»-emissions.* Road transport makes up the lion’s share, with over 70% of transport
emissions (European Commission, 2016c).

While a declining trend is reported for transport emissions in the EU as a whole,
forecasts indicate that with current trends and adopted policies, EU-wide emissions from
transport will only be 12% lower in 2030 than in 2005, compared to the 30% reduction
target for the non-ETS sector (European Commission, 2016b). Meanwhile, emissions
from heavy-duty vehicles (including freight HGVs) are projected to keep increasing
materially towards 2030 due to increases in transport demand (European Commission,
2018b). Allin all, the European Commission therefore recognizes that a sizable reduction
gap exists and that “current transport policies need to be reinforced to ensure the
achievement of the EU’s 2030 targets” (European Commission, 2016b, p.24).

4.1.2 Norway

For Norway, we start by illustrating developments in CO,-emissionsin the ETS and non-
ETS sector, for the period 1990—-2016 (Figure 4).

13 Excluding international maritime transport.
 |.e. emissions included in the ETS and emissions outside the ETS (where transport emissions make up roughly a third of
emissions).
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Figure 4: Development in Norwegian carbon emissions from the ETS and non-ETS sector for the period
1990-2016. In million tonnes CO,-equivalents
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Source: Adapted from the Norwegian Environment Agency (2017).

It can be seen that non-ETS emissions make up just over half of total emissions and
amounted to about 27.5 million tonnes in 2016. This constitutes a decrease of 0.7%
compared to the 2005 baseline for Norway’s non-ETS reduction target for 2030
(Norwegian Environment Agency, 2017).

As part of the non-ETS sector, statistics on CO.-emissions from transport are
collected from Statistics Norway (2017a)*, with Figure 5 illustrating developments for
different freight segments.

15 A more detailed assignment to transport segments (e.g. heavy HGVs and busses) has been carried out by TOI, based on
historical shares in vehicle-km’s.
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Figure 5: Development in Norwegian CO.-emissions from different freight transport segments, for the
period 1990-2016. In 1,000 tonnes
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As can be seen from the figure, total emissions from freight transport have shown a
modest decrease in recent years and reached ca. 5.7 million tonnes in 2016.% Although
this is about the same level as the 2005 baseline, the role of different modes changed
significantly over the last decade. CO,-emissions from rail, for example, have been and
remain only marginal. Emissions from waterborne transport, however, show a decrease
from 2010, followed by a stabilization around the current level of 1.65 tonnes, i.e. a
significant reduction since 2005.

Meanwhile, CO.-emissions from road transport show a clear upward trend. In 2016,
HGVs emitted nearly 2.5 million tonnes of CO,, an increase of 68% compared to 1990,
or 8% compared to the 2005 non-ETS baseline. LGVs, in turn, emitted almost 1.5 million
tonnes of CO:in 2016, which constitutes an increase of 120% compared to 1990, or 13%
compared to 2005. Of all mobile sources, road freight also stands for the largest
absolute increases in CO.-emissions (Norwegian Association of Heavy Equipment
Contractors, 2016).

The above raises the question whether (freight) transport will be able to “contribute
its sufficient share in light of the Paris Agreement and Norway'’s climate objectives for
2030”. Applying the 40% non-ETS reduction target directly to freight transport implies
that emissions should be below 3.40 million tonnes CO. in 2030, which would require a
reduction of 2.3 million tonnes compared to 2016.

With regard to forecasts for CO,-emissions, we chose to use several sources. For
road transport, we use Fridstrem and @stli (2016), whose report is based on National
Transport Plan projections for transport performance and mileage (Hovi et al., 2017),

6 For perspective, this means that in 2016. freight transport stood for nearly 35% of emissions from transport overall (incl.
fishery and construction equipment), i.e. about 20% of overall non-ETS emissions.
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and models developments in CO»-emissions for different scenarios.”” Under the trend
scenario (business-as-usual), CO,-emissions from LGVs are expected to decrease to 1.2
million tonnes by 2030, while emissions from HGVs are projected to increase to nearly
2.9 milliontonnes. For road freight, this gives anincrease of over 13% compared to 2005
levels, rather than a decrease.

For waterborne transport, DNV-GL (2014) projects that CO.-emissions will reach
4.0 million tonnes by 2030. This is an increase of 18% from their estimated level of
3.4 milliontonnesin 2015. The emission level in 2030 is a reference level, where only the
Energy Efficiency Design Index for new ships is taken into account. However, DNV-GL's
estimates are much higher than Statistics Norway's estimates for 2015, which is due to
different methods. Data from Statistics Norway is based on fuel sales, while DNV-GL
bases its calculations on ship tracking information (AlS-data). These estimates include
cargo vessels, passenger vessels, fishing boats and vessels related to the petroleum
activity toffrom and at the Continental Shelf, that are also included in Statistics
Norway's numbers, except for fishing boats (which form a separate category). Another
report by DNV-GL (2016) illustrates that the main emissions from waterborne transport
are related to passenger vessels and petroleum-related activity. Only a minor share is
related to domestic freight vessels.

For rail transport, CO.-emissions are marginal, and forecasted to make up less than
50,000 tonnes CO, by 2030, i.e. only slightly over their 2005 level.

4.1.3 Sweden

For Sweden, statistics on CO,-emissions are published by Statistics Sweden (2017a and
2017b), building on inputs from the Swedish Environmental Protection Agency.*® Based
on these statistics, Figure 6 illustrates how domestic CO.-emissions from different
freight segments have developed over time. It should be noted that especially the
figures for vans/LGVs and water transport also comprise passenger transports.

17 With a focus on developments in the total fleet following the replacement of conventional vehicles and the uptake of
lower-emission vehicles.

18 The most important (observation) variable for CO,.emissions from domestic transport in Sweden is sold fuel volumes.
Fuel data are taken from the surveys “Monthly fuel statistics” and “Deliveries of vehicle gas”. The distribution of the
delivered fuel volumes (for mobile combustion) between the different modes of transport and vehicle types is derived by
using a number of models. The CO,.emissions are calculated on the basis of distributed fuel volumes and national
emissions factors. Emissions of methane and nitrous oxide are predominantly calculated by models, that comprise several
other auxiliary and observation variables, e.g. emission factors, heat values (varmevarden), mileage and various variables
describing combustion and purification technologies.
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Figure 6: Development in Swedish CO.-emissions from different freight transport segments, for the
period 1990-2016. In 1,000 tonnes
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It can be seen that total Swedish CO.-emissions from these transports decreased
significantly in recent years, falling below 5 million tonnes, after peaking at around
6.5 million tonnes in 2010. Trucks/heavy HGVs are responsible for the majority of these
CO.-emissions, while domestic waterborne and rail transport*® stand for a minor part
of emissions. The overall decrease in emissions can be largely attributed to emission
reductions for trucks/heavy HGVs, which is caused by the relatively low increase in
vehicle-kilometres and the high share of different types of biofuels. In 2017, for
example, the biodiesel share was about 25% (interview with Hakan Johansson, Swedish
Transport Administration).>® Meanwhile, emissions from vans/LGVs and ships only
decreased very modestly in recent years. Due to uncertain input data, specific figures
need to be treated cautiously.

These developments beg the question whether Sweden is on the path to achieve
its 2030 climate objective. For this, we look at the official CO.-emissions forecast
published by the Swedish Environmental Protection Agency (2017). This forecast
assumes that the policy instruments that existed in 2016 exist until 2030, and that the
official freight transport forecasts from the Swedish Transport Administration (2017a)
are followed.”* The forecast does not distinguish between passenger and freight
transport, but looks at the 16.3 million tonnes CO. in the transport sector overall, in
2016 (while Figure 6 shows that around 30% of these emissions came from freight
transports).

The (base) forecast predicts that in 2030, CO,-emissions from domestic transport
will still be around 13 million tonnes, where the objective is 5.9 million tonnes. Even
when looking at the Environmental Agency’s most positive scenarios for both decided
and planned policies, a reduction gap of 1 to 3 million tonnes CO. remains. However,

9 The rail network is nearly entirely electrified.
200n 13 June, 2018.
2 See the discussion on developments in Swedish domestic transport performance in section 4.2.2.
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given the lack of distinction between freight and passenger transport, no indication is
given about how much of this gap should be attributed to freight transport.

The 2030-secretariat (2018) does make an attempt at estimating the gap for heavy
HGVs and estimates that the reduction gap for 2030 is around 72%. However, due to
uncertainties in the data, such as the level of fossil free fuel for freight and the distance
driven by the vehicles®?, the gap estimation might be misleading.

4.1.4 Finland

For Finland, official figures on developments in CO-emissions are model-based. As
such, both the developments and forecasts discussed in this section, use the same
approach.

Emissions from road transport are based on the LIPASTO model for calculations of
exhaust emissions and energy use in Finland (VTT, 2016a,b). The LIPASTO model bases
its calculations on the official forecast for vehicle mileage (Finnish Transport Agency,
2014), which builds on expert views regarding GDP development, the transport
intensity of various sectors of the economy, modal splits, and vehicle loading. As such,
it forecasts a 17% increase in HGV mileage from 2012 to 2050. Hereby it takes into
account the expected modal shift from rail to road and increases in average loads due
to allowing 76t vehicles in 2013, but not any possible effects of allowing longer vehicles,
which is planned in 2018, i.e. it is a “frozen policy” forecast.

Similarly, the CO,-emissions forecast s also a “frozen policy” forecast, as it takes into
account the increasing biodiesel shares required by law until 2020, and then freezes the
share at this level (13.5% of energy is biodiesel and has zero emissions for the
period 2020—2050). Developments with regard to fuel consumption and the share of
electric HGVs are “business as usual” forecasts based on expert views by VTT. Even by
2050, the share of electric HGVs is assumed to be very small (5,279 vehicles or 6%) in
the underlying vehicle fleet forecast (VTT, 2016c¢).

The LIPASTO model also provides figures for emissions from rail and waterborne
transport (VTT, 2012—-2016-a and -b respectively). However, the share of freight
transport has not been forecasted separately further back than 2012 (for rail) or at all
(for waterborne transport). For waterborne transport, half of emissions is therefore
assigned to freight, based on an estimation from the Finnish expert author.

Figure 7 shows the development in domestic CO.-emissions from different freight
segments for Finland.

22 Assumption for fossil free fuel use for HGVs is based on the share of fossil free fuels in the whole road sector, which is
probably an overestimation. There is also uncertainty in distance driven by HGVs. Current methods are also less accurate
w.r.t. measuring distances driven by foreign HGVs on Swedish roads; see: http://2030.miljobarometern.se/nationella-
indikatorer/index/fossil-energianLGVdning-i-nya-tunga-lastbilar-h3/info2/
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Figure 7: Development in Finnish CO.-emissions from different freight transport segments, for the
period 1990-2016. In 1,000 tonnes
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The figure clearly illustrates that road transport, and particularly HGVs, make up the lion’s
share of emissions from freight transport. In 2016, overall CO.-emissions from freight
amounted to nearly 5 million tonnes, of which over 3.5 million tonnes came from HGVs,
and over 1 milliontonnes from LGVs. While LGVs are showing a relatively stable or slightly
decreasing trend, the picture is somewhat less clear for HGVs, where emissions peaked
right before the economic crisis, but have shown some variation after that.

The above begs the question how Finland is doing with respect to its 2030
objectives. As mentioned, the official Finnish forecasts on CO.-emissions use the same
model as for the historical data discussed above. In this model, CO,-emissions from
HGVs are projected to remain at around the same level, all the way to 2050 (despite the
abovementioned 17% expected increase in vehicle mileage). For LGVs, emissions are
expected to decrease slowly but steadily, from around 1 million tonnes CO,, to 0.7
million tonnes in 2050. Meanwhile, LGVs and HGVs together are projected to make up
emissions of 3.6 million tonnes CO.in 2030, compared to 4.5 million tonnesin 2005, i.e.
a reduction of just over 20 percent.

For waterborne and rail — both only making up a minor share of CO»-emissions —
forecasts do not allow us to distinguish between passenger and freight transport, which
was possible for the historical figures.

The above suggests that a sizable reduction gap exists given Finland’s objectives to
reduce non-ETS emissions by 39% and emissions from the transport sector overall, by
50%, all for the period 2005-2030.
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4.1.5 Denmark

For Denmark, official statistics on developments in CO.-emissions from road come
from detailed underlying data sets from the “Basisfremskrivning 2018” (Danish Energy
Agency, 2018b and 2018c). As such, they are model-based.> Emissions from
waterborne and rail transport build on own calculations based on energy consumption
projections from the same “Basisfremskrivning”.>

In 2017, transport accounted for about 28% of total national CO.e-emissions.
About a fourth of these transport emissions from national transport is caused by freight
transport.

Figure 8 illustrates how Danish domestic CO.-emissions from different freight
segments developed over time.

Figure 8: Development in Danish CO..emissions from different freight transport segments, for the
period 2005-2017. In 1,000 tonnes
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The figure shows that in Denmark, overall CO,-emissions from freight transport
decreased markedly from the onset of the financial crisis, but started increasing again
slightly from 2014. By 2017, Danish freight emissions amounted to 4.18 million tonnes
CO., just under half of which stemming from LGVs. Emissions from HGVs follow at
around 1.6 million tonnes, while waterborne and rail transport stand for considerably

23 The fundamental principle behind these statistics is that they are consistent with the Danish Energy Agency’s official data
on Denmark’s energy consumption and emissions as published in its yearly energy statistics. Hence, national figures for
import and production of energy sources (coal, petrol, diesel, natural gas, wood etc.) for historical years are allocated to
sectors and further split into sub-sectors, e.g. for transport road, railway, sea and aviation, and further ton passenger and
freight vehicles. Model calculations are calibrated to fit with these figures for the latest available year. Most published data
is aggregated for transport modes as a whole, while we use more detailed underlying data to distinguish between
passenger and freight transport.

24 Assuming 78.6 and 74.1 tonnes CO, per TJ for fuel oil and diesel, respectively (Danish Energy Agency, 2018d).
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lower emissions. Remarkable compared to the other Nordic countries is the dominating
of LGVs compared to HGVs.

Official forecasts on CO.-emissions, too, are based on data from the Danish Energy
Agency (2018b), with “Basisfremskrivning 2018” being the most recent publication. The
purpose of these annually updated forecasts is to form a basis for an assessment of whether
Denmark’s energy and climate targets will be reached within the framework of current
regulation and without further initiatives (“frozen policy” assumption). It is assumed that no
new energy policy measures are adopted and that all existing taxes will remain the same
(except for measures already decided or measures that will expire implicitly). Biofuel shares
at petrol and diesel pumps are fixed at current levels (i.e. E5 and By).

However, “frozen policy” only applies to the field of (Danish) energy and climate
policies. Hence, projections of transport volumes use assumptions on the most likely
development of factors influencing transport demand: e.g. demographics, per capita
GDP, world market energy prices and investments in transport infrastructure. In
comparison, only infrastructure projects that have already been decided are taken into
account in the basic projection used for transport appraisals. Traffic volumes are
projected by using the national traffic model (LTM).25

Figure g illustrates the resulting forecast of CO.-emissions towards 2030, taking
into account the assumptions discussed above.

25 For HGVs and LGVs, energy consumption and CO,-emissions are calculated from traffic volumes based on the following:
- Today'’s traffic volumes are allocated to the 2018 vehicle fleet by vehicle type and age category.

- The age composition of the future vehicle fleet is determined using an age model with scrappage rates and the uptake of
new vehicles matching each years’ traffic volumes.

- The energy efficiency for new vehicles is expected to develop along the projections in Danish Energy Agency (2016).

- W.r.t. fuel use, it is assumed that in a frozen policy scenario, HGVs will still largely be using diesel in 2030. Electric and
hydrogen HGVs are both expected to make up less than 1% of vehicle sales in 2030. The potential for gas (CNG and LNG) is
expected to be significant. However, if no tax driven price differential relative to diesel (HGVs or fuels) is established, the
operational costs for gas driven vehicles is expected to continue to remain slightly higher than is the case for diesel.
Consequently, the share of gas is projected to be about 0.1% of total energy consumption by HGVs and LGVs in 2030.
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Figure 9: Forecast for Danish CO.-emissions from different freight transport segments, for the period
2016-2030. In 1,000 tonnes
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The figure and underlying data show that emissions from freight transport are expected
to remain rather stable towards 2030, as without additional policies, expected fuel
efficiency improvements will approximately counterbalance increasing transport
volumes.

For the different modes, the already low emissions from rail are forecasted to move
towards zero, while also waterborne transport is expected to reduce emissions, albeit
only by a small amount. Meanwhile, emissions from LGVs and HGVs are expected to
increase by ca. 2.5% and 9% respectively.

We saw in Chapter 3 that Denmark has not officially adopted reduction targets for
the transport sector or freight specifically, but that a Government Roadmap including
the transport sector is expected this autumn. Although emissions from freight
transport decreased between 2005 and 2014, this decrease has recently turned into a
slight increase. The discussed forecasts also point to a slight but further increase
towards 2030. As such, freight transport is expected to contribute only a 16% reduction
in CO,-emissions by 2030 compared to 2005 levels. Without substantial additional
political incentives, this implies a reduction gap of 23% or about 1.2 million tonnes CO,
compared to non-ETS reduction objectives.

4.1.6 Iceland

InIceland, emissions from fuel combustion in the energy sector accounted for 39.8% of
the total GHG emissions in 2016 (Environment Agency of Iceland, 2018). Emissions
from transport have significantly increased since 1990 (by 57%), whilst emissions from
energy industries, fishing and manufacturing industries and construction have
decreased (-84%, -47% and -33%, respectively). This is illustrated in Figure 10.
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Figure 10: Development in total GHG-emissions from the Icelandic energy sector, for the period
1990-2016. In 1,000 tonnes CO.e
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Source: Adopted from the Environment Agency of Iceland (2018).

Emissions from the transport sector have increased by over half across the time series.
The largest increase in emissions comes from road transport, which has increased by
75% since 1990, owing to an increase in the number of cars per capita, increased
mileage, and, until 2007, an increase in larger vehicles. We have not found decomposed
emission figures for passenger cars and goods vehicles. Since 1990, the vehicle fleet in
Iceland has increased significantly. Also, the Icelandic population has grown by 30%
from 1990 to 2016. Emissions from road vehicles peaked in 2007 and had decreased by
9.4% by 2015. Emissions rose again between 2015 and 2016 (+8.9%), limiting the
emissions reduction since 2007 to only 1.4%. In recent years, however, more fuel-
efficient vehicles have been imported — a change compared to the trend between
2002-2007, when larger vehicles were imported. Emissions from both domestic flights
and navigation have declined since 1990. This decrease in navigation and aviation has
compensated for rising emissions in the transport sector to some extent.

4.2  Transport volumes and modal shares

After looking at developments in, and forecasts for CO,-emissions, we now turn to a
discussion of underlying developments in freight transport, such as transport volumes
and modal shares, in the Nordic Countries.

4.2.1 Norway

For Norway, data on transport performance for freight transport is collected from
Farstad (2018) and supplemented with complementary data.
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Figure 11 illustrates the development of domestic transport performance, for
different modes, over the period 2000-2016. Data in this section exclude waterborne
petroleum transport from the continental shelf to the Norwegian mainland.

Figure 11: Development of domestic transport performance of different transport modes in Norway,
for the period 2000-2016. In million tonne-km's
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The figure shows that in terms of domestic transport performance, road and
waterborne transports are dominant modes in Norway, while rail transport plays only a
modest role. Transport by air takes a marginal place. Further, the figure shows that
transport by road and water has been increasing significantly since the start of the
century. Transport performance for rail, on the other hand, is currently only slightly
higher than in 2000, with a fall around 2009/2010. Altogether, however, it is clear that
total Norwegian domestic transport performance has increased materially.

Figure 12 shows the same developments, but now in percentage of total transport
performance, i.e. it gives a clear view of developments in modal shares performance.
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Figure 12: Development in modal shares of different transport modes in domestic transport
performance in Norway, for the period 2000-2016
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From this figure, it can be seen that the division across modes remains relatively stable
over time. With between 45-50%, road and water make up roughly equal shares, and
together stand for the lion’s share in total domestic transport performance. Rail
transport, averaging a share of roughly 6—7% in the years 2000, in recent year makes up
a share of around 4-5%.

Forecasts by Hovi et al. (2017, p.24) indicate that Norwegian domestic transport
performance will increase by on average 1.5% peryear overthe period 2016—-2050. Road
stands for the strongest increase (2% yearly), followed by rail (1.8%), while the increase
for waterborne transport is expected to be more modest (0.9% yearly). The forecasts
consider already decided infrastructural measures and effects of existing and planned
measures.

4.2.2 Sweden

In Sweden, statistics on domestic transport performance of different modes are
available through Transport Analysis (2017a).

Figure 13 illustrates the development of domestic transport performance for
different modes, over the period 2000-2016.
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Figure 13: Development of domestic transport performance of different transport modes in Sweden,
for the period 2000-2016. In million tonne-km’s
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This figure shows that transport performance increased between the start of the
century, and until the onset of the financial crisis. This increase was strongest for road
transport, followed by rail transport. Between 2008 and 2009, however, all modes
experienced a marked fall. Forroad, a recovery seems to have started in 2013, but might
partially have been caused by an adjustment of statistics. For rail and waterborne
transport, in turn, a slight recovery between 2009—2010 was followed by a slow
downward trend towards 2016.

Figure 14 shows the same developments, but now in percentage of total transport
performance, i.e. it gives a clear view of developments in modal shares performance.
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Figure 14: Development in modal shares of different transport modes in domestic transport
performance in Sweden, for the period 20002016
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This figure shows that despite variations in absolute transport performance, modal
shares in Swedish freight transport were rather stable between 2000—2013, after which
road transport increased somewhat at the expense of rail and waterborne transport.
Currently, road stands for around 66% of total domestic transport performance. With
well over 20% over time, the Swedish rail share is considerably higher than in Norway,
while the Swedish share for waterborne transport (currently 11-12%) is considerably
lower.

Forecasts by the Swedish Transport Administration (2017a) predict that Swedish
transport performance will increase by on average 1.8% per year between 2012 and
2040, with the following expected annual increases per mode: heavy HGVs (1.8%),
waterborne transport (1.9%), rail (1.5%).2° This forecast assumes that the transport
infrastructure is developed in line with the draft of the Swedish Infrastructure plan
2018-2019 and excludes investments after that period. Further assumptions relevant
to freight are: a) increased fuel taxes for road transport from 2016, b) higher costs for
sea transport due to more stringent sulphur requirements, and c) year-by-year
increasing rail track charges until 2020.

4.2.3 Finland

For Finland, we gathered data on transport performance for road from Statistics
Finland (2018), and for rail and waterborne freight transport, from the Finnish Transport
Agency (2017 and 2018a).

26 |t should be noted that this regard both international and domestic transports, and that the rates of increase are higher
for the former.
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Figure 15 illustrates the development of domestic transport performance in
Finland, for different modes. Unlike for Norway and Sweden, time series for rail only
start in 2006, while air transport, which also in Finland only plays a marginal role, is not

included in the figure.

Figure 15: Development of domestic transport performance of different transport modes in Finland, for
the period 2001-2016. In million tonne-km’s
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The figure shows that in Finland, road transport stands for the lion’s share of domestic
transport performance, but shows remarkable year-to-year variations. As for Norway
and Sweden, a particular decrease is visible around the onset of the financial crisis. This
is followed by a modest recovery in 2010, a gradual but significant decrease until 2014,
and a material recovery over the past few years.

Transport performance for rail, in turn, also decreased around the onset of the
crisis, but to a lesser extent. After a minor recovery in 2010, transport performance fell
gradually back to 2009-levels.

Figure 16 shows how the above translates into modal shares.
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Figure 16: Development in modal shares of different transport modes in domestic transport
performance in Finland, for the period 2006-2016
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The figure shows that in Finland, road transport makes up the largest share, at around
74% in recent years. The share of rail has remained relatively stable between around
19-21%, while waterborne transport makes up just under 10 percent of total Finnish
domestic transport performance. After allowing 76t HGVs in 2013, there has been a
declining trend in the share of rail, and an increasing share of road transport.

Road freight performance is forecasted to increase from its 2012 level by 7% by
2020, 11% by 2030, 18% by 2040 and 29% by 2050. Hence, the road transport
performance would be 25.7 billion tkm in 2030 and 29.6 billion tkm in 2050, and total
freight transport around 36 billion tkm in 2030 and 42 billion tkm in 2050 Finnish
Transport Agency, 2014). However, in reality, transport performance already grew
beyond the forecasted 2030 level in 2017 (26.3 billion tkm). Road freight share was
forecasted to grow by 3 percentage points between 2012-2050, but the share had
already increased by g percentage points in 2012—2017. Hence, the forecast made
before any knowledge of the HGV weight increase can be seen to be outdated.

4.2.4 Denmark

For Denmark, data on transport volumes by road, rail, and water are gathered from
Statistics Denmark’s publications on freight transport (2017a). We gathered data for
domestic/national freight transport.

Figure 17 illustrates the development of domestic transport performance in
Denmark, for different modes. Unlike for the other Nordic countries, statistics for road
transport only cover HGVs with a total weight of over 6 tonnes, so that LGVs are not
included in the figure.
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Figure 17: Development of domestic transport performance of different transport modes in Denmark,
for the period 2000-2016. In million tonne-km’s

14000
12000
10000
8000
6000
4000

2000

e R0ad Rail Water

The figure shows that Danish domestic transport performance is dominated by road
transport, even when not including LGVs. Since the start of the century, road transport
increased until the financial crisis, which caused a sudden and sharp decrease. From
2009 onwards, however, transport performance by heavy HGVs increased again; by
2016, the level was almost 18% higher than in 2000.

For waterborne transport, time series only start in 2007. After a decrease until 2009,
domestic transport performance by ship stabilized in recent years. Rail, in turn, only
stands for a modest transport performance. Even so, it more than halved since 2000.

Figure 18 shows the same developments, but now in percentage of total transport
performance, i.e. it gives a clear view of developments in modal shares performance.
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Figure 18: Development in modal shares of different transport modes in domestic transport
performance in Denmark, for the period 2007-2016
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This figure confirms that road is the dominating mode in Denmark. Even without
including LGVs?, its share increased from roughly 8o percent to around 85 percent in
recent years. This has largely gone at the expense of the share of waterborne transport,
which dropped from 20 percent to around 13 percent. As seen above, rail only stands
for a marginal share domestically.

Historic development in freight transport volumes has historically been closely
correlated with economic growth and is expected to be so also in the future. Freight
traffic volumes by road, measured as HGV-kilometres, are expected to increase by 19%
in 2030 compared to 2017. Forecasts on transport performance are not available for rail
and sea, but any modal shift is not expected to reduce road traffic significantly.

4.2.5 Iceland

The main mode of domestic freight transportation in Iceland is HGV transport. In
addition, there is probably some coastal transport. Unfortunately, we have not found
any statistics on transport performance for freight transport in Iceland.

4.2.6 Country comparison

Figure 19 combines findings from the above sections by illustrating the modal shares of
road freight in the domestic transport performance of the Nordic countries.

27 LGVs (between 2.0 and 3.5 tonnes) are used for both passenger transport and freight distribution and constitute a quite
significant share of both traffic volumes and CO, -emissions. They are accounted for as passenger transport where their
total vehicle kilometers contribute significantly (ca. 10%) to total transport volumes (passenger kilometers). Due to on
average very small loads in tons their contribution to freight transport performance is limited.’
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Figure 19: Development in the modal share of road in domestic transport performance in the Nordic
countries, for the period 2000-2016
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It can be seen that with just under 50%, the share of road transport in total domestic
transport performance has been lowest in Norway, over the past 16 years. In Sweden,
this share long remained around 60%, but increased somewhat in recent years. It
should be noted that for the remaining freight transport, rail transport makes up a much
larger share in Sweden than in Norway, while Norway in turn has a much higher share
of waterborne transport.?®

At the same time, Finland and particularly Denmark feature much higher shares of
road transport, with a significant increase in road share in Finland due to allowing 76t
HGVs in 2013. The high share for road transport in Denmark is related to the country's
significantly shorter distances, which disfavour other modes.

The review in this chapter indicates that in the years to come, road haulage is
expected to increase both in volume and in share of total domestic transport for
Norway, while for Sweden, the forecasted increase in domestic maritime transport is
somewhat higher than for road transport, so that the share of road freight is expected
to decline slightly for Sweden.

In Finland, forecasts were made before allowing 76t HGVs, and can be seen to be
outdated due to changes that have taken place after this weight increase. Indeed,
transport performance and the share of road transport have increased much stronger
than already forecasted increases. For Denmark the clear dominance of road transport
is not expected to change in the future.

28 Even when excluding petroleum transport from the continental shelf to the Norwegian mainland.
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4.3  Potential for modal shift

We have seen that road transport plays a dominant role in terms of GHG emissions and
transport performance, and that this holds true both in a European perspective, and for
the Nordic countries individually. Both the European Commission and the Nordic
countries therefore consider it desirable to shift mode from road to rail and waterborne
transport. Already in its 2011 White Paper, the European Commission for example
stated among its main goals for achieving emission reduction targets (European
Commission, 2011, p.9):

“30% of road freight over 300 km should shift to other modes such as rail or waterborne
transport by 2030, and more than 50% by 2050, facilitated by efficient and green freight corridors.
To meet this goal will also require appropriate infrastructure to be developed.”

The reasoning behind the 300-km distinction is that transports over shorter distances are
seen as predominantly road-based by default. This is due both to ship and rail links simply
not being available, but more importantly, because ship or rail transport generally
requires road transport at one or both ends. As the latter requires costly handling and
transferring, other modes can usually not compete with road on shorter distances.

The remainder of this section therefore shortly explores the shares of road
transport in transport over 300 km'’s for the different Nordic countries, while initiatives
promoting modal shift are discussed separately in the chapter on policy measures.

Data on the goods volumes and traffic performance by length of haul are based on
basic data from the annual lorry surveys carried out in each respective country. For
Norway, these data are based on previous edits of the basic data performed by TOI.?%
Similar statistics for Sweden are collected from Transport Analysis (2018), while for
Finland, data comes from Statistics Finland (2018) and the Finnish Transport Agency
(2017, 2018a). For Denmark, statistics were collected from Statistics Denmark (2017b) but
are limited to HGVs with a total weight of over 6 tonnes. In the context of modal shift, it
is solely such HGVs (rather than LGVs) that potentially compete with rail and ship.

Figure 20 illustrates developments in the share of domestic goods volume in tonnes
transported over more than 300 km’s in each of the Nordic countries.

29 TOl was responsible for compiling base data from Statistics Norway as input for a report by the Auditor General of
Norway (2018).
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Figure 20: Development in the share of domestic road goods volume in tonnes transported over more
than 300 km'’s in the Nordic countries, for the period 2009—2016
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The figure indicates that with respect to the (domestic) road goods volume in the
Nordic countries, only a small share is transported over distances longer than 300
kilometres and could potentially be transported by other modes. Depending on the
country, this share lies between only 5—-10% of the total domestic goods volume for
road. For the Nordic countries combined, a slight increase in the share of road goods
volume that is transported for distances over 300 km'’s is visible between 2010—2016.

Looking at transport performance paints a more varying picture, as transport
performance is calculated by multiplying the goods volume with the transport distance,
which vyields a higher weighting of freight transport covering longer distances
(Figure 21).

Figure 21: Development in the share of domestic road transport performance transported over more
than 300 km’s in the Nordic countries, for the period 20092016
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The share of road transport performance on trips >300 km'’s varies from around 25-30%
for Denmark, to ca. 40-45% for Norway and Sweden. The lower share for Denmark can
be explained by the fact that Denmark is the smallest of countries. A significant part of
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road transport performance is thus carried out over distances over 300 km'’s. Except for
Sweden, the share of road hauls over 300 km's has also increased over recent years. On
average and for the Nordic countries combined, this share increased from around 37%
in 2010 to nearly 41% by 2016. It should also be mentioned that despite of the fact that
Norway and Sweden have significantly larger water- and rail-transport shares than
Finland and Denmark, the share of transport performance over 300 km distances by
road is nevertheless higher in the former countries.

The figures in this section indicate a theoretical maximum potential for modal shift,
as much of the freight transport lacks a rail terminal or harbour in close proximity to
both ends of the transport chains.

4.4  Adoption of alternative technologies within the road sector

As projections and ambitions for the Nordic countries envision a future with increasing
use of alternative propulsion technologies, this section shortly illustrates the recent
developments in the adoption of such technologies. Initiatives aimed at speeding up or
promoting these developments are discussed separately in the chapter on policy
measures.

4.4.1 Norway

In Norway, Statistics Norway (2017b) publishes data on the number of vehicles divided
by propulsion technology and vehicle type.

With regard to LGVs, the past ten years have seen anincrease in the share of diesel-
driven vehicles from around 83 percent in 2008 to around g3 percent in 2017. Over the
same period, the share of petrol driven LGVs decreased from around 17 percent to six
percent. Although still only making up less than 1% of the total LGV fleet, the absolute
number of electrically-driven LGVs picked up rapidly in recent years: at the end of 2017,
nearly 3,500 LGVs were electric on a total of about 471,000. Only very few LGVs run on
gas or other fuels.

For comparison, about 42% and 48% of the Norwegian passenger cars runs on
petrol or diesel respectively. Over the past couple of years, the share of electric or
hybrid vehicles in new car sales has increased tremendously, resulting in an electric
share of 5.1% in the total passenger car fleet at the end of 2017.

When it comes to HGVs, around g5 percent of the Norwegian fleet is currently
diesel-driven, while 4—5 percent runs on petrol (almost exclusively smaller and older
vehicles). A small fraction of the roughly 74,000 Norwegian HGVs runs on gas, and even
fewer on other fuels. In recent years, only 1—2 electric HGVs were in operation,
indicating that a long way is still to go.
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4-4.2 Sweden

For Sweden, time series for technology penetration (vehicles in use) within both the
LGVs and HGV segments are available for 2008-2017 and come from Transport
Analysis (2017b).

Here, the share of diesel LGVs increased from 74% in 2008, to 89% at the end of
2017. Meanwhile, the share of petrol LGVs decreased from 25% to 9% over the same
period. By the end of 2017, around 8,000 LGVs were gas-driven, and roughly 1,600
ethanol-based. Although this constitutes a rapid increase since 2008, both technologies
still only make up a marginal share of the LGV fleet (1.4% and 0.3% respectively). With
nearly 2,000 electric LGVs and a couple of dozen hybridsin 2017, electricity-based LGVs
too, still only make up a marginal share, but the recent uptake is rapid.

When it comes to HGVs, diesel is the dominant propulsion technology with a stable
share of over 97% since 2008. Over the same period, the share of petrol HGVs
decreased slightly. The number of gas-driven HGVs more than doubled since 2008, but
still only makes up only ca. 1% of the HGV fleet. Even fewer HGVs are fully biodiesel-
based, despite a rapid increase starting in 2015. Finally, at the end of 2017 there were
roughly 60 ethanol-based HGVs, and fewer than 30 electric hybrids. Like in Norway,
only one fully electric HGV was in operation.

4-4.3 Finland

For Finland, recent statistics on the shares of different technologies within the LGVs
segment and HGVs segment is available for 2016 and 2017 (Finnish Transport Safety
Agency, 2017).

When it comes to Finnish LGVs, the lion’s share is diesel-driven (over 96 percent),
while nearly all remaining LGVs run on petrol. At the end of 2017, only a couple hundred
out of nearly 320,000 LGVs ran on gas, while around 210 LGVs were electric.

For HGVs, the Finnish diesel share lies around 98 percent, with most remaining
HGVs running on petrol. By the end of 2017, only a few dozen HGVs used other fuel
types, such as gas or ethanol, while just one out of nearly 96,000 HGVs was electric.

444 Denmark

Danish data on the shares of different propulsion technologies in the LGVs and HGVs
segments are model-based, and come from the Danish Energy Agency’s (2018b)
“Basisfremskrivning”.

Of Danish LGVs, around 94 percent runs on petrol, while well over 5 percent is
petrol-driven. At the end of 2017, around 715 of nearly 286,000 LGVs was electric, while
just over a hundred LGVs ran on gas.

When it comes to HGVs, nearly the whole Danish fleet is diesel driven, with around
150 gas-driven vehicles and no electric vehicles.
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4.4.5 Country comparison

Figure 22 summarizes the developments described above for both the number of
electric LGVs and the share in the fleet.

Figure 22: Development in number of electric LGVs and their share in the total number of LGVs in the
Nordic countries, for the period 2013—2017
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The figure makes clear that all in all, electric LGVs still only make up a minor share of
the LGV fleet in Nordic countries, varying from 0.07 percent in Finland to 0.74% in
Norway. However, the absolute number of electric LGVs has increased rapidly over the
last few years, particularly in Norway and Sweden. Meanwhile, the uptake of electric
HGVs is still in a very early phase in all the Nordic countries.

4.5 Summary

The development in CO,-emissions from freight transport in the period from 2005 and
up until 2016 has differed between the Nordic countries. While data from Sweden and
Denmark shows drops in emissions from freight transport (both around -19%, although
the change for Sweden is somewhat uncertain), Norway and Finland have been at a
relative standstill. Forecasts for the different countries indicate that CO.-emissions
from freight transport in Norway will further increase towards 2030, while emissions in
Denmark are expected to lie around the same level in 2030 as they do today. Sweden
and Finland expect reductions, but not sufficient either, if the non-ETS target for 2030
is applied verbatim to freight transport.

Developments in CO.-emissions are, among other things, determined by the
underlying developments in freight transport, such as transport volumes, distances,
and modal shares. As such, it is important to notice that freight transport modal shares
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differ between the Nordic countries. In Denmark and Finland, freight transport by road
is the dominating mode with over 85% and 70% of the total domestic transport
performance, respectively. The same goes for Sweden, where the share of freight
domestic transport by road in recent years increased from around 60% to roughly 66%,
while in Norway, road transport makes up nearly 50% of domestic transport
performance. Interesting are also differences in the role of waterborne transport, which
is most important in Norway (ca. 45% of domestic transport performance). In Finland
and Sweden, the shares of water transport are around 19% and 11% respectively, while
in Denmark, waterborne transport only plays a marginal role. Freight transport by rail,
in turn, makes up a share of about 20% of domestic transport performance in Sweden
and Finland, around 5% in Norway, and only a fraction in Denmark.

As a way to reduce emissions, the European Commission and the Nordic countries
consider it desirable to shift freight volumes from road to rail and waterborne transport.
In this regard, it is generally assumed that transport over distances shorter than 300 km
is road-based by default. For transport over longer distances, other modes can be an
alternative, but will at a minimum require a rail terminal or harbour in close proximity
to both ends of the transport chains. Theiillustrations of developments of transport over
distances <300 and >300 km, discussed in this chapter, should therefore be seen as
absolute maximum and is put into perspective in a discussion on measures promoting
modal shift, later in this report.

Finally, we looked at the adoption of alternative propulsion technologies with
lower- or zero emissions in the Nordic countries. All in all, all the countries show
significant increases in the adoption of alternative propulsion passenger cars in recent
years. Meanwhile, electric LGVs still only make up a minor share of the LGV fleet in
Nordic countries, varying from 0.07% in Finland to 0.74% in Norway. However, the
absolute number of electric LGVs has increased rapidly over the last few years,
particularly in Norway and Sweden. At the same time, the uptake of electric HGVs is
still in a very early phase in all the Nordic countries.
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5. Policy Measures

5.1 Introduction

In the previous chapters, we identified gaps in achieving required or agreed reduction
targets for CO,, for each of the Nordic countries. In this chapter, we address the existing
and planned policy measures that these countries employ or consider employing to
reduce emissions.

Rather than grouping policy measures purely by type (e.g. economic measures,
technical measures, etc.), we choose to group the measures by the main channel
through which they contribute to reducing CO,-emissions from freight transport:

e Reducing transport demand.
¢ Increasing transport mode efficiency.

e Moving towards modes with higher energy efficiency per unit transported
(modal shift).

e Transferring to fuels with lower carbon content.
¢ Moving towards lower-carbon vehicle technologies.

e  Other measures.

Within these groups, we focus on areas that can be influenced through policy measures.
Even so, many policy measures work through multiple channels simultaneously and
overlap. Taxes and fees for example increase the price of transport, thereby reducing
transport demand. At the same time, their effect can vary between fuel use/type,
thereby changing the playing field for technologies vis-a-vis.

5.2 Reducing transport demand

The most obvious way to reduce emissions from freight transport is to reduce the
demand for this type of transport. However, the forecasts on freight transport
discussed earlier suggest that this is no easy task: freight transport in the Nordic
countries is expected to keep increasing, driven by such factors as GDP growth,
population growth, and evolving purchasing patterns.

Several types of policy measures can nevertheless contribute to at least dampen
demand for freight transport. The main examples are taxes and duties, registration
fees, zoning regulation, and transport- and area planning.

In the Nordic countries, taxes and duties come in several forms and are usually
applied to road use and/or fuel use. Road use taxes (time-based, distance-based,
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location/congestion-based) increase the cost of transport. Depending on the policy
measure, this could contribute to reducing demand but can also influence mode choice.3°

Taxes on fuel use also make transport more expensive, but are generally set-up
differently than road use charges. Rates are set within the framework of the European
Energy Taxation Directive, which prescribes minimum levels for diesel and petrol. In
their report on emission reductions from passenger cars, Jordal-Jargensen et al. (2017)
found that all EU countries, except for the UK, tax diesel at lower rates than petrol, both
per litre and when taking into account the relative energy and carbon contents.

In addition to taxing road use or fuel use, also the ownership or purchase of vehicles
can be subject to varying fees, such as annual registration and ownership fees or one-
off purchase fees. Unlike for passenger cars or LGVs, however, none of the Nordic
countries charges purchase fees for HGVs.

Further, freight transport by road in all Nordic countries is governed by restrictions
and standards on local pollutions that are set at the European level, particularly the so-
called Euro Directives: For new heavy vehicles, the newer Euro Vl-restrictions
(459/2012/EC) were implemented in 2014 (Hagman et al., 2015). This framework has its
bearing on the European vehicle fleet, while an increasing number of European and
Nordic cities has or is in the process of implementing local restrictions on heavy vehicles
with more polluting engines.

Although the types of measures described above generally prioritize other
objectives than reducing CO.-emissions, they all affect the demand for transport by
making it more expensive, less convenient, or less attractive. This canin turn also affect
modal shifts and air pollution.

5.2.1 Norway

In Norway, road use charging is applied through a toll system. Tolls are charged on the
main roads, a number of tunnels and bridges, and around the largest cities. The system is
primarily fiscally motivated (financing infrastructure and in some cases public transport),
butis also used to address congestion and, to a lesser extent, local emissions.

Toll levels vary depending on location and vehicle type/weight, while most electric
or hydrogen-powered vehicles currently are exempt. In some cases (e.g. around the
cities of Oslo, Bergen and Trondheim), a rush-time component is charged on top of the
regular toll. For a recent overview of toll rates, see e.g. Autopass (2018).

In addition to road use charges, Norway makes use of a fuel tax. This tax consists of
two components, a road use charge (“veibruksavgift”), and a CO.-component. Table 2
gives an overview of the 2018-levels of these taxes for different fuel types.

3 For toll charges, it is for example uncertain to what extent transport demand is reduced, as transport costs make up only
a small share of the goods' value.
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Table 2: Overview of Norwegian fuel taxes and their components for a selection of fuel types. Figures in
NOK(/litre fuel, 2018-levels

Road use tax CO, tax Total

(NOK(/litre) (NOK{/litre) (NOK(/litre)

Diesel 375 133 5.08
Biodiesel 3.75 - 375
Petrol 5.17 1.16 6.33
Bioethanol 5.17 - 5.17

Source: Norwegian Government (2018b).

The table shows that the per litre road use tax on petrol and bioethanol is higher than
the tax on (bio)diesel. The CO»-tax, in turn, is slightly higher for fossil diesel than for
fossil petrol, because of the slightly higher carbon content of diesel.3*

Further, biodiesel and bioethanol are exempt from the CO,-tax, because they are
seen as “carbon neutral”.

When it comes to fees on the ownership of HGVs, Norway charges a so-called
“vektarsavgift” (annual weight fee) and an environmentally differentiated yearly fee.
The level of the annual weight fee depends on the type of suspension, the number of
axles, and the weight of the vehicle combination. For most vehicles, this yearly fee is
well below NOK 6,000, and the maximum yearly charge is NOK 11,735.

The environmentally differentiated yearly fee varies according to weight class and
Euro class (or zero-emission characteristics). For most vehicles, this implies a yearly
cost of several hundred to a few thousand NOK. Only the heaviest vehicles with lower
Euro classes pay somewhat more, but this difference is not very significant. For a full
overview of current levels of both fees for different vehicles, see the Norwegian Tax
Administration (2018).

For LGVs, the purchase fee is set at 20% for the weight component and 75% for the
NOx component of the passenger car fee, while the CO,-tax component can vary
compared to passenger cars. This illustrates that the purchase tax for LGVs is higher
than for HGVs, but nevertheless significantly lower than for passenger cars in Norway.
Because the fees in addition are subject to VAT, and VAT-compliant firms can subtract
inbound VAT, the difference with passenger cars is even larger.

From January 2018, the annual fee was replaced by a traffic insurance fee. The fee
is required by the insurance companies together with the insurance premium. It is
mandatory to have valid insurance for all registered vehicles.

Norway currently does not employ zoning regulation aimed at the reduction of
local or GHG emissions. Oslo is the first city to have introduced environmentally
differentiated tolls for heavy vehicles, where vehicles with Euro VI-engine pay reduced
rates compared to older vehicles. Zero-emission LGVs and HGVs are currently exempt
from paying toll in Oslo, but also for all other Norwegian toll stations. According to a

3t The CO,-tax on petrol and diesel is equal per unit of carbon.
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major transport operator, savings from this exemption can amount to up to 100,000
NOK for zero-emission distribution HGVs in Oslo.

In Norway’s National Transport Plan for 2018-2029, a total of NOK 933 billion is
earmarked towards transport over a 12-year period. Of this budget, about 58% is
attributed to road objectives, such as the improvement of traffic flow on the road
network. More specific freight measures are for example the adaptation of the road
network for European Modular Systems (*modulvogntog"”), and a small subsidy scheme
(NOK 5o million annually over 6 years) for bottlenecks in timber transport.

Although ca. 34% of the total budget is set aside for rail projects, the lion’s share of
this funding is aimed at passenger transport (94%). The remaining “freight package”
consists of improvements to railway terminals, measures improving capacity, reliability
and efficiency (better rail connections, domestically and to Europe, and reducing the
backlog in maintenance), and replacing diesel operation on two routes by zero-emission
alternatives. This diesel phase-out should lead to an annual reduction in CO.-emissions of
around 51,000 tonnes CO-, while the “rail freight package” as a whole is expected to
reduce CO,-emissions by ca. 123,000 tonnes a year (Norwegian Government, 2016b).

Meanwhile, around 3.5% of the Transport Plan budget is aimed at waterborne
transport and coastal management. Most of this budget goes to larger projects in
general, but around NOK 2 billion is reserved for more environmentally-friendly
harbours and harbour cooperation, while a smaller amount is reserved for subsidies
towards shifting freight from road to sea.

5.2.2 Sweden

In Sweden, road use is taxed in a number of ways. When it comes to interurban
transport with heavy HGVs, Sweden applies, as Denmark and the Benelux, the Euro
vignette as road infrastructure fee (see e.g. Vierth et al., 2017). The Euro vignette
applies to HGVs with a gross vehicle weight of over 12 tonnes, and is governed by the
Euro vignette Directive, which does not allow simultaneous use of time- and distance-
based charges. Currently, Sweden therefore applies a time-based Euro vignette.3?

As such, Swedish HGVs with a gross vehicle weight of over 12 tonnes that use the
Swedish Euro vignette network (all Swedish highways and a number of other routes),
are charged an annual fee. HGVs from other countries have a choice between an annual,
monthly, weekly, or daily vignette. Annual charges vary from EUR 750 (1—3 axles, higher
Euro classes) to EUR 1,550 (4 or more axles, lower Euro classes), and monthly and
weekly charges are calculated proportionally (see e.g. Euro vignettes, 2018). Daily
charges are equal regardless of HGV type, and therefore do not incentivize the use of
HGVs that cause less local pollution. A revision of the fees is discussed (Swedish
Government, 2018a).

Further, Sweden levies a vehicle tax on all registered road vehicles. For vans/LGVs,
this tax is differentiated based on CO,-emissions, but this is not the case for HGVs, for

32 As do Denmark and the Benelux countries, while countries like Germany, Austria and Poland, with high shares of transit
transports, currently employ distance-based charges (see Vierth et al., 2017).
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which tax levels mainly depend on their weight and whether the vehicle is due to pay
the Euro vignette charge or not. Other factors affecting the level of this tax are fuel
type, number of axles and coupling/hanger type (Swedish Tax Agency, 2018a,b). A new
bonus-malus policy measure affecting this tax is further described in section 5.6.2.

In recent years, the Swedish government started seriously considering replacing
the Euro vignette with a distance-based km-charge (“vagslitageskatt”).?3 However, this
plan caused a lot of discussion, and has not been implemented so far. Meanwhile,
experiences in a number of other European countries that introduced distance-based
per km fees show that this generally increases the costs for the relevant road users
significantly compared to the current Euro vignette (see e.g. Vierth et al., 2017).

Neither the Euro vignette nor distance-based km-charges address CO,-emissions
directly. However, the increase of the Euro vignette fee or the introduction of a
kilometre-tax lead to higher road transport costs that in turn can contribute to modal
shifts from road to rail or waterborne transport.

In addition, Sweden uses congestion charges in Stockholm and Gothenburg, with the
main purpose to limit congestion and to obtain fiscal resources (Swedish Transport
Agency, 2018a and 2018b). Table 3 gives an overview of the charges in both cities. Both
light and heavy HGVs are included in the system, and the maximum daily charges per
vehicle are SEK 105 and SEK 60 for Stockholm and Gothenburg respectively. In the
summer of 2012, toll exemptions for zero-emission vehicles were removed. Unlike in
Norway, zero-emission vehicles have therefore been subject to paying tolls (Swedish
Transport Agency, 2018c).

Table 3: Overview of congestion charges in Gothenburg and Stockholm. Figures in SEK

Gothenburg Stockholm Stockholm
- City centre - Essinge bypass

Charges (SEK) Charges (SEK) Charges (SEK)
06:00-06:29 9 6:30-6:59 15 6:30-6:59 15
06:30-06:59 16 7:00-7:29 25 7:00-7:29 22
07:00-07:59 22 7:30-8:29 35 7:30-8:29 30
08:00-08:29 16 8:30-8:59 25 8:30-8:59 22
08:30-14:59 9 9:00-9:29 15 9:00-9:29 15
15:00-15:29 16 9:30-14:59 11 9:30-14:59 11
15:30-16:59 22 15:00-15:29 15 15:00-15:29 15
17:00-17:59 16 15:30-15:59 25 15:30-15:59 22
18:00-18:29 9 16:00-17:29 35 16:00-17:29 30
18:30-05:59 o 17:30-17:59 25 17:30-17:59 22
18:00-18:29 15 18:00-18:29 15

Source: Swedish Transport Agency (2018a and 2018b).
Although several studies have been conducted on the impact of these congestion
charges, little focus is put on the effects on freight transport specifically. The few

33 The government proposed the “végslitageskatt” or “road wear tax” for vehicles over 3.5 tonnes. This should amongst others level
the playing field of Swedish and foreign transport operators, as well as reduce emissions from freight transport. In its proposal in
March 2018, the Swedish government opened for introducing a kilometre-tax for driving on primary roads, Europe roads and other
highways (in total over 26,000 km's of the Swedish road network). Differentiation is intended based on the vehicles' characteristics
(e.a. emissions and number of axles) and the geographical region (Swedish Government, 2018b).
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studies that have looked at this show a decrease of light and heavy HGVs in Stockholm's
city centre (6-8%), but an increase outside the city centre on the Essinge bypass (4—5%)
(Swedish Transport Administration 2016a; Boérjesson and Kristoffersson, 2017).
Borjesson and Kristoffersson also estimated price elasticities for light and heavy HGVs
during the peak: for the cordon in the city centre, this elasticity is -0.22, while for the
Essinge bypass, itis 0.09. Jordal-Jergensen et al. (2017) add that particularly Stockholm
(and Oslo) are well suited for toll rings, because of infrastructure characteristics that
make it difficult to avoid the toll.

In addition to the Euro vignette and congestion charges, Sweden also applies a fuel
tax. Like for Norway, the tax consists of two different components; the energy tax
(introduced in the 1950s), and the CO. tax (introduced in 1991). Table 4 gives an
overview of the level of these taxes for different fuel types.

Table 4: Overview of Swedish fuel taxes and their components for a selection of fuel types,
September 2018. Figures in SEK

Energy tax CO, tax Total

SEK/litre SEK/litre SEK/litre

SEK/Nm3 SEK/Nm3 SEK/Nm3

Gasoline 3.87 2.57 6.44
Diesel (MKz1) 2.34 2.19 4.53
Natural gas o 2.42 2.42
Biogas o o o
Ethanol (Es) 3.87 2.57 6.44
Ethanol (E85) o o o
Ethanol (EDg5) o o ¢}
FAME * 2.34 2.19 4.53
FAME ** o o [¢]
HVO * 2.34 2.19 4.53
HVO ** o o [¢]

Note: * Low blend-in.
** Pure or high blend-in.

Source: Lonnqvist (2017), Swedish Tax Agency (201843, b,c,d).

The table above illustrates that biofuels are taxed at a reduced rate compared to their
fossil counterparts. As such differentiation is considered state aid under EU regulations,
reductions or exemptions may only be granted by Member States if biofuels are more
expensive to produce than their fossil equivalents. The granted exemptions and
reductions have to be reviewed on at least an annual basis (Lonnqvist, 2017, European
Commission, 2014b).

When it comes to zoning regulation, Sweden has been using low emission zones
since 1996. These zones do not focus on reducing CO.-emissions, given that CO:is a
global pollutant, but rather on reducing local pollution and improving air quality. Today,
environmental zones for busses and HGVs are used in Stockholm, Gothenburg, Malmg,
Molndal, Uppsala, Helsingborg, Lund and Umea. The environmental zones state that
(all) vehicles may drive within them during the first 6 years from registration, with the
following exceptions (Swedish Transport Agency, 2018d):
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e Vehicles with Euro class 3 may drive within in the zones for their first 8 years.
e Vehicles with Euro class 4 may drive within in the zones until the end of 2016.
e Vehicles with Euro class 5 may drive within in the zones until the end of 2020.

e Vehicles with Euro class 6 may drive within the zones without limitations.

From the year 2020 it will also be possible for municipalities to enforce environmental
zones for passenger cars, light HGVs and light busses (Swedish Government, 2018c).

Although the environmental zones do not target CO.reductions directly, they do
make road transport more expensive or less attractive, and as such may incentivize
reductions in road transport or the use of newer vehicles with also lower CO,-emissions.

Finally, with regard to planning, the National Plan for Transport Infrastructure
2018-2029 sets the financial framework for investments in the transport system
(Swedish Ministry of Enterprise and Innovation, 2018). The infrastructure plan does not
divide the budget specifically between passenger and freight transport. The total
budget is set to SEK 622.5 billion, i.e. including both passenger and freight transport,
and is divided into the following main categories:

e SEK333.55 billion for development of the transport system, including e.g.
improvement of current systems, environmental improvements, major
infrastructure investments, support to sustainable cities, as well as research and
innovation.

e SEK 289 billion for maintenance of the current system, of which SEK 164 billion is
dedicated to road objectives, and SEK 125 billion to rail objectives, both including
research and innovation.

According to the Swedish Maritime Administration, the national and regional infrastructure
plans will in total give investments of around SEK 5.1 billion in shipping, which to a large
extent will benefit freight transport (Swedish Maritime Administration, 2018a).

5.2.3 Finland

Finland, meanwhile, is one of the few European countries without any road user
charging. The implementation of a time-based charge (vignette) for HGVs has been
evaluated, but no decisions on implementation have been made. It was estimated that
implementing a vignette would significantly increase the taxation of medium HGVs,
even if the price of the vignette was kept at a low level and it was partially compensated
by lowering the annual driving power-based vehicle tax (Finnish Ministry of Transport
and Communications, 2018a).

Further, although congestion pricing in the Helsinki metropolitan area has been
discussed and studied in several evaluations, no decisions have been made on
implementing such a scheme.

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 65



Finland does, however, employ fuel taxation. This taxation consists of an energy
component, a national emergency supply fee, and similar to Norway and Sweden, a
CO.-component (see Table 5).

Table 5: Overview of Finnish fuel taxes and their components for a selection of fuel types.
Figures in EUR-cent

Energy tax CO, tax National emergency Total
supply fee
EUR cent/litre EUR cent/litre EUR cent/litre EUR cent/litre
EUR cent/kg EUR cent/kg EUR cent/kg EUR cent/kg
[CEED) (gases) (gases) (gases)
Gasoline 52.19 17.38 0.68 70.25
Diesel 32.77 19.90 0.35 53.02
Natural gas 9.58 18.74 0.11 28.43
Biogas (RES) 9.58 9.37 0.11 19.06
Biogas (double countable) 9.58 0.00 0.11 9.69
Bioethanol (RES) 34.25 5.70 0.68 40.63
Bioethanol 34.25 0.00 0.68 34.93
(double countable)
Biodiesel (RES) 30.04 9.12 0.35 39.51
Biodiesel 25.95 9.40 0.35 35.70
(paraphenic, RES)
Biodiesel 25.95 0.00 0.35 26.30
(paraphenic, double
countable)

Source: Petroleum and Biofuels Association Finland (2018).

The table illustrates that also in Finland, biofuels are taxed at a reduced rate compared
to their fossil counterparts.

Although we saw that none of the Nordic countries has in place purchasing taxes
for HGVs, there is a registration tax for LGVs. This tax lies between 3.3-50% of the LGV's
purchase price, depending on the level of CO,-emissions (with LGVs emitting more
than 360 g/km being charged the maximum tax (Finnish Transport Safety Agency,
20183; Finlex, 2018).

In addition, both LGVs and HGVs using other fuels than gasoline are subject to an
annual tax. For LGVs, this tax is 0.9 EUR-cents per day for each 100kg of gross weight.
Moreover, LGVs also pay the basic component of the tax according to gross vehicle
weight or CO»-emissions; this amounts to 106-654 EUR/year (maximum tax for LGVs
emitting more than 400 g/km).

HGVs, inturn, pay the following taxes (in EUR-cents per day for each 100kg of gross
weight (Finnish Transport Safety Agency, 2016a).
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Table 6: Overview of Finnish taxes on HGVs per 100 kg of gross weight, for different vehicle
characteristics. Figures in EUR-cent/day

Number of axles Not used to tow a trailer = Used to tow a semitrailer =~ Used to tow a trailer or
centre-axle trailer

2 <12t: 0.6 2.2 2.1
>12t:1.3

3 0.8 1.3 1.4

4 0.7 1.2 1.3

5 0.6 1.0 1.2

Source: Finnish Transport Safety Agency (2016a).

There are no environmental zones for road freight vehicles in place in Finnish cities, and
Finland does not currently have a long-term national transport plan. There is, however,
a consensus between parliamentary parties that Finland should establish 12-year
national transport plans in the future. The annual budget of the Ministry of Transport
and Communications is approximately EUR 2.5 billion, of which EUR 1 billion is
allocated towards the upkeep and maintenance of the current transport network, while
0.5 billion EUR is allocated towards new investments. Both maintenance and
investment costs are divided about half and half between the road network and other
modes.

5.2.4 Denmark

In Denmark, road use is charged through the Euro vignette system, similar to that in
Sweden. As such, HGVs with a gross vehicle weight of 12 tonnes or higher, have to buy
the time-based Euro vignette in order to use motorways and toll highways in the Euro
vignette countries. Similar to Sweden and Norway, no distance-based taxes are
currently charged in Denmark. A politically decided and planned distance-based road
pricing scheme for HGVs on the overall road network was abandoned in 2013 due to
high administrative costs,

Further, there are no toll charges other than for the “Storebzlts bridge” and the
“@resund bridge”, both of which primarily have a fiscal motive. Although a (congestion)
charge has been discussed for Copenhagen, it has not beenimplemented, and model-based
evaluations projected that a toll ring would increase traffic around the ring. In addition, the
expected CO--reduction was found to be limited (Jordal-Jergensen et al., 2017).

One of the reasons for the relatively limited road use charging, is that it is politically
difficult to impose national initiatives that induce costs on freight transport, as the
Danish transport sector is highly exposed to international competition. Moreover, it is
a political concern that isolated Danish increases in transport costs also add to
production costs of the Danish industry, thereby weakening its European
competitiveness.

Fuel taxes in Denmark are about the same level as in Sweden. The total fuel tax has
three components: energy, CO, and NOx. The energy component is by far the most
important and constitutes about 85% of the total tax for diesel. The energy tax for
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biofuels is the same as for petrol and diesel when measured by energy content
(DKK/MJ). An illustration of current fuel tax levels and components is given in Table 7.

Table 7: Overview of Danish fuel taxes and their components

Energy tax CO, tax \[0)7§ )% Total
DKK/litre DKK/litre DKK/litre DKK/litre DKK/MJ
Diesel* 2.71 0.43 0.01 3.15 87
Biodiesel =diesel per MJ - - 76
Petrol** 4.22 0.40 0.01 4.63 142
Bioethanol = petrol per MJ - - 131
Natural gas 3.01 per Nm3 0.38 per Nm3 0.03 per Nm3 3.42 per Nm3 64

Note: Practically all trucks and vans run on diesel.
* Sulphur-free diesel with 6.8% biofuels.
** | ead-free petrol with 4.8% biofuels.

Source: Mineral oil tax law, CO, tax law, Nitrogen oxide law.

The table shows that also in Denmark, biofuels are taxed at a reduced rate compared
to their fossil counterparts.

When it comes to vehicle taxation, registration taxes for LGVs are differentiated
according to fuel efficiency in the same way as for passenger cars. For HGVs, this
differentiation is missing.

Finally, Danish environmental legislation allows municipalities to introduce zoning
regulation with the purpose of reducing local pollution with particulate matter in larger
urban areas, typically in the city centres. The regulation prohibits diesel-driven trucks
above 3.5 tonnes, vans, and busses, to enter the low-emission zone, unless the vehicle
meets the Euro 4 standard or has an approved particle filter.

As of today, environmental zones for trucks and busses, but not vans, are employed
in the four largest cities: Copenhagen-Frederiksberg (since 2008), Aarhus (since 2009),
Odense (since 2010) and Aalborg (since 2010).

5.3 Increasing transport mode efficiency

A second way to reduce emissions from freight transport is to improve the efficiency of
transport modes, for example by increasing vehicle capacity (e.g. longer, heavier or
higher vehicles), improving capacity utilization (e.g. use of consolidation centres), or
better transport planning (which is more difficult for authorities to influence). The
(increased) use of digitalization, automatization and platooning also falls in this
category, but is harder for authorities to influence other than through facilitating
infrastructure and legal changes.

The downside of initiatives that improve the efficiency of road transport, is that
they make road transport more attractive compared to other modes; this might
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counteract efforts to reduce transport demand or modal shift (which is discussed in
Section 5.4).

Most influence exerted by Nordic governments, is through relaxing restrictions on
physical dimensions. Table 8 summarizes the main vehicle dimensions and restrictions
in the Nordic countries.

Table 8: Overview of the main vehicle dimensions and restrictions in the Nordic countries

Norway Max. 50 tonnes total weight and 19.5 metres in length for regular HGVs.
Semitrailers up to max. 50 tonnes total weight and 17.5 metres.

Lumber HGVs up to max. 50-60 tonnes total weight (depending on the number of axles) and up to 22
(and 24) metres depending on the road conditions.

European Modular Systems (EMS or “modulvogntog”) allowed on limited number of routes (max. 60
tonnes total weight and max. 25.25 metres), mainly connected to the border crossings.

Max. height of HGVs is currently 4.4 metres.

Sweden Freight transport by road max. up to 64 tonnes and 25.25 metres.
Heavier vehicles (up to 74 tonnes) approved recently, not yet implemented due to discussions on
where in the road network they are allowed to operate.
Max. height of vehicles is currently 4.00 metres.

Finland Regular HGVs max. 60-76 tonnes total weight (depending on number of axles) with lengths of max.
22-25.25 on all parts of the road network (if not specifically restricted).
Semitrailers up to max. 48 tonnes total weight and 16.5 metres.
Ongoing trials with longer and heavier vehicles (up to 104 tonnes total weight).
Generally, longer vehicles of up to 34.50 metres are likely to be allowed from the autumn of 2018
onwards.

Denmark Max. 40 tonnes total weight. Max. 18.75 metres.

European Modular Systems (EMS) allowed on large parts of main road network (max. 6o tonnes total
weight and max. 25.25 metres).

Max. height of vehicles currently 4.00 metres, special permits needed for width over 3.10 metres.

Source: Vegnett (2016), Hovi et al. (2014), Norwegian Public Roads Administration (2016 and 2017), NLF
(2017), Vierth et al. (2018), Swedish Transport Administration (2016b), Swedish Parliament (2017),
Finnish Transport Safety Agency (2016b), Finnish Ministry of Transport and Communications
(2018b), Retsinformation Danmark (2017a,b).

For Norway, a trial period with EMS (European Modular Systems) prior to full
implementation showed that EMS vehicles (*modulvogntog”) were only adopted to a
limited degree by transport firms. One reason for this was stated to be the limitations
in the allowed road network that was limited to border-crossing transports, but also
missed access roads to and from terminals.3*

The small number of firms that did adopt EMS, however, reported significant cost
savings (Wangsness et al., 2014), which influences the competitive position of road
transport compared to rail and waterborne transport. This is in line with findings by the
Norwegian Association of Heavy Equipment Contractors (2016) that EMS facilitate a

34 Although no new studies are available, it looks like the allowed network has been extended to gradually facilitate traffic
around more terminals.
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25% capacity increase per trip and particularly show potential for longer-distance
transport. Two EMS replace 3 reqular trailers.

Allowing EMS also seems to have a positive environmental effect, even when some
shifts back to road are taken into account (based on model calculations). A rough estimate
states that if half of long-distance transport was carried out using EMS, this could result
in an emission reduction of around 0.2 million tonnes CO. (Norwegian Association of
Heavy Equipment Contractors, 2016).

During the autumn of 2014, the temporary trial allowance of EMS was made
permanent on a limited number of roads in Norway (Hovi et al., 2014). Since then, the
allowed network for those vehicles has increased to also cover some domestic long-haul
relations. Thisis illustrated in see Figure 23.

Figure 23: Currently allowed road network for EMS-operation in Norway

Source: Norwegian Public Roads Administration (2018).
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For Sweden, in addition to Table 8 above, Table g shows how maximum vehicle
dimensions have developed and expanded over time.

Table g: Development of Swedish vehicle dimension allowances over time

Year Maximum length (metres) Maximum weight (tonnes)
1968 24 37
1974 24 51.4
1990 24 56
1993 24 60
1996 25.25 60
2015 25.25 64
To be implemented 2018 25.25 74*

Note:  * Initially proposed only to apply to routes where road transport does compete with rail and
shipping (i.e. where potential for modal shifts is limited anyway). However, Swedish Parliament
decided to base this allowance on the bearing capacity of the road (BK4) and did not adopt
differentiation based on rail/shipping potential (Swedish Transport Administration, 2017d).

Source: Vierth et al. (2018)

In addition, Sweden is considering to improve railway infrastructure to allow longer trains
(1,000 metre). Several studies (e.g. WSP, 2014; Vierth and Karlsson, 2014) suggest that this
would be socio-economically beneficial.

For Finland, a preliminary analysis on the effects of 76t vehicles shows that Finnish
haulers adopted higher maximum payloads mostly by replacing 7-axle vehicles with g-axle
vehicles (Liimatainen et al.,, 2018a). Over 2016, the mileage reduction because of the
higher payloads amounted to about 64 million km, which is about 3.5% of the total HGV
mileage in Finland. In the same year, cost savings for heavy commercial vehicle operations
were about EUR 98 million, while CO.-savings amounted to around 70,000 tonnes. These
savings are significant, but without future increases in savings, they will remain
significantly lower than was estimated prior to the change.

Finland further has several ongoing trials with high capacity transport (HCT) vehicles,
i.e. vehicles that are longer than 25.25 metres and/or heavier than 76 tonnes. Currently,
there are approximately 5o of such vehiclesin operation on certain routes, with an exempt
permit issued by the Finnish Transport Safety Agency. It has been estimated that allowing
HCT vehicles could decrease HGV mileage by 9% and CO.-emissions by 80,000 tonnes
annually, but that at the same time, rail freight haulage might decrease by 5% due to an
induced modal shift to road (Lapp and likkanen, 2017).

In Denmark, a trial with European Modular Systems on selected sections on the main
road network started in 2008. Allowing for EMS required some rebuilding to ensure
sufficient space, primarily in junctions and roundabouts. The trial was evaluated in 2011
and led to positive results (Danish Road Directorate, 2011). While the main purpose of the
initiative was to reduce transport costs by allowing longer vehicles, energy efficiency (and
hence CO,-emissions) per tonne-km also improved, and the total accident risk was
reduced. Consequently, the trial period was extended to 2030, and the parts of the road
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network where EMS are allowed has gradually been increased; today, virtually all state
roads and more than 400 kilometres of municipal roads are currently approved for EMS.
There are close to 1,000 EMS-vehicles in Denmark (Danish Road Directorate, 2016).

5.4 Moving towards modes with higher energy efficiency per unit
transported (modal shift)

A third way to reduce CO.-emissions from freight transport is to move transport
towards modes with a higher energy efficiency per transported unit. Generally, this will
mean moving from road transport to rail and waterborne transport.

Chapter 4.3 discussed the EU’s ambition to transfer 30% of road transport over
distances >300 km from road to other modes, by 2030, and illustrated the absolute
maximum potential for modal shift in the Nordics. Hereby it was noted that in practice,
much of the longer-distance freight transport lacks a rail terminal or harbour in close
proximity to both ends of the transport chains. In light of this, the current chapter
discusses the potential and initiatives regarding modal shifts for the individual Nordic
countries.

5.4.1 Norway

For Norway, modal shift has been a stated transport-political objective in all four
National Transport Plans since 2002, as well as in State budget proposals from 2005
onwards: freight transport over long distances was to be moved from road to sea and
rail to the largest extent possible.

In practice, the domestic modal shift potential is estimated at 5—7 million tonnes
transported,3® of which 2.4 million tonnes (1.4 billion tkm) is considered feasible given
measures proposed in the National Transport Plan for 2018—2029. This makes up about
7% of total domestic transport performance overall, or ca. 23% of domestic transport
performance over distances >300 km, but requires strong measures that not always are
socio-economically beneficial. Domestically, the maximum annual CO:-reduction is
estimated at 0.2 million tonnes, i.e. around 8% of total CO,-emissions from HGVs
(Norwegian Government, 2016b; Haram et al., 2015; Auditor General of Norway, 2018).

One of the main measures to stimulate environmentally-friendly modal shift is a
subsidy scheme (“gkobonusordningen”). The scheme’s objective is to transfer freight
transport from road to sea by stimulating the establishment of new routes or the
improvement of existing routes. Subsidies can apply domestically as well as for
transport from/to abroad if direct shipping reduces land transport in Norway. The
subsidy covers the lowest amount of either the net societal benefit of modal shift3¢, up
to 30% of operating costs for the shipping company, or up to 10% of the required

35 Based on a study among transport customers and a calculation of freight transport on routes >300 km with proximity to
harbours and/or rail terminals.
36 |In practice around 0.19 NOK per tonne-km depending on the location.
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investment, for periods of up to three years. The subsidy budget over the first six years
of the scheme is NOK 100 million annually (Shortsea Shipping, 2016; Norwegian
Government, 2016b; Norwegian Coastal Administration, 2018).

Another initiative with the aim of achieving modal shift in favour of waterborne
transport, is the Shortsea Promotion Centre (SPC) Norway. The Centre is part of a
European initiative to create a network of national centres for the promotion of short sea
shipping and is funded equally by the government and the industry (Askildsen, 2005).
Among other things, the SPC has an ongoing dialogue with the industry to promote
maritime transport by informing and helping customers to use existing maritime
solutions, to contribute to the creation of new solutions, and by removing bottlenecks
that prevent intermodal supply chains (Danske Havne, 2016; Shortsea Shipping, 2017).

When it comes to rail, Norwegian infrastructure charges have long been limited in
order not to distort the competitive position of rail transport compared to other modes
too much.?” In 2017, however, two new rail charges were introduced. The first new charge
(“kapasitetsavgift”) consists of a rush-time element for rail traffic around the larger cities,
but only applies to passenger trains (freight trains have so far been exempted). The
second new charge (“kjgrevegsavgift”) applies to both passenger and freight trains, and
although Norwegian Parliament asked the government to consider fully compensating
for this new charge, railway companies have so far been liable to pay the full charge.
However, with the current rate of NOK 0.625 per train-kilometre, the charge does not
seem to influence competition between rail and road significantly at the moment (as an
example, this would add around NOK 340 for a freight train from Oslo to Trondheim),
although ongoing discussions suggest that future charging schemes might cause
significant increases (Norwegian Ministry of Transport and Communications, 2016,
BaneNor, 2017, NHOLT, 2017; Auditor General of Norway, 2018).

Linked to the “kjerevegsavgift” is an incentive scheme (“ytelsesordning”) to reduce
the incidence of delays. When delays are caused by the infrastructure operator, the
train operator can receive a payment of NOK 1,800 per hour of delay per train. For
delays that are caused by the train operator (e.g. due to missing personnel, incorrect
timing), the train operator in turn has to pay ca. NOK 2,500 per hour of delay per train
to the infrastructure operator (BaneNOR, 2017).

Moreover, a temporary compensation scheme has been in use since 2016, in order
to deal with cancellations. If technical problems on the rail network cause the
cancellation of trains, operators are eligible for a compensation towards their additional
costs. The compensation scheme only applies to freight trains, and cancellations
(delays are explicitly excluded) have to be caused by circumstances on the Norwegian
national rail network. Compensation amounts are made up of two parts: 1). a fixed
lump-sum payment of NOK 50,000, which covers fixed operating costs that the train
operator is unable to reduce, and 2). a variable compensation based on planned load,
and amounting to NOK 1,000 per container/carriage (BaneNOR, 2016).

37 Charges for rail freight were largely applicable for trains with an axle pressure > 25 tonnes and trains using the Gardermo-
track, but were limited otherwise.
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Other measures to reduce the risk of less flexible rail transport were the
establishment of seven “emergency stations” where freight could quickly be
transferred to trucks during railway blockages, and the purchase of four dedicated
“rescue locomotives”. In practice, however, these measures have virtually not been
used so far, but have added to railway costs. At the same time, rail transporters face
challenges of insufficient terminal capacity and inefficient terminal operations, while a
number of intended measures for improving the position of rail transport has either
been delayed or not implemented at all. In this context, rail transport has been losing
market share to road transport (Aftenposten, 2018), and a future outlook by KMPG et
al. (2018) indicates that if rail is to increase its market share within freight transport,
large investments are required in terminals, rolling stock and automatization. This is
particularly important given that the freight transport market is very price sensitive,
and planned and existing measures are likely to make road transport not only relatively
more efficient, but also more environmentally friendly, hereby diminishing some of the
main advantages of rail transport.

The Norwegian National Transport Plan (Norwegian Government, 2016b)
emphasizes that it is important to improve rail connections and freight operations
between North-Western, Central- and Northern Norway and Europe. In addition,
freight should be “caught” by rail transport further down in Europe, given that
international freight that crosses the border by truck is less likely to be transferred to
rail after reaching or leaving Norway, than if the freight was transported by rail in the
first place. A study on modal shift with a border-crossing perspective is currently in the
start-up phase.

5.4.2 Sweden

In June 2018, the Swedish government presented a freight transport strategy
(godsstrategi) clarifying the desired direction for the development of the freight
transport system (Swedish Government, 2018d). The strategy aims at a modern
transport system where transports are efficient and smart, make use of the full
potential of the railways, and use a larger part of the maritime capacity.

In order to make transport by rail more attractive, a so-called “eco-bonus” was
therefore introduced this year, partially inspired by experiences in Norway (Transport
Analysis, 2017¢). The “eco-bonus” scheme has a budget of SEK 389 million and SEK 174
million in 2018 and 2019 respectively (Swedish Government, 2018e). Railway firms are
supposed to apply for the subsidy and have to reduce their prices towards the shippers.
The subsidy is then paid out retrospectively based on the actual transport performance
(tonne-km) that is carried out. The design and potential impacts of this subsidy have
been studied by the Swedish Transport Administration (2015).

With regard to waterborne transport, the Swedish government also intends to
improve the incentives for modal shifts from road to sea (see e.g. Transport Analysis,
2017d), and is considering the introduction of a similar “eco-bonus”. This scheme should
promote shipping over a three year-period, at an assumed annual cost of SEK 5o million
(Swedish  Government, 2018f; Transport Analysis, 2017d). However, the
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appropriateness of this subsidy is questioned by e.g. the Swedish National Institute of
Economic Research, which argues that other (already existing) policy instruments are
more suitable if the aim is to reduce CO,-emissions. An example given is the CO,-tax
(National Institute of Economic Research, 2018).

When it comes to the potential of modal shift in Sweden, a handful of studies has
been carried out in somewhat more detail. A literature study (Vierth and Mellin, 2008)
finds (i) that economic instruments, correctly designed, are cost-effective in reducing
CO.-emissions and (ii) that there is a great potential for reducing CO,-emissions within
the respective mode. The largest potential for modal shifts is seen from long-distance
road transports to combined rail-road transports. Furthermore, the authors find that
impediments such as inefficient use of the rail infrastructure and unclear responsibilities
in combi-terminals, as well as insufficient co-operation along the transport chain, limit
the potential.

As part of a government commission regarding the description of the freight
transport system, Transport Analysis (2016a) estimates that less than ten percent of
the domestic volume of road freight is transported over distances of 300 km or more
and can therefore be relevant for a modal shift to rail or sea. A large share of these long-
distance road transports run between Stockholm, Gothenburg and Malmo, and
potential shifts from road to rail are limited by the restricted rail capacity between these
cities. As such, low departure frequencies and long transport times hamper modal shifts
from road to rail. Indeed, Transport Analysis argues that efficient ports and road/rail
terminals are crucial for modal shifts.

With regard to the potential of modal shifts from road to sea (inland waterways and
coastal shipping), the Swedish Maritime Administration (2016) carried out an analysis
on behalf of the Swedish government. The analysis focused on trailer and container
transports, and found that good conditions for shifts from road to sea exist in terms of
available capacity in the fairways and ports. However, despite available capacity, it
remains difficult for sea transporters to compete with the land-based modes. Currently,
sea transport operators and shippers have few or no economic incentives for
developing new transport solutions. For that reason, the Swedish Maritime
Administration recommends analysing which policies can improve such incentives, but
also recommends ports to consider their pricing strategies.

The ongoing project “"Modal shift for an environmental lift, MOSEL", analyses
under which conditions the shift of goods from road to rail and waterborne transport
can contribute to the fulfilment of the relevant Swedish environmental objectives for
2030 (VTI, 2018).

Further, the Swedish Transport Administration is a funding and active partner in
the European ShiftzRail initiative.3® Shiftz2Rail is a Horizon 2020 initiative, and seeks
research and innovation and market-driven solutions by accelerating the integration of
new technologies into innovative rail product solutions. The initiative aims to double
the capacity of the European rail system, while increasing its reliability and service

38 Regeringskansliet, Regeringen beslutar om extra stod for godstransporter med tag fér miljons skull. See:
https://shift2rail.org/about-shiftarail/structure-of-shiftarail-initiative/governing-board-2
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quality by 5o percent. These factors, in turn, are important for the competitiveness of
rail vis-a-vis other modes of transport.

Just like Norway, Sweden has a Shortsea Promotion Centre, “Maritimt Forum”,
with the aim of promoting a modal shift to shortsea shipping. This centre is part of the
same European initiative as Norway's SPC, and they are both part of the European
Shortsea Network which connects 20 SPCs in Europe. “Maritimt forum” works to
engage different actors related to maritime transport in a closer dialogue, in order to
create cooperation. Among other things, the Forum works on identifying opportunities
for short sea shipping (Maritimt Forum, 2018).

Some other examples of initiatives with the aim to stimulate intermodality are:

e "“Dryport - a modal shift in practice”. Dryport was a EU-funded project with the
aim to develop dryports, i.e. green hinterland freight combi-terminals, fully
integrated with freight handling systems. The idea was to move key logistics
functions from ports to inland dryport terminals to promote intermodality and
green transport solutions (European commission, 2018c). One of the dryports
included in the study was the Skaraborg Logistics Centre in Falkdping, which is
connected to the Port of Gothenburg. This dryport has contributed to companies
using intermodal transport for their freight (Skaraborg Logistic Center, 2018).

e The “Maélarprojektet”, in turn, has the aim to improve the infrastructure for inland
waterway transports to/from lake Méalaren and the Gothenburg Port Line. This
facilitates the transport of more freight by rail rather than road to and from the
Port of Gothenburg (Swedish Maritime Administration, 2018b; Swedish Transport
Administration, 2017e).

e The “Sweden-Poland Sustainable Sea-Hinterland Services IIl” also promotes
intermodality. By additional investments in the Motorways of the Sea link
between the ports of Trelleborg and Swinoujscie, the project hopes to facilitate
for a larger integration of intermodal freight between Scandinavia, Poland and
Central- and Eastern Europe (European Commission, 2015).

For city logistics, one alternative to light HGVs is the use of electric cargo bikes, which
so far only make up a very small part of the market share. Although there are currently
no specific policy measures for incentivizing a shift to such bikes for city distribution,
studies indicate that the potential of cargo bikes can be significant (Rudolph and Gruber
2017; Garme et al., 2017).

While the initiatives, policy instruments and strategies discussed above, all aim to
improve the competitiveness of rail and sea transport, a few counteracting
developments are taking place alongside. One example is the 2015 extension of the
maximum HGV weight from 60 to 64 tonnes, while in 2017, a further extension from 64
to 74 tonnes was decided for part of the road network - but notimplemented yet (Adell
etal., 2016; Vierth et al., 2018). These developments improve the competitive situation
of road freight. In general, this might create a risk that the social benefits from reduced
CO,-emissions through increased vehicle dimensions, are offset by induced traffic and
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by freight being shifted away from more energy efficient modes, i.e. a risk of rebound
effects (Vierth et al., 2018).

5.4.3 Finland

In Finland, there are currently only few policies in place or discussed with the direct aim
of achieving modal shifts away from road. On the contrary, extending the maximum
allowed vehicle weight to 76 tonnes in 2013 rather seems to have caused a modal shift
from rail to road. Over the period 2006—2016, the share of rail in total haulage varied
between 19.9 and 23.7 percent, with the highest share found in 2014, and the lowest in
2016. This suggests that the share of rail embarked on a downward trend once the use
of 76t-vehicles started to pick up. Although some of the annual variation may be caused
by sample issues, the rail share nevertheless seems to have decreased, particularly for
forestry haulage (Liimatainen et al., 2018a).

At the same time, as much as 30 percent of HGV mileage, 41 percent of haulage,
and approximately 35 percent of CO,-emissions in Finland, come from HGV transport
over distances longer than 300 km (author’'s own calculations based on data by
Statistics Finland). This suggests that a potential exists for modal shifts from road to
rail. However, achieving this potential form a challenge given the limited rail capacity
due to Finland’s largely single-track network. As the major commodities on longer-
distance haulage are food products and grouped goods, and delivery of these
commodities often is time-sensitive, capacity restraints may effectively limit the
potential for using rail transport.

Further, in a 2010 survey, only 12 percent of companies from the food, metal, and
other industry sectors, indicated that it was likely that they would use less road
transport because of environmental reasons. This percentage was even lower for other
sectors (Liimatainen, 2010).

In order to nevertheless stimulate modal shifts from road to rail, freight trains have
been exempted from paying rail tax in 2015—2018 (Finnish Transport Agency, 2018b). In
addition, the Finnish Transport Agency has improved wood terminals and railways to
allow higher axle-loads, with the aim of increasing rail capacity (Hovi, 2017).

Just as Norway and Sweden, Finland also has a Shortsea Promotion Centre with the
aim to promote shortsea shipping and intermodal transport. SPC Finland's activities
are, among other things, to act as a forum in the transport chain, to influence decision
makers, to provide information on intermodal transport solutions, and to identify
bottlenecks and intermodal transport solutions (University of Turku, 2018).

5.4.4 Denmark

For Denmark, particularly shifts to rail are relevant in the modal shift discussion. Since
1999, the Danish Government has provided an environmental subsidy to rail freight
transport operators in order to offset the effects of rail infrastructure charges. The policy
is aimed to promote a modal shift from road to rail, and by doing so to reduce the negative
effects of road freight. The aid is paid as a uniform subsidy of DKK 0.0132 per tonne-
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kilometre, and is only paid in cases where the freight would not have been transported by
ship or ferry (European Commission, 2014c; Retsinformation Danmark, 2018).

From 2000 to 2016, freight transport by rail increased by about 25 percent in
Denmark. However, this growth can be attributed to the more than a doubling of
freight transport with transit trains, primarily from Sweden to Germany.3° Indeed, both
international (to and from Denmark, non-transit) and national figures have been more
than halved. National freight transport now constitutes only about 7 percent of total
tonne-km’s by rail, and less than 2 percent of national domestic freight transport by
road (see Chapter 4.2.4). These shares are significantly lower than in the other Nordic
countries, and this is first and foremost due to two factors:

o Domestic distances in Denmark are shorter because of the country’s small
geographical size compared to the other Nordic countries.

o Differencesin the commodities that are produced in the Nordic countries.

In an investigation into the potential for shifting freight transport from road to rail, the
Danish Transport Authority (2016) estimated that the break-even distance between rail
(combi) and road in terms of costs is 350—500 kilometres, depending on whether or not
the Great Belt is crossed. This is without taking into account the flexibility that road
transport offers. Break-even distances are significantly shorter if a shift to/from HGV
can be avoided at one or both ends of the trip. Nevertheless, given today’s insignificant
share of domestic freight transport, itis hardly realistic that measures will be taken that
improve the attractiveness of rail to such an extent that modal shift reaches levels that
lead to significant reductions in CO.from freight transport.

5.5 Transferring to fuels with lower carbon content

A fourth way to reduce emissions from freight transport is to reduce the carbon content
of fuels. This section therefore discusses initiatives around biofuels as supplement or
alternative to fossil fuels used in conventional vehicles, while the next section will
address lower-carbon propulsion technologies in vehicles.

When it comes to biofuels, a distinction is usually made between biodiesel,
bioethanol, and biogas. Biodiesel is produced from plant fats or oils and can be blended
into regular diesel or used in its pure form, depending on the vehicle. Bioethanol is
made from plants containing sugars or starch and is used as a blend-in to petrol. Biogas
can be produced from a number of different inputs, such as waste, manure, or sewage
sludge. All biofuel alternatives have in common that they are required to reduce total
greenhouse gas emissions by at least 50 percent over their total life cycle compared to
regular (fossil) petrol and diesel (European Commission, 2018d).

39 Part of the increase in transit traffic is transferred from ferries across the Baltic Sea.
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Biodiesel, bioethanol and biogas all come in different types or “generations” and
with different environmental and product characteristics. In this regard, a distinction is
often made between “conventional” biofuels, and “advanced” biofuels. “"Advanced”
biofuels are made of e.g. waste products, residues, or celluloses, rather than of food
crops or through land use that crowds out food farming or increases emissions from
indirect land use changes. It is therefore desirable that the use of “advanced” biofuels
increases, as these contribute larger carbon emission reductions and do not crowd out
food or animal feed production (Norwegian Environment Agency, 2018a).4°

Nevertheless, today’s production costs for biofuels are considerably higher than for
fossil fuels. Future cost differentials, however, are subject to developments in both
taxation and world market prices, as well as the future maturation of biofuel production
technologies. Maturation is expected to reduce, and probably even reverse the price
differential between biofuels and reqular fuels (Danish Energy Agency, 2016).
Meanwhile, strong competition in the road haulier market will remain a severe obstacle
for a shift to costlier fuel alternatives, unless policy measures provide economic
incentives for using alternative CO,-neutral fuels rather than their fossil counterparts.

The rest of this section discusses initiatives around biofuels in the Nordic countries.

5.5.1 Norway

In Norway, requirements for stimulating the use of biofuels were first introduced in
early 2009, when it was decided that 2.5% of the total volume of fuels sold for road
transport should consist of biofuels.4* Figure 24 illustrates how this requirement has
evolved since.

40 See e.g. the Indirect Land Use Change Directive that intends to avoid that biofuel production displaces food production
to previously unused forest areas, which in turn may lead to CO,-increases.

41 Until a small change in 2017, this requirement applied to the total fuel volume, without specifying whether the
requirement was to be fulfilled through biodiesel, bioethanol or a combination of both.
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Figure 24: Development of blend-in requirements for (advanced) biofuels in Norway between
2009-2020
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Source: Adapted from the Norwegian Environment Agency (2018a).

In 2010, the minimum biofuels percentage was increased to 3.5%, while in 2016, it was
set to 5.5% of the total sold fuel volume.

In 2017, the minimum percentage was increased again, together with the
introduction of three additional requirements:

e Biogas was excluded, i.e. only liquid biofuels such as biodiesel or bio-ethanol
counted towards this percentage.**

e Sub-requirements were set for the minimum share of “advanced” biofuels.

e Atleast 4% of biofuels had to be blended-in in petrol.

In addition, “advanced” biofuels that fulfilled the EU’s sustainability criteria could be
counted twice (up to a ceiling) to stimulate the production and use of advanced
biofuels.

Allin all, the minimum percentage for 2017 became 7.25%, with a sub-requirement
of 1.75% of advanced biofuels.®* These requirements were stepped up for 2018 and
2019, to reach 20% biofuel blend-in in 2020 (8% advanced).

42 The reasoning being that biogas already was excluded from the road use duty, and that in addition counting it towards
the minimum percentage was “double” and possibly in violation of EEA-requirements (Norwegian Ministry of Climate and
the Environment, 2016).

43 The new requirement was set from October, so that the law sets weighted year-requirements of 7.25% biofuels and
1.75% advanced biofuels (Lovdata, 2017).
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In practice, the Norwegian Environment Agency (2016, 20183, 2018b) reports that
in 2017, liquid biofuels already made up a share of 18.8%, and seem to be well underway
to fulfil the 2020 requirement. In early 2017, around go percent of the biofuels used in
Norway consisted of biodiesel, while around 10 percent consisted of bioethanol and
other biofuels that were blended into petrol. Most of these fuels were imported from
Germany and France, which, together with the Netherlands, are the largest biofuel
producers in Europe. At the same time, only about 1% of biofuels used in Norway was
produced from residue from domestic forest activity.

Biofuels are not subject to the CO.-duties that are charged on fossil fuels and were
discussed in section 5.2. Road use duties (“veibruksavgift”), however, have been the
same for both fossil and biofuels since a legislation change in the fall of 2015
(Norwegian Ministry of Climate and the Environment, 2016).

Biofuels that are sold beyond the minimum requirements, however, have a
somewhat special status in Norway, as road use duties are waived, and compliance with
the sustainability criteria does not have to be documented.* The waiving of road use
duties reduces the price difference between biofuels vis-a-vis their fossil counterparts
(Norwegian Environment Agency, 2018b), but at the same time might incentivize
importing cheap biofuels from abroad, instead of focusing on the climate effects
(Drivkraft Norge, 2018).

Further, the Norwegian ENOVA agency provides support for modifying vehicles
(and ships) towards propulsion systems based on biogas (and e.g. LNG for ships), by
covering between 30-50% of the cost premium.*> ENOVA further provides subsidies
towards investments in production facilities for biogas and biofuels. The size of these
subsidies is determined on a project-to-project basis. Finally, investments in
infrastructure for biogas filling can also receive subsidies of up to 40% of the cost
premium compared to conventional infrastructure (ENOVA, 2018a).

5.5.2 Sweden

In Sweden, the first stimulants for renewable fuels were introduced already in 2006,
when the Swedish Government implemented a requirement for fuel stations over a
certain size to provide at least one renewable fuel (Lonnqvist, 2017). Currently, the most
recent regulation regards the blend-in of biofuels in petrol and diesel, and was updated
from 1 July (Swedish Government, 2018g). This regulation’s short-term target is to
reduce emissions from petrol by 2.6%, and emissions from diesel by 19.3%. In a longer-
term perspective, biofuel blend-in is to reduce GHG emissions with 40% by 2030
(Swedish Energy Agency, 2018).

With regard to blending in biofuels, two impact assessments have been conducted.
The first assessment took place when the regulation was still in the proposal phase, and
looked at the potential effects on the regulation on consumers, government finances,

44 |In practice, most “overproduction” does fulfil the sustainability criteria.
45 Depending e.a. on the organisational characteristics of the applicant.
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and the environment. The assessment concluded that effects are highly dependent on
how the fuel blends are taxed (Swedish Energy Agency, 2016).

The second assessment was carried out after the regulation was implemented, and
mainly focused on the regulation’s impact on the industry. The assessment concluded
that no significant administrative cost increases were expected for the industry, as the
regulation was in line with already implemented directives on sustainability
requirements for biofuels, as well as the fuel act*® (Swedish Energy Agency, 2018).
Neither impact assessment carries out an analysis on the cost effectiveness of the
blend-in regulation.

In addition to blend-in standards, Sweden operates a support scheme for small-
scale biogas producers that produce biogas from manure. This support is called
“godselgasstod”, and the idea is to compensate producers for their environmental
contributions (Swedish Board of Agriculture, 2018). In addition, the current Swedish
government proposed to increase financial support for domestic biogas production by
270 million SEK (Swedish Government, 2018h). Here, a cost-effectiveness analysis has
been carried out; the National Institute of Economic Research suggests that the
proposed increase in financial support can be a cost-efficient policy instrument for
replacing fossil fuels (National Institute of Economic Research, 2018).

Earlier, the production, distribution, and use of renewable transport fuels was
supported through a number of investment programs. One example is the climate
investment program (Klimp) that provided SEK 1.18 billion to climate investments
during 2003—2012.%7 For the area transport and biogas, nearly SEK 560 million was
granted to production facilities, gas infrastructure and vehicles (Lonnqvist, 2017).

An assessment of the investment program as a whole states that it will generate a
reduction of approximately 11 million tonnes CO,-equivalents over the lifetime of the
measures, i.e. 102 SEK/CO.-eq. (651 SEK/CO.-eq. including total financing). Further,
the program has generated technology development, particularly in the biogas sector
(Swedish Environmental Protection Agency, 2013).

Finally, and related to biofuels, is the establishment of Fossil Free Fuel f3. This
Swedish knowledge centre for renewable transportation fuels provides industry,
government, and public authorities a broad source of information for strategic planning
on fossil free fuels (Fossil Free Fuel, 2018).

46 Lag (2010:598) om héllbarhetskriterier fér biodrivmedel och flytande biobrénslen and “Drivmedelslagen (2011:319)".
47 With total investments including grants amounting to nearly SEK 6 billion.
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5.5.3 Finland

In Finland, the national biofuel distribution regulation“® outlines that the share of
biofuels of total energy content of transport fuels must be as follows:

e 6%in2011—2014
e 8%in2015.

e 10%in 2016.

e 12%in2017.

e 15%in2018.

e 18%in 2019.

e 20%in2020.

Biofuels made from waste and non-food raw materials may be double-counted towards
the target. The National Energy and Climate Strategy for 2030 further outlines that the
share of biofuels should be 30% in 2030. These fuels should be renewable fuels and
allow use in existing vehicles without restrictions (Finnish Ministry of Economic Affairs
and Employment, 2017). It has been estimated that significantinvestment subsidies are
required to biorefineries in order to fulfil the target, but no subsidy decisions have yet
been made.

5.5.4 Denmark

In Denmark, petrol and diesel at the pump currently contain 5% bioethanol and 7%
biodiesel respectively. The European Commission’s current proposal for a revised
renewable energy directive sets a 14% renewable target for fuels used in road transport
by 2030, with bonuses given for the use of renewable electricity in road and rail
transport.

From a social costs and benefits perspective, biogas from degassing slurry and
waste products seems to be among the most feasible alternatives for Denmark, as
potential volumes of biogas are significant due to Denmark’s vast production of pork
(Ea Energianalyse, 2016).

However, in a global perspective, available volumes of sustainable biomass for
liquid biofuels are very limited compared to the possible demand for a variety of usages.
Hence, there are strong strategic arguments for reserving liquid biofuels for
applications where high energy density (Wh/kg) is of decisive importance, such as
aviation and, secondly, long distance heavy duty road transport. Generally, liquid fuels
are further preferable to gaseous fuels, because:

48 Lag om framjande av anvandningen av biodrivmedel fér transport, see:
https://www.finlex.fi/sv/laki/ajantasa/2007/20070446
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e  Existing distribution infrastructure can be used to a larger extent.
e The higher energy density of liquid fuels yields longer transport ranges.

e Commercially available gas engines are not yet high-powered, as the heaviest
HGVs generally are equipped with diesel engines.

Further, the availability of renewable liquid fuels can also be augmented by electrofuels,
e.g. methanol or DME produced from gasified biomass, using the (surplus) electricity
from wind turbines. However, electrofuels are currently still significantly more
expensive due to a complex production process and energy conversion loss.

5.6  Moving towards lower-carbon vehicle technologies

After discussing the reduction of the carbon content of fuels, a fifth way to reduce
emissions from freight transport is through the adoption of lower-carbon vehicles.

The adoption of lower-carbon vehicles can be incentivized in different ways. At the
European level, for example, overarching standards are set for the fuel efficiency and
CO..emission performance of new passenger cars and LGVs (collectively LDVs). These
standards are operationalized through type-approvals and have shown to be an
important driver for innovation and efficiency improvements in the automotive sector.

Heavy duty vehicles (HDVs) on the other hand, have so far only been subject to
European standards with regard to (local) air pollution, i.e. fuel efficiency or
CO..emission standards do not apply. In 2014, the European Commission identified this
as a problem, but recognized that a knowledge gap existed for HDVs, because
CO.-emissions were not measured in a standardized way across the EU. As such,
emissions were also not certified or recorded upon the registration of new vehicles.

Earlier this year, however, the European Commission proposed a set of standards
for CO.-emissions from HDVs, as part of its third mobility package and as follow-up to
its 2016 Strategy for Low-Emission Mobility. The set of standards includes an overall
and legally binding 15% reduction target for new HDVs by 2025, compared to 2019. For
2030, a preliminary target is set of 30% compared to the same base year.*® The
regulation further includes a number of incentives for cost-effective implementation
and “super-credits” for zero- and low-emission vehicles (European Commission, 20143,
2016b, ¢).

As such, the European Union pushes manufacturing and demand towards more
efficient conventional propulsion vehicles, while further incentivizing newer alternative
propulsion technologies.

The alternative to liquid or gaseous fuels is electric propulsion, for which three
alternatives exist: 1) battery-electric propulsion, 2) hydrogen-electric propulsion, and 3)
“electric roads”. Of these, battery-electric propulsion is primarily seen as solution for

492019 is set as base year because no certified CO,-emissions data is currently available yet for HDVs. The standards apply
to most HDVs, with a few exceptions (such as garbage HGVs). The target for 2030 is to be reviewed and finalized in 2022.
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shorter distances, while the latter two alternatives could in future also be relevant for
long-distance transport.

The main advantages of electric propulsion are improved energy efficiency
(85—90% compared to ca. 25—40% in fossil-based combustion engines), significantly
cheaper fuel, reduced maintenance needs (very few moving parts compared to
conventional vehicles; no oil changes), and faster acceleration (Norwegian Association
of Heavy Equipment Contractors, 2016; Transport & Environment, 2017 and EV Norway
(2017).

So far, limited battery capacity prohibitively limited the range of heavy vehicles.
For electric busses, this problem has become smaller in recent years, as driving
distances are generally relatively short and operation takes place in a limited
geographical area, allowing more centralized charging infrastructure. As such, the
market for electric busses has reached a relatively mature stage, with extensive (trial)
operation in cities around the world.>°

For heavy freight transport over long distances however, limited driving ranges are
currently still restrictive. We saw in Chapter 4.4 that while the number of electric LGVs
has started to pick up in Nordic countries, heavy-duty vehicles with alternative
propulsion systems are still scarce. In addition to limited driving ranges, reasons for this
are the lack of serial production until now, and the current price and incentive barriers.

However, a number of vehicle manufacturers has promised to start serial
production of electric HGVs in 2019 (see e.g. ZERO, 2018). Moreover, significant
technological improvements are expected towards 2030, e.g. with respect to battery
capacity, but also in the context of so-called electric roads, where power is dynamically
transferred to the vehicle (through catenaries and in the future potentially through
inductive coils embedded in the road pavement).

Nevertheless, the case for the adoption of LGVs and particularly cars indicates that,
while the general trend for the Nordic countries is an increase of alternative propulsion
vehicles, differences exist due to different incentive levels and structures. In the
remainder of this chapter, we therefore discuss the main initiatives promoting the
adoption of lower-emission vehicles and vehicles with alternative propulsion systems.

5.6.1 Norway

For Norway, we saw that the share of electric vehicles is highest among the Nordic
countries. Indeed, Norway is often discussed as example of offensive and successful
policy-making in this regard (e.g. Jordal-Jargensen et al. , 2017).

When it comes to LGVs and HGVs, the most recent National Transport Plan sets
the following ambitions (Norwegian Government, 2016b):

50 Oslo will for example receive 70 new battery-electric busses in 2019, adding to the 6 electric busses that have been in
pilot operation so far (Ruter, 2018).
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e By 2025, all new lighter LGVs are zero-emission vehicles.

e By 2030, all new heavier LGVs and 50% of new HGVs are zero-emission vehicles.

A study by Fridstrem and @stli (2016) suggests that these goals will not be achieved
under business-as-usual, and that a very disruptive scenario might be required. For that
reason, it remains the question whether strong enough measures are feasible in
practice.

Currently, general instruments aimed at the forced phase-in of low- and zero-
emission vehicles, such as exemptions of purchase fees and VAT, are much weaker
means for LGVs and HGVs, than for passenger cars. This is due to the fact that unlike
for passenger cars, exemptions from VAT and purchasing charges do not affect the cost
differentials of owning and operating an electric HGV or heavy LGV.

Businesses registered in Norway can, however, apply for subsidies towards the cost
premium of zero-emission LGVs and HGVs, such as electric, hydrogen, or biogas
vehicles. The size of these subsidies is determined on a project-by-project basis. For
large firms, up to 40% of the cost premium of zero-emission vehicles can be subsidized;
for small and medium firms, this is 50%. In the section on lower-carbon fuels, we saw
that comparable subsidies are also available for the modification of vehicles towards
higher environmental standards (ENOVA, 2018a).

5.6.2 Sweden

In Sweden, the share of electric goods vehicles is low compared to other countries, such
as Norway. One of the main policies directed at a transition to lower carbon vehicles is
the bonus-malus scheme, which entered into force on 1 July this year. This
implemented scheme applies to passenger vehicles, light busses (up to 3.5 tonnes), and
light HGVs (up to 3.5 tonnes), but not HDVs. The scheme incentivizes the purchase of
new vehicles with CO.-emissions below 60 g/vkm through a bonus of up to SEK 60,000.
At the same time, the malus is made up of an increase in the vehicle registration tax
over the first three years from the purchase of a new vehicle (Swedish Transport
Agency, 2018e).

In addition to the above, and as part of “Vision 45", the Swedish Transport
Administration set have fossil-free ferries by 2045, in line with the set target of having
no net greenhouse gas emissions. This ambition means that investments are and will
be made in climate-neutral ferries, i.e. hybrid, electric, and biofuel ferries (Swedish
Transport Administration, 2018a).

Further, the implemented “Klimatklivet” policy aims to increase emission-reducing
actions on a local level. This means that it is possible to apply for grants, e.g. to build
charging stations for electric vehicles, or to invest in fossil fuel-free heavy trucks
(Swedish Environmental Protection Agency, 2018).

Further initiatives in this regard include platooning pilots and electric roads for
heavy transport. So far, two demonstration projects are running: E-road Arlanda, and
Elvdg Gavle (VTI, 2017; Kristoffersson et al. , 2017; Swedish Transport Administration
2018b). According to Transport Analysis (2016b), future automated platooned road

86 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight



transport with long vehicles can operate at higher costs than current rail transport, but
at lower costs than traditional road transport.

5.6.3 Finland

In Finland there is a EUR 2,000 purchasing subsidy in place for electric passenger cars
from 2018 to 2021, but there are no such incentives for LGVs or HGVs. Although the
goal is to have 250,000 electric vehicles (battery electric or plug-in hybrid) by 2030, this
goal has not been allocated between cars, buses and HGVs.

A recent study (Liimatainen et al., 2018b) found that Finland has a very limited
potential for using electric trucks, even with advanced battery and charging
technology, due to the use of long and heavy truck-trailer combinations. Indeed,
countries that primarily use semitrailers are likely to be able to electrify a much larger
share of road freight tonne-kilometres using battery electric trucks. The Finnish
electrification potential further varies considerably between commodities, as
commodities which are constrained by payload volume rather than weight, and are to
large extent carried using medium-duty or <26t rigid trucks, seem to provide a high
potential for electrification even with the current technology. The study by Liimatainen
et al. (2018b) estimates that with current technologies, the maximum market potential
for electric trucks in Finland lies around 6,700 battery-electric HGVs.

5.6.4 Denmark

In Denmark, there are few concrete initiatives focusing on speeding up the adoption of
low- or zero-emission vehicles. There are for example currently no general subsidies
towards these types of vehicles, or their additional costs, such as e.g. is the case in
Norway. Although a few municipal trials with electric distribution trucks are being
launched, this is only happening a very small scale. Trials with electrified HGVs have so
far not been conducted in Denmark

5.7  Other measures

So far, this chapter discussed five main channels through which authorities can
approach the challenge of reducing CO»-emissions from freight transport. Before
moving to a general discussion of cost-effectiveness, it is worth mentioning a few
remaining and miscellaneous initiatives or approaches.

In addition to general policy measures for the transport sector, authorities can
directly influence CO-emissions through requirements set in public tenders or through
public procurement of goods and services. Examples for Norway are requirements
regarding sustainability or emissions set in tenders for waste collection services (e.g.
low-emission vehicles and current pilots with electric propulsion systems) or publicly
financed ferry routes (for which currently around 50-60 electric ferries and the first
hydrogen ferry have been ordered or are planned, see e.g. ABC Nyheter (2017) and
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KPMG et al. (2018)). Moreover, public bodies could require the goods they buy to be
distributed or delivered using lower- or zero-emission vehicles or transport solutions,
e.g. own consumption in offices, or deliveries to publicly financed schools,
kindergartens, etc.

In addition to the previously discussed measures, Norway is further considering the
introduction of a so-called “CO,-fund” for the transport industry, modelled after the
successful NOx-fund equivalent. The idea behind this fund is that rather than paying the
CO»-tax on every litre fuel consumed, participants to the fund will pay a (lower)
participation fee in exchange for committing to measures that reduce CO,-emissions. The
proceeds from the fund’s participation fees will then be used on (partial) subsidies towards
the additional investment costs for renewable-based rolling stock and infrastructure, such
as filling stations. The Norwegian National Transport Plan for 2018-2029 envisions that
such a fund should contribute a reduction in CO,-emissions of 2 million tonnes CO.-
equivalents yearly, by 2030 (Norwegian Government, 2016b).

Although the specifics and scope of such a CO--fund are still under discussion,** but
a specific study and scenario analysis by Pinchasik and Hovi (2017) indicated that it is
most cost effective to support investments in vehicles using biodiesel. Because the
availability of sustainable fuel can pose a challenge, the fund should also focus on
providing subsidies towards vehicles using more expensive technologies, such as
biogas, electricity and hydrogen. As technologies for these latter two options have not
yet reached maturity for heavy trucking, a CO.-fund could contribute to increasing
demand for these technologies and help achieve a critical mass.

Finally, the Norwegian organization ZERO established a forum for renewable
transport, after over 8o parties signed a declaration committing them to reducing
emissions from their own transport, as well as to demand emission-free solutions. The
forum showcases which low- and zero-emission solutions are available for different
types of vehicles, technologies, and fuel types, and spans parties from the entire value
chain, such as suppliers, transporters, ordering customers, and public authorities. As
such, the forum has as objective to induce change, put focus on framework conditions
and to bring together important parties which together can contribute to a green
transition in the transport sector (ZERO, 2018).

In Sweden, other initiatives include the establishment of the Swedish network
KNEG (Klimatneutrala Godstransporter pa Vag). KNEG is a joint initiative of private and
public stakeholders with the aim of reducing CO,-emissions from the Swedish freight
transport industry (KNEG, 2017).

Moreover, the Ministry of Enterprise, Energy and Communication is leading a
group called “The next generation’s mobility and transports”.>> Amongst others, one
action is addressing digitalization as a means for increasing logistical efficiency, a task
led by a national freight transport platform called CLOSER.%3

5t E.g. per litre membership cost, sectors that are covered (only the transport industry or a broader selection), etc.
52 Nasta generations resor och transporter.
53 CLOSER is a national platform for increased transport efficiency, https://closer.lindholmen.se/
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Further, a new research and development platform for fossil free freight transports
has recently been founded, called Triple F. This platform is financed through the
Swedish Transport Administration.>*

Apart from these platforms and networks for more sustainable transports, Swedish
authorities are also employing measures to increase load factors and reduce the
number of vehicles in city centres through increased consolidation. Positive societal
impacts of these kinds of measures are demonstrated in projects such as DenCity (see
e.g. Olsson et al., 2018) and “Stadsleveransen”, a consolidation system for more
sustainable urban freight transports that was established in Gothenburg (Goteborgs
stad, 2018).

In Finland, the Transport Safety Agency has established a “Responsibility model”
for haulers. This voluntary scheme provides guidelines for haulers to measure and
improve their management from economic, safety and quality, but also environmental
aspects. Firms that participate in the scheme receive a responsibility certificate that can
be used as an assurance of responsible management practices. There are currently only
12 companies participating in the responsibility model scheme (Finnish Transport
Safety Agency, 2018).

In Denmark, a public scheme called "Den grenne klimapulje” provides support to
initiatives which promote a green transition (Danish Ministry of Energy, Utilities and
Climate (2017). So far, financial support to an energy-saving asphalt project and a grant
for a biorefining project are the only transport-related projects. Between 2009—2016, a
previous scheme called “Forsegspuljen til fremme af energieffektive transportlesninger”
granted financial support to several demonstration projects related to freight transport.

Recently, the Danish Parliament agreed to make additional funding available for
supporting green solutions in the transport sector. From 2020 to 2024 a yearly amount
of DKK 100 million is set aside for projects that promote green mobility and transport
in a broad sense, including also public transport and individual transport.

5.8 Cost-effectiveness

As many policy-measures overlap, assessments of the cost-effectiveness of isolated
measures are generally scarce. In this report, we have discussed cost-effectiveness
aspects in the context of policy measures where this information was available. The
current chapter discusses a number of remaining cost effectiveness findings for the
different countries.

5.8.1 Norway

For Norway, the National Transport Plan 2018-2029 is expected to reduce
CO»-emissions from the transport sector as a whole, by around 57,000 tonnes annually

s« Trafikverket — Krafttag for ett fossilfritt godstransportsystem, see: https://www.trafikverket.se/resa-och-trafik/forskning-
och-innovation/aktuell-forskning/trafikslagsovergripande/fossilfria-godstransporter
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by 2030. This is a reduction of only 0.3% of CO.-emissions from the transport sector as
a whole (i.e. 16.7 million tonnes in 2015, including fishery and construction). The
Transport Plan further states that the largest emission reductions are expected to come
from developments in technology and fuels (beyond the measuresincluded in the plan),
with a reduction of g million tonnes CO. or around 54% of total transport emissions
(Norwegian Government, 2016b).

Given the importance attributed to technology, we further looked at the cost-
effectiveness of different types of transport-related projects supported by ENOVA. This
was done based on information on subsidy amounts and expected CO. reductions
(ENOVA, 2018b), and calculated as the subsidy costs per expected CO.-reduction in
terms of NOK/kg CO. reduction, over the period 2014—2017. The result is shown in
Figure 25, and each ENOVA project is categorized into a thematic group.

Figure 25: Subsidy amounts from ENOVA per CO; reduction in terms of NOK/kg CO., for different
transport-related projects over the period 2014-2017
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Source: Author calculations based on ENOVA (2018b)

The figure makes clear that there are large differences in the subsidy costs per kg
CO--reduction between the different project types, and that all project types exceed
the quota price of 5oo NOK/tonne CO,. As mentioned in previous chapters, subsidies
vary from 30% to 50% of additional costs, depending on the size of the applying
organization, and the program that the organization applies for.

The measures giving the largest CO,-reduction per NOK in subsidies are energy
management and biogas production, while support for electric busses and HGVs, on
the other hand, are the most expensive measures to support compared to the expected
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savings in CO.. In comparison, it is cheaper to provide support to ships per reduced unit
CO.. Thisislargely due to the fact that projects and measures for ships are largely about
rebuilding, whereas for vehicles, the measures are largely about investment in new
equipment.

5.8.2 Sweden

Where information was available, the cost-effectiveness of Swedish policy measures
has been addressed in the discussion of these measures. Beyond this, there are no in-
depth studies addressing the cost effectiveness of policy measures with the target to
reduce CO-emissions from freight transport or transport in general.

While there are some qualitative discussions on the measures suggested in the
transition plan towards a fossil-free transport sector (Swedish Energy Agency, 2017a),
and on how feasible these measures are to implement (Swedish Energy Agency, 2017b),
these discussions do not include much specific information on cost-effectiveness,
although its importance is emphasized.

Other than this, cost-benefit analyses have been conducted for the discussed
infrastructural measures in the Infrastructure Plan 2018-2029, indicating an overall
negative socio-economic benefit. CO.-emissions from the overall transport sector are
only expected to decrease by 1 percentage point, compared to if the Infrastructure Plan
was not implemented.

As costs of the different measures in the Infrastructure Plan are not specified for
passenger vs. freight transport, the Swedish Transport Administration (2018c) finds
thatin order to reduce CO»-emissions from the Swedish transport sector by 70%in 2030
(compared to 2010), new policy instruments have to be developed that drive
developments towards improved energy efficiency, electrified vehicles, an increased
renewable energy share, and a transport-effective society.

5.8.3 Finland

For Finland, Liimatainen and Viri (2017) found that the 2030 emissions reduction target
requires a reduction of emissions from overall transport of 3 million tonnes CO,,
compared to 2005, of which freight transport is to account for about 1.1 million tonnes.
Liimatainen and Viri estimate that this requires a reduction of 0.5 million tonnes CO,
through the use of renewable diesel, 0.3 million tonnes CO. from improving the energy
efficiency of freight transport by increasing average load and decreasing empty
running, o0.15 million tonnes CO: from the use of LNG and electric HGVs, and 0.13
million tonnes CO. from reducing the energy consumption of HGVs through
improvements in aerodynamics, lightweight materials, and engines and powertrains.
Over the period 20152050, reductions in CO.-emissions should be approximately
68 million tonnes, and freight transport should account for about 21.5 million tonnes,
with 12.2 million tonnes from the use of alternative energy (renewable diesel, LNG) and
9.3 million tonnes from improving the energy efficiency of freight transport (improved
vehicles and loading). The cumulative costs of improving the energy efficiency of HGVs
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and LGVs were estimated to be EUR 2.5 billion and benefits due to decreased energy
costs to EUR 1 billion, yielding a CO, abatement cost of 161 EUR/tonne CO.. Regarding
the use of alternative energy, costs are estimated to lie around EUR 0.6 billion due to
higher price of renewable diesel compared to fossil diesel, and around EUR 1.3 billion
for the construction of infrastructure for LBG (liquefied biogas) for use in road freight
and waterborne freight. Here, CO. abatement costs amount to 156 EUR/tonne CO.
(Liimatainen et al., 2015).

5.8.4 Denmark

For Denmark, the Danish Council on Climate Change has analysed the economic costs
and the effect on greenhouse gas emissions of a broad range of alternative so-called
“elements of transition” across the non-ETS sectors (Danish Council on Climate
Change, 2017). The council proposes a selection of elements of transition facilitating
cost-effective attainment of the 2030 target, while taking into consideration Denmark’s
more ambitious 2050 target.

The council’'s recommended cost-effective package of measures towards 2030 only
includes one minor initiative regarding freight transport: the promotion of natural gas
(CNG) in heavy road transport. In line with a previous report (Ea Energianalyse, 2015),
the Council estimates it to be realistic that by 2030, 7% of total HGV transport can be
based on natural gas. Although this will only lead to a rather insignificant (0.2%) short-
term reduction of the CO.-emissions from freight transport, the initiative is considered
as preparatory step for a large-scale transition to biogas in the longer run —in 2050, road
transport will have to be based fully on renewable energy in order to achieve Danish
climate objectives.

At the moment, natural gas propulsion systems yield lower fuel costs, but higher
vehicle costs, so that with current prices, per kilometre costs are a few percent higher
for natural gas HGVs than for diesel HGVs. The CO. reduction potential is only about
5% per kilometre, but much higher if the gas is extracted from sustainable biomass
(COWI, 2014, p.112 and p.65).

The cost-effectiveness of Danish policy measures has further been assessed by a
cross-ministerial working group. In 2013, this working group published a catalogue with
an overview of possible national policy instruments that could be used to achieve the
national target of a 40% reduction of the greenhouse gas emissions by 2020 compared
to 1990. Focus was on measures that could be implemented at the national level. The
catalogue analysed the reduction potential and cost effectiveness in terms of social
costs per tonne CO:-e, for 47 different instruments, describing another 33 instruments
in qualitative terms. Table 10 lists the working group’s 15 instruments related to
transport.
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Table 10: Overview of instruments related to transport, from the Danish Energy Agency’s instruments
catalogue (“Virkemiddelkatalog”)

Policy instrument Reduction CO, Shadow
potential in 2020 price

1000 t CO? DKK per ton CO?

Kilometre-based road user charging for passenger cars and LGVs (0.25 1,315 (11%) 4,181
DKK/km)

Higher fuel taxes (+0.40 DKK/litre) 743 (6.3%) 2,663
Green R&D tax on fossil fuels 186 (1.6%) 2,409
Higher biofuel blend-in percentage in 2020 163 (2.4%) 1,499
Removal of tax credit for commuting 130 (1.1%) 4,167
Adding 1 percent 2™ generation bioethanol in petrol from 2020 85 (0.7%) 4,455
Lower speed limit (130 to 110 km/h) on motorways 63 (0.5%) 13,460
Energy efficiency demands on public sector purchase of transport 42 (0.4%) 235
Subsidy to blend-in of higher concentrations of biofuels for heavy vehicles 39 (0.3%) 1,581
Funding for cooperation between municipalities and enterprises about green 30 (0.3%) -585
industrial transport

Obligatory driving school education in energy efficient driving technique 17  (0.1%) 1,189
Continued tax exemption for electric cars 16  (0.1%) 4,462
Tax exemptions for plug-in hybrid cars 2013-2015 7 (<0.1%) 5,012
Tax reduction for gas for heavy vehicles 2 (<0.1%) 1,798
Subsidy to gas-driven heavy vehicles 03 (<0.1%) 941

Note:  For comparison, total GHG emissions from the Danish transport sector are expected to be about
11.7 million tonnes CO»-e, according to the “Energi- og Klimafremskrivning 2014" by the Danish
Energy Agency (2014). Figures in brackets are percentages of this total.

Source: Danish Energy Agency (2013): “Virkemiddelkatalog”.

In the table above, the policy instruments are ranked according to their reduction
potential, and instruments relating to freight transport are further highlighted with
italic font. For the sake of comparison, it can be noted that at that time, total
greenhouse gas emissions for the Danish transport sector were projected to lie around
11.7 million tonnes CO»-e in 2020. This means that only the instruments regarding taxes
on driving and fuel, had an estimated reduction potential of more than 2%, while the
reduction potential for the majority of other instruments lies below 0.5%.

In addition, almost all instruments have high costs compared to the typical costs of
the catalogue’s policy instruments (not listed) in other sectors. Exemptions are the “soft
measures” related to cooperation between public sector and enterprises and public
sector transport purchases.

For freight, it can be noted that, apart from the fuel taxes, instruments are
estimated to have a CO,-reduction potential of below 0.3%, for 2020. However, CO,
reduction effects and cost-effectiveness will be higher for 2030 due to technology-
driven cost reductions. Either way, results from the 2013 catalogue are much in line with
the finding from the Danish Council for Climate Change, that cost-effective
achievement of the Danish non-ETS reduction target would include hardly any
initiatives focusing on freight transport. If this conclusion is valid, it implies that
CO.-reductions in freight transport should be governed by the 2050 target of a
practically 100% transformation of road transport energy consumption to renewable
energy.
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5.8.5 Border-crossing effects of policy measures

Although driven by international developments, many of the policy measures discussed
in this report are primarily directed at domestic markets in the respective Nordic
countries. This means that a lack in harmonization or international coordination can
lead to unintended policy outcomes or a sub-optimal effectiveness of policy measures.

Earlier, for example, we discussed national initiatives to promote modal shift.
Highly relevant in this regard is the observation that the mode of choice for border-
crossing legs is an important determinant of the modal shift potential further down the
transport chain. Freight that arrives in Norway by rail, for example, has a higher
likelihood to continue by train domestically, than freight that enters Norway by truck.
This again has implications for freight transport in Sweden and other transit countries,
so that modal shift initiatives may benefit from a more internationally coordinated
approach.

An example of unintended border-crossing effects are Swedish measures to
promote the uptake of plug-in hybrids and electric passenger cars. Although these
policies were intended to boost the Swedish adoption of alternative propulsion
systems, Transport Analysis (2017e) showed that relatively new cars were deregistered
after just a few years in Sweden. These cars were then exported to Norway and other
countries that subsidize the purchase of used plug-in hybrids. Although this trend
currently involves a small number of cars relative to the entire vehicle fleet, and
corresponding data for LGVs and HGVs have not been analysed yet, Transport Analysis
found that the export of these cars can significantly hamper the growth in the Swedish
share of cars with alternative propulsion systems in the long run.

Another example of how climate policy instruments in the transport sector give rise
to unintended incentives is the fact that most EU-countries subsidize the production of
biogas to a higher extent than Sweden. This implies that Swedish biogas plants face
tough competition from imported biogas (Avfall Sverige, 2017; Takman et al., 2018).
Imported biogas from Denmark is one of the major competitors due to the fact that the
biogas in Denmark is subject to production aid, but it also receives the tax exemption in
Sweden (when sold on the Swedish market) (Takman et al, 2018). However, as
mentioned earlier, the current government has proposed an increased financial support
to biogas production in Sweden.

Although the observations above are but a few examples, they make clear that
considering border-crossing effects and coordination to a larger extent, may benefit
the effectiveness of policy-making.

5.9 Summary

In the previous chapters, we identified gaps in achieving required or agreed reduction
targets for CO,, for each of the Nordic countries. This chapter addressed the main
existing and planned policy measures used by the Nordic countries for reducing
emissions from (freight) transport.
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5.9.1 Reducing transport demand

The first and most obvious way to reduce emissions from freight transport is to reduce the
demand for this type of transport. Thisis no easy task, with forecasts indicating that freight
transport in the Nordic countries continues to increase. Nevertheless, main examples of
policy measures that may contribute to dampening transport demand are taxes and
duties, registration fees, zoning regulation, and transport- and area planning. Table 11
summarizes the most important policy instruments in the different Nordic countries.

Table 11: Summary of main policy instrument use for reducing transport demand in the different
Nordic countries

Norway Sweden Finland ‘ Denmark
Toll/road pricing + + - -
Euro vignette = + - +
Road use tax (“veibruksavgift”) on fuel + - - -
CO,-/NOx-tax on fuel + + + +
Energy tax on fuel - + + +
Emergency supply fee on fuel - - + -
Reduced tax on biofuels + + + +
One-off tax on HGVs - - - -
Environmental zones - + - +

In Norway, road use charging is applied through a toll system, which is largely fiscally
motivated and in part congestion-focused, rather than focused on reducing
CO.-emissions. Fuel use, in turn, is taxed through two components, a road use charge
(veibruksavgift) and a CO.-component. Both components make transport more
expensive, but biofuels are taxed at a reduced rate compared to their fossil
counterparts, as they are exempt from paying the CO,-component. Norway does not
employ purchasing taxes for HGVs. Purchasing taxes do apply for LGVs, but are much
lower than is the case for passenger cars, a difference that is exemplified due to VAT-
exemptions. Yearly ownership charges for goods vehicles are also relatively low
compared to those for passenger cars, and (local) environmental differentiation does
not yield materially different cost levels. Norway currently does not employ zoning
regulation aimed at the reduction of local or GHG emissions. Finally, the current
National Transport Plan (2018—2019) has a budget of NOK 933 billion in total. About
58% of this budget is allocated to road objectives, but much less is specifically
earmarked for freight. Of the 34% of the total budget that is set aside for rail projects,
the lion’s share is allocated to passenger transport. Only a few percent of the total
budget is aimed at waterborne transport.

In Sweden, road use is taxed in a number of ways. When it comes to interurban
transport with heavy HGVs, Sweden applies, as Denmark and the Benelux, the Euro
vignette as road infrastructure fee for HGVs with a gross vehicle weight over 12 tonnes.
Sweden also employs congestion charging in Stockholm and Gothenburg, while the
introduction of a distance-based kilometre-tax has been under consideration, but is
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controversial and has not yet been introduced. However, neither the Euro vignette,
congestion charging, or a distance-based tax address CO.-emissions from freight
directly. Fuel use, in turn, is taxed through two components, an energy component, and
a CO.-component, with biofuels being taxed at a reduced rate via both components,
compared to their fossil fuel counterparts. Unlike for passenger cars, Sweden does not
employ purchasing taxes for HGVs. Environmental zones are used in a number of cities,
but are aimed at reducing local pollution, not CO,-emissions. Finally, the current
National Plan for Transport Infrastructure for 2018-2029 features a total budget of
SEK 622.5 billion, of which SEK 333.55 billion for development of the transport system
and SEK 289 billion for maintenance (SEK 164 billion for road objectives, SEK 125 billion
for rail objectives). National and regional infrastructure plans are further expected to
give total investments of around SEK 5.1 billion in shipping, which to a large extent will
benefit freight transport.

In Finland, no road user charging, and no congestion charging is applied. The
current fuel tax consists of three components, an energy component, a national
emergency supply fee, and a CO.-component. Also here, biofuels face reduced rates.
Finland does not employ purchasing charges on HDVs. Further, there are currently no
environmental zones, and no long-term national transport plan. However, the annual
budget of Ministry of Transport and Communications is approximately EUR 2.5 billion,
of which EUR 1 billion is allocated towards the upkeep and maintenance of the current
transport network, while EUR o.5 billion is allocated towards new investments. Both
maintenance and investment costs are divided about half and half between the road
network and other modes.

Denmark, like Sweden, employs the Euro vignette for HGVs over 12 tonnes gross
weight. There are no distance-based road taxes and no toll charges (except for
2 bridges, for which charges are primarily fiscally motivated). Fuel taxes in Denmark are
about the same level as in Sweden. The total fuel tax has three components: energy,
CO. and NOx. Of these, the energy component is by far the most important. Finally,
Denmark employs zoning regulation in the four largest cities, but this is aimed at local
pollution, not CO..

5.9.2 Increasing transport mode efficiency

A second way to reduce emissions from freight transport is to improve the efficiency of
transport modes, for example by increasing vehicle capacity (e.g. longer, heavier or
higher vehicles), improving capacity utilization (e.g. use of consolidation centres), or
better transport planning (which is more difficult for authorities to influence).5s The
(increased) use of digitalization, automatization and platooning also falls in this
category, but is harder for authorities to influence other than through facilitating
infrastructure and legal changes.

55 Examples are a combination of better-automated goods terminals which in conjunction with autonomous vehicles have
the potential to make freight transferring operations more efficient (KPMG et al., 2018).
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Indeed, the Nordic countries are showing a trend of relaxing restrictions on the
physical dimensions of road vehicles used for freight transport (particularly weight and
length). While a few studies and evaluations suggest that this yields efficiency
improvements and cost reductions, the downside of such initiatives is that they make
road transport more attractive both in general and compared to other modes, which
may counteract efforts to reduce transport demand or modal shift. In addition to
physical restrictions for road transport, Sweden is considering improving railway
infrastructure to allow longer trains, improving efficiency of this mode.

5.9.3 Moving towards modes with higher energy efficiency per unit transported
(modal shift)

Athird way to reduce CO.-emissions from freight transport is to move (longer-distance)
transport towards modes with a higher energy efficiency per transported unit.
Generally, this will mean moving from road transport, to rail and waterborne transport.
Main policy instruments are taxation and subsidies, as well as facilitating infrastructural
measures (terminals, sufficient infrastructural capacity, connection roads).

For Norway, the modal shift potential is estimated at 5—7 million tonnes
transported, of which 2.4 million tonnes is considered feasible. This makes up about 7%
of total domestic transport performance overall, or ca. 23% of domestic transport
performance over distances >300 km, but requires strong measures that are not always
socio-economically beneficial. Domestically, the maximum annual CO.-reduction is
limited, and estimated at 0.2 million tonnes, i.e. around 8% of total CO,-emissions from
HGVs. The main policy measure that is used to incentivize modal shift from road to
waterborne transport, is a subsidy scheme/*gkobonus”.

Sweden too, aims at incentivizing modal shifts from road to rail and water. Here,
the main policy measures are an “eco-bonus” for rail, which was introduced in 2018,
while a similar scheme for waterborne transport is currently under discussion. When it
comes to the potential of modal shift in Sweden, a handful of studies has been carried
outin somewhat more detail. Although there is a theoretical potential for modal shifts,
there are also capacity barriers, as well as counteracting policies, such as the permission
of heavier road vehicles.

In Finland, there are currently only few policies in place to promote modal shift.
Rather, the opposite seems to be true, as there are indications that the relaxing of
physical restrictions for road transport has gone at the expense of the modal share of
rail. Although the share of HGV transport on long-haul trips suggests that there should
be potential for modal shift, the major commodities within Finnish longer-distance
haulage are food products and grouped goods. As the delivery of these commodities
may be time-sensitive, the potential for using rail transport may be limited. Another
aspect that hampers modal shifts from road to rail is the limited rail capacity stemming
from Finland’s largely single-track network.

For Denmark, particularly shifts to rail are relevant in the modal shift discussion,
and in order to offset the effects of rail infrastructure charges, the Danish Government
has been providing an environmental subsidy to rail freight operators since 1999. In an
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investigation into the potential for shifting freight transport from road to rail, the
Danish Transport Authority (2016) estimated that the break-even distance between rail
(combi) and road in terms of costs is 350—500 kilometres, depending on whether or not
the Great Belt is crossed. This is without taking into account the flexibility that road
transport offers. Break-even distances are significantly shorter if a shift to/from HGV
can be avoided at one or both ends of the trip. Nevertheless, given today’s insignificant
share of domestic freight transport on relevant routes, it is hardly realistic that
measures will be taken that improve the attractiveness of rail to such an extent that
modal shift reaches levels that can lead to significant reductions in CO. from freight
transport.

5.9.4 Transferring to fuels with lower carbon content

A fourth way to reduce emissions from freight transport is to reduce the carbon content
of fuels. Driven by the EU, all Nordic countries are stepping up biofuel blending
requirements in fossil fuels. Focus is also put on gradually increasing the share of
advanced biofuels, which are more sustainable in production.

In Norway, the modification of vehicles, ships, and filling infrastructure with more
environmentally friendly characteristics is (partially) subsidized through the ENOVA
scheme. In Sweden, it is proposed to increase financial support to domestic biogas
production, alongside some other programs improving the position of biofuels. In
Finland and Denmark, measures are currently largely limited to the blend-in
requirements. Denmark, however, has a vast biogas production potential from the
production of pork. This potential is seen as a medium- to longer term contribution to
the reduction of CO,-emissions. All Nordic countries employ lower fuel taxation for
(pure) biofuels compared to their fossil counterparts, as described in section 5.2.

5.9.5 Moving towards lower-carbon vehicle technologies

After discussing the reduction of the carbon content of fuels, a fifth way to reduce
emissions from freight transport is through the adoption of lower-carbon vehicles. At
the European level, overarching standards are set for the fuel efficiency and
CO.-emission performance of new passenger cars and LGVs. Earlier this year, the
European Commission further proposed a set of standards for CO.-emissions from
HDVs, including an overall and legally binding 15% reduction target for new HDVs, by
2025, compared to 2019. For 2030, a preliminary target is set of 30% compared to the
same base year.

As such, the European Union pushes towards more efficient conventional
propulsion vehicles, while further incentivizing newer alternative propulsion
technologies. Meanwhile, the alternative to liquid or gaseous fuels is electric
propulsion, for which three alternatives exist: 1) battery-electric propulsion, 2)
hydrogen-electric propulsion, and 3) “electric roads”. Of these, battery-electric
propulsion is primarily seen as solution for shorter distances, while the latter two
alternatives could in future also be relevant for long-distance transport.

98 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight



For the Nordic countries in general, a trend is visible of an increasing uptake of
passenger cars (and to a smaller extent vans) with alternative propulsion technologies,
with Norway in the lead. At the same time, the uptake of alternative propulsion

technologies for heavier goods vehicles is still very limited.>®
When it comes to LGVs and HGVs, the most recent Norwegian National Transport

Plan sets the following ambitions:

e By2025, all new lighter LGVs are zero-emission vehicles.

e By 2030, all new heavier LGVs and 50% of new HGVs are zero-emission vehicles.

Despite subsidy schemes for firms, it seems unlikely that these ambitions will be
achieved under business-as-usual, as general instruments aimed at the forced phase-in
of low- and zero-emission vehicles, such as exemptions of purchase fees and VAT, are
much weaker means for LGVs and HGVs, than for passenger cars.

Sweden, in turn, as its main measure employs a bonus-malus scheme incentivizing
CO.-efficient vehicles, but this only applies to passenger cars, light busses and goods
vehicles up to 3.5 tonnes, and not HDVs.

In Finland there is a EUR 2,000 purchasing subsidy in place for electric passenger
cars from 2018 to 2021, but there are no such incentives for LGVs or HGVs. A recent
study moreover found that Finland has a very limited potential for using electric trucks
compared to other countries, and that the Finnish electrification potential further varies
considerably between commodities.

In Denmark, there are few concrete initiatives focusing on speeding up the
adoption of low- or zero-emission vehicles.

5.9.6 Other measures

In addition to the measures described above, we noted that authorities have the
possibility to influence CO.-emissions through requirements set in public tenders or
through public procurement of goods and services. Other initiatives in multiple Nordic
countries include demonstration projects (e.g. platooning and electricroads in Sweden)
intended at reducing CO.-emissions, and the establishment of knowledge and
networking platforms. Finally, Norway is working on the introduction of a so-called
CO.-fund after the model of the successful NOx-fund.

5.9.7 Cost-effectiveness of policy measures

Where possible, indications of the cost-effectiveness of different policy measures were
presented in the discussion of said measures. In addition, cost-effectiveness findings

56 Most trucks with alternative propulsion technologies are only slowly leaving the pilot stage, although busses with
alternative propulsion systems have or are nearing a commercial market situation.

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 99



were discussed more generally for the different Nordic countries, where information
was available.

For Norway, the National Transport Plan 2018-2029 is expected to reduce
CO,-emissions by around 57,000 tonnes annually (i.e. a reduction in CO,-emissions of
only 0.3% when looking at the transport sector as a whole). The Transport Plan further
states that the largest emission reductions are expected to come from developments
in technology and fuels (beyond the measures included in the plan), with a reduction of
g million tonnes CO- or around 54% of total transport emissions.

Data from ENOVA showed that the measures giving the largest CO.-reduction per
NOK in subsidies are energy management and biogas production, while support for
electric busses and HGVs are the most expensive measures to support compared to the
expected savings in CO.. In comparison, it is cheaper to provide support to ships per
reduced unit CO.. This is largely due to the fact that projects and measures for ships are
largely about rebuilding, whereas for vehicles, measures are largely about investment
in new equipment.

For Sweden, specific information on cost-effectiveness is limited. Cost-benefit
analyses for the discussed infrastructural measures in the Infrastructure Plan
2018-2029 indicate an overall negative socio-economic benefit, and CO.-emissions
from the overall transport sector are only expected to decrease by 1 percentage point,
compared to if the Infrastructure Plan was not implemented.

For Finland, Liimatainen and Viri (2017) found that the 2030 emissions reduction
target requires a reduction of emissions from overall transport of 3 million tonnes CO,,
compared to 2005, of which freight transport is to account for about 1.1 million tonnes.
Liimatainen and Viri estimate that this requires a reduction of 0.5 million tonnes CO,
through the use of renewable diesel, 0.3 million tonnes CO, from improving the energy
efficiency of freight transport by increasing average load and decreasing empty
running, o.15 million tonnes CO, from the use of LNG and electric HGVs, and 0.13
million tonnes CO: from reducing the energy consumption of HGVs. A cost-benefit
analysis of improving the energy efficiency of HGVs and LGVs yielded a CO, abatement
cost of 161 EUR/tonne CO,, while with regard to the use of alternative energy for use in
road and waterborne freight, CO. abatement costs were found to amount to 156
EUR/tonne CO; (Liimatainen et al., 2015).

In Denmark, the Council on Climate Change’s recommended cost-effective
package of measures towards 2030 only includes one minor initiative regarding freight
transport: the promotion of natural gas (CNG) in heavy road transport. Although the
resulting reduction in CO,-emissions is expected to be rather insignificant, the initiative
is considered as preparatory step for a large-scale transition to biogas in the longer run
—in 2050. The cost-effectiveness of Danish policy measures has further been assessed
by a cross-ministerial working group. Here, it was found that only instruments
regarding taxes on driving and fuel had an estimated CO,-reduction potential of more
than 2%, while the reduction potential for the majority of other instruments lies below
0.5%. In addition, almost all instruments for the transport sector have high costs
compared to typical costs in other sectors. All in all, cost-effective achievement of the
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Danish non-ETS reduction target would include hardly any initiatives focusing on
freight transport.

Finally, although they are driven by international developments, many of the policy
measures discussed in this report are primarily directed at domestic markets in the
respective Nordic countries. This means that a lack in harmonization or international
coordination can lead to unintended policy outcomes or a sub-optimal effectiveness of
policy measures due to leakages and spill-overs.
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6. Conclusions

Both passenger cars and freight transport by road are significant causes of
CO;-emissions in the Nordic countries. While for passenger cars, policy measures aimed
at reducing CO,-emissions have started to sort effect, this is much less the case for
freight transport. This poses a challenge in light of the ambitious climate objectives to
which both the EU and the Nordic countries have committed, and resulted in a call by
the Nordic Council of Ministers.

Although the Nordic countries vary in the degree to which climate objectives are
translated from the economy as a whole to the transport sector, it is clear that transport
is counted upon to contribute to significant CO.-reductions in both the medium-term
(2030) and the long-term (2050 and beyond). Sweden and Finland have for example set
ambitious objectives through official statements, aiming at 70% and 50% reductions in
CO--emissions by 2030, compared to 2010 and 2005 respectively, while Norway wants
the transport sector to contribute a “sufficient share” in light of the Paris Agreement
and Norway's objective of reducing non-ETS CO.-emissions with 40% by 2030,
compared to 2005. Although climate commitments with a focus on freight transport
are less concrete, e.g. Norway’s National Transport Plan includes ambitious objectives
for the future share of alternative propulsion systems in new freight vehicle sales,
whereas this is not the case for the other countries. For the longer-term however, all
Nordic countries have a Climate Change Act, outlining a set of climate objectives
towards 2050. Common for these Acts is the objective to turn the countries into lower-
emission societies by 2045 (Sweden) and beyond 2050.

The ambitious climate objectives discussed above beg the question whether the
Nordic countries are on the way to achieving them. Looking at freight transport,
developments in CO.-emissions have differed between the countries. While data from
Sweden and Denmark shows drops in emissions from freight transport (both
around 19%, although the change for Sweden is somewhat uncertain), Norway and
Finland have been at a relative standstill.

Forecasts, however, indicate that freight transport will continue to increase in the
Nordic countries, particularly by road. Although the CO.-intensity per unit transported
is expected to decrease over the coming decades, forecasts nevertheless show that
with current trends and adopted policies, all Nordic countries will face sizable
CO.-emission reduction gaps by 2030, compared to what transport in general, and
freight transport in particular, should contribute by 2030. In other words, without a
trend change, existing and planned policy alone seems insufficient to achieve 2030
CO:-objectives. Of the Nordic countries, Norway is the country with the expected
largest increase in CO.-emissions from freight transport by road, while Sweden shows
the largest decrease in CO,-emissions from trucks, and also the most CO.-efficient road
transport compared to the domestic transport performance volume. The most recent
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explanation for this is the increase in allowed maximum dimensions for trucks in
Sweden in recent years.

At the moment, the modal share of road transport in domestic transports is lowest
in Norway, with just under 50%, followed by Sweden, with around 66%. In Finland, the
road share currently lies around 75%, while in Denmark, even without including LGVs,
the share increased from 80% to ca. 85% in recent years. This high share is related to
Denmark’s significantly shorter distances, which disfavor other modes. For
comparison, the share of rail is highest in Sweden (over 20%), while Norway has the
highest share of waterborne transport among the Nordic countries (between 45-50%).

In looking at policy measures for reducing CO»-emissions from freight transport,
we distinguished between five main channels: reducing transport demand, increasing
transport mode efficiency, modal shifts, transferring to fuels with lower carbon
content, and moving towards lower-carbon vehicle technologies.

When it comes to addressing increases in transport demand, the Nordic countries
show some variation in how they tax road use, fuel use, and vehicle
purchasesfownership. All in all, however, measures are not strong enough to stop
expected increases in particularly road transport, let alone to reduce transport demand.

With regard to developments in transport mode efficiency, Norway and Sweden
attempt to improve the efficiency of rail transport. At the same time, however, all
Nordic countries show a strong trend towards allowing longer and heavier road trucks,
amongst others EMS, on an increasing part of the road network. While this
development contributes to reduced emissions per unit transported by road, it also
counteracts initiatives promoting modal shifts to rail and waterborne transport, by
improving the competitiveness of road transport. Indeed, it seems that this trend has
led to an increased share of road transport.

Regarding modal shifts, we found that Norway has a relatively modest domestic
potential, and fulfilling this potential requires strong policy measures. In Sweden, there
seems to be potential for modal shifts, but also a number of barriers, while in Finland,
very few initiatives are developed to stimulate modal shifts. Indeed, the trend towards
longer and heavier trucks has rather resulted in an increase of the road share. Finally,
Denmark faces particularly much transit traffic, and today’s insignificant share of
domestic freight transport on relevant routes for modal shifts, imply that no significant
reductions in CO,-emissions from freight transport can be expected in this regard.
However, note should be taken of the observation that the mode of choice for border-
crossing legs is an important determinant of the modal shift potential further down in
the transport chain. Freight that arrives in Norway by rail, for example, has a higher
likelihood to continue by train domestically, than freight that enters Norway by truck.
This again has implications for freight transport in transit countries, such as Denmark
and Finland. Because of this transit traffic and border-crossing effects, policy measures
aimed at modal shifts may benefit from a more internationally coordinated approach.

When it comes to transferring to fuels with a lower carbon content, all Nordic
countries are stepping up mandatory biofuel blend-in requirements, driven by EU
Directives. Focus is also put on gradually increasing the share of advanced biofuels. All
Nordic countries tax (pure) biofuels at lower rates compared to their fossil counterparts.
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Norway and Sweden further stimulate respectively the modification of vehicles, ships
and filling infrastructure with more environmentally-friendly characteristics, and
domestic biofuel production. Especially for advanced biofuels, however, challenges
remain with regard to sufficient availability, as well as cost differences compared to
fossil alternatives.

With regard to the transition towards lower-carbon vehicles, the European
Commission recently decided to introduce CO.-emission standards for HGVs, starting
in 2025. This measure incentivizes vehicle manufacturers to reduce the emissions of
their vehicles, as well as the development of newer, alternative propulsion systems. In
recent years, the Nordic countries, with Norway in the lead, show a trend of an
increasing uptake of passenger cars and to a lesser extent vans with low- or zero-
emission propulsion systems. Meanwhile, battery-electric LGVs still only make up a
minor share of the LGV fleetin Nordic countries, varying from 0.07% in Finland to 0.74%
in Norway. However, the absolute number of electric LGVs has increased rapidly over
the last few years, particularly in Norway and Sweden. An explanation for the limited
share of battery-electric vans is that the selection of available vehicle models is very
limited and that loading capacity (as well as charging infrastructure) is limited, although
more models are launched and expected to enter the market starting in the late autumn
of 2018 and continuing through 2019. At the same time, the uptake of electric HGVs is
still in a very early phase in all the Nordic countries. In addition to limited driving ranges,
reasons for this are the lack of serial production until now and the current price and
incentive barriers: currently, general instruments aimed at the forced phase-in of low-
and zero-emission vehicles, such as exemptions of purchase fees and VAT, are much
weaker means for LGVs and HGVs, than they are for passenger cars. This is due to the
fact that unlike for passenger cars, exemptions from VAT and purchasing charges do
not affect the cost differentials of owning and operating electric HGVs or LGVs. In
Norway, zero-emission vehicles have so long been exempting from toll charges (an
exemption which in Sweden was removed in 2012), and have access to public transport
lanes, while government agency ENOVA provides (partial) subsidies towards the cost-
differential with conventional vehicles. Another way to stimulate the adoption of
alternative technologies is through environmental requirements in public tenders. In
Norway, this has had an impact on the phasing-in of low-emission vehicles (such as
biogas vehicles) for waste management transports, and for distribution, for example of
deliveries to schools and kindergartens (Jordbakke et al., 2018; Mjgsund et al., 2018).

All in all, the Nordic countries show both similarities and differences in their
approach to reducing CO,-emissions from freight transport. The countries further have
in common that with current trends, existing and planned policies do not result in
sufficient reductions in CO.-emissions in light of 2030 climate objectives. Where the
cost-effectiveness of measures has been studied, it further seems that a significant
number of policy measures comes with relatively high social costs and only limited
reductions in CO.-emissions. Of the cost-effective policy-measures within the
transport sector, only few currently focus on freight transport. The above implies that
more is needed if 2030 objectives are to be achieved. In this regard, measures aimed at
reducing transport demand, improving the efficiency of transport modes, and
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stimulating modal shifts, may contribute to emission reductions, but likely only to a
limited degree. New measures with the largest CO.-emissions reduction potential will
likely be aimed at the increased use of fuels with lower carbon content, and the use of
alternative propulsion technologies.
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7- Policy recommendations

In order for the Nordic countries to reach their CO,-emission reduction targets in the
years to come, a strong trend change is needed. This report pinpoints that it is obvious
that changes must come from within several areas. The policy review shows that it is
difficult to achieve a greater reduction in transport demand. The same applies to the
extent to which authorities can influence the utilization of vehicles, unless physical
framework conditions such as vehicle length and maximum permissible total weight,
are increased. The latter instrument will, however, improve the competitiveness of road
compared to rail and waterborne transport, which in turn could lead to more goods
being transferred from rail and sea, to road transport. Analyses for Norway and Sweden
show that there currently is a limited feasible potential for modal shifts. In Norway, for
example, the maximum feasible annual reduction in CO.-emissions is estimated at 0.2
million tonnes, or around 8% of total CO,-emissions from heavy goods vehicles.

Therefore, in order to achieve agreed emission reduction targets, it is clear that a
technological change is necessary. This change may in part come from increased use of
lower-carbon fuels, such as biodiesel, biogas, and bio-ethanol. Although there is still a
potential to expand the supply of biofuels, the availability (and often price) of such
biofuels is expected to remain a bottleneck, as demand will likely materially outweigh
supply, particularly for advanced biofuels. Remaining CO.-reductions will therefore
have to come from vehicles with low- or zero-emission propulsion technologies.
Currently, such vehicles are expensive, and only available to a limited extent on the
market. Particularly for heavier trucks, the few currently available trucks are rebuilt
versions of combustion engine vehicles, to electric powertrains.

To achieve a change of trend, alternative solutions have to be attractive and cost-
effective compared to today’s transport solutions. Of the abovementioned policy
measures, it is primarily only increased vehicle dimensions that provide a cost-incentive
in itself. For all other measures, incentives are needed, at least in an early phase. This
applies both to freight transfers through modal shifts, but also to low-carbon fuels or
alternative propulsion systems. For vehicles using either lower-carbon fuels or
alternative propulsion systems, there is currently an additional cost element that is
either distance-dependent (biofuels) and/or time-dependent, as investment costs for
alternative propulsion vehicles are much higher than corresponding vehicles with
internal combustion engines.

Norway, which has the highest number of battery-electric vehicles of the Nordic
countries, also in terms of freight vehicles, has arather expansive electric vehicle policy.
As pointed out in the report, the most important instruments for the phasing-in of
electric passenger vehicles, are not available for vans and trucks. In particular, this
regards exemptions of purchase taxes and VAT, which are either small or do not apply
in the case of vans and trucks, and therefore give much weaker incentives. It is therefore
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important that in an early phase, instruments such as public investment support
towards additional costs, exemptions of toll charges and/or the allowance to use public
transport lanes for this type of vehicles, are used to compensate for their additional
costs.

Finally, the report presented a number of examples where a lack in harmonization
and/or coordination between countries has led to unintended policy outcomes.
Although these observations are only a few examples, they make clear that considering
border-crossing effects and coordination to a larger extent is important when
considering new policy instruments. A greater harmonization of policies between the
Nordic countries (and other countries) may benefit the effectiveness and reduce the
costs of policies. In this regard, the importance of evaluating implemented policy
measures should also be emphasized. To improve policy-making and learn from
good/bad examples in other (Nordic) countries, a better understanding of the cost-
effectiveness of measures is desirable.

108 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight



References

2030-secretariat (2018), “Indikatorer for en fossiloberoende vagtrafik ar 2030", Available via:
http://2030.miljobarometern.se/mer-om-indikatorerna/

ABC Nyheter (2017), “Elektrisk stemning i norske farvann”, Article of June 4th, 2017, Available
via: https://www.abcnyheter.no/motor/bat/2017/06/04/195306921/elektrisk-stemning-i-
norske-farvann

Adell, E., Khan, J., Hiselius, L., Lund, E., Nelldal, B.L., Pettersson, F., Palsson, H., Rosqvist, L.,
Smidfelt and S. Wandel (2016), “Systemanalys av inférande av HCT pa vdg i Sverige”, Available
via:
http://portal.research.lu.se/portal/files/16727368/Systemanalys_HCT_Slutversion_okt2016.pdf

Aftenposten (2018), “Regjeringen bommer om godstransporten — jernbanen taper enorme
mengder gods til lastebilene”, Aftenposten, edition of September 6th, 2018, pp. 18.

Askildsen, T.C. (2005), “Evaluation of Short Sea Promotion Centre Norway”, T@l-report
773/2005, Available via:
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php/13822/Publikasjoner/T%C3%981%20rapporter/2005/773-
2005/Summary-spalter.pdf

Auditor General of Norway (2018), “Riksrevisjonens undersgkelse av overfgring av
godstransport fra vei til sjg og bane”, Dokument 3:7 (2017-2018), Available via:
https://www.riksrevisjonen.no/rapporter/Sider/Godstransport.aspx

Autopass (2018), “Roads and toll road operators — overview of rates and discounts”, Version of
02/07/2018, Available via:
http://www.autopass.no/Betalingftakster/_attachment/72024?_ts=1645a46dd58

Avfall Sverige (2017), “"Utredning och analys av Idmpliga styrmedel for svenskproducerad biogas
efter 2020”, Report 2017:33, Available via:
https://www.avfallsverige.se/sok/?L=0&id=71&tx_solr%5Bq%s5D=utredning+och+analys+av+|
%C3%A4mpliga+styrmedel+f%C3%B6r+svenskproducerad+biogas+efter+2020

BaneNOR (2015), “Strakstiltak skal lefte gods pa jernbane”, Available via:
http://www.banenor.no/Nyheter/Nyhetsarkiv/2015/strakstiltak-skal-lofte-gods-pa-jernbane/

BaneNOR (2016), “Avtale om midlertidig kompensasjonsordning mellom jernbaneverket og
jernbaneforetak som frakter gods pa det nasjonale jernbanenettet”, Available via:
https://www.banenor.no/globalassets/kundeportal/kompensasjonsordning-gods/201212397-
35-avtale-om-godskompensasjon---konsolidert-versjon-som-innarb---.pdf

BaneNOR (2017), “Network Statement 2017, Available via:
http://networkstatement.jbv.no/doku.php?id=ns2017no:priser

Borjesson, M. and I. Kristoffersson (2017), “The Swedish Congestion Charges: Ten Years On —
and effect of the increasing charging levels”, Transportation Research Part A: Policy and
Practice, Vol. 107, pp.35-51, Available via:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0965856417300782

Cicero (2017), “Klimavalg 2017", Report 2017:03, Available via:
https://brage.bibsys.no/xmlui/bitstream/handle/11250/2443786/Klimavalg%202017_web.pdf?s
equence=1

COWI (2014), "Rammevilkar for gas til tung vejtransport”, Available via:
https://www.trafikstyrelsen.dk/~/media/Dokumenter/o6%20Kollektiv%2otrafik/Forsogsordni
ngen/2013/Gas%20opaa%:2ovej%20Fredericia/Bilag¥%204%20Rammevilkaar_for_gas_til_tung_
transport_-_rapport_endelig_g_dec.pdf

Danish Council on Climate Change (2017), "Omistilling frem mod 2030”, Available via:
https://www.klimaraadet.dk/da/rapporter/omstilling-frem-mod-2030

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 109


http://2030.miljobarometern.se/mer-om-indikatorerna/
https://www.abcnyheter.no/motor/bat/2017/06/04/195306921/elektrisk-stemning-i-norske-farvann
https://www.abcnyheter.no/motor/bat/2017/06/04/195306921/elektrisk-stemning-i-norske-farvann
http://portal.research.lu.se/portal/files/16727368/Systemanalys_HCT_Slutversion_okt2016.pdf
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php/13822/Publikasjoner/T%C3%98I%20rapporter/2005/773-2005/Summary-spalter.pdf
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php/13822/Publikasjoner/T%C3%98I%20rapporter/2005/773-2005/Summary-spalter.pdf
https://www.riksrevisjonen.no/rapporter/Sider/Godstransport.aspx
https://www.avfallsverige.se/sok/?L=0&id=71&tx_solr%5Bq%5D=utredning+och+analys+av+l%C3%A4mpliga+styrmedel+f%C3%B6r+svenskproducerad+biogas+efter+2020
https://www.avfallsverige.se/sok/?L=0&id=71&tx_solr%5Bq%5D=utredning+och+analys+av+l%C3%A4mpliga+styrmedel+f%C3%B6r+svenskproducerad+biogas+efter+2020
http://www.banenor.no/Nyheter/Nyhetsarkiv/2015/strakstiltak-skal-lofte-gods-pa-jernbane/
https://www.banenor.no/globalassets/kundeportal/kompensasjonsordning-gods/201212397-35-avtale-om-godskompensasjon---konsolidert-versjon-som-innarb---.pdf
https://www.banenor.no/globalassets/kundeportal/kompensasjonsordning-gods/201212397-35-avtale-om-godskompensasjon---konsolidert-versjon-som-innarb---.pdf
http://networkstatement.jbv.no/doku.php?id=ns2017no:priser
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0965856417300782
https://brage.bibsys.no/xmlui/bitstream/handle/11250/2443786/Klimavalg%202017_web.pdf?sequence=1
https://brage.bibsys.no/xmlui/bitstream/handle/11250/2443786/Klimavalg%202017_web.pdf?sequence=1
https://www.trafikstyrelsen.dk/~/media/Dokumenter/06%20Kollektiv%20trafik/Forsogsordningen/2013/Gas%20paa%20vej%20Fredericia/Bilag%204%20Rammevilkaar_for_gas_til_tung_transport_-_rapport_endelig_9_dec.pdf
https://www.trafikstyrelsen.dk/~/media/Dokumenter/06%20Kollektiv%20trafik/Forsogsordningen/2013/Gas%20paa%20vej%20Fredericia/Bilag%204%20Rammevilkaar_for_gas_til_tung_transport_-_rapport_endelig_9_dec.pdf
https://www.trafikstyrelsen.dk/~/media/Dokumenter/06%20Kollektiv%20trafik/Forsogsordningen/2013/Gas%20paa%20vej%20Fredericia/Bilag%204%20Rammevilkaar_for_gas_til_tung_transport_-_rapport_endelig_9_dec.pdf
https://www.klimaraadet.dk/da/rapporter/omstilling-frem-mod-2030

Danish Energy Agency (2013), "Virkemiddelkatalog”, Available via:
https://ens.dk/service/fremskrivninger-analyser-modeller/analyser/virkemiddelkatalog

Danish Energy Agency (2014), “Danmarks Energi- og Klimafremskrivning 2014", Available via:
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/Basisfremskrivning/danmarks_energi_og_klimafremskrivning
_2014.pdf

Danish Energy Agency (2016), “Alternative drivmidler”, Available via:
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/Analyser/alternative_drivmidler_-_rapport_3.0_2.pdf

Danish Energy Agency (2018a), “Dansk klimapolitik”, Available via:
https://ens.dk/ansvarsomraader/energi-klimapolitik/fakta-om-dansk-energi-
klimapolitik/dansk-klimapolitik

Danish Energy Agency (2018b), “Basisfremskrivning 2018”, Available via:
https://ens.dk/service/fremskrivninger-analyser-modeller/basisshyfremskrivninger

Danish Energy Agency (2018c), “Manedlig og arlig energistatistik”, Available via:
https://ens.dk/service/statistik-data-noegletal-og-kort/maanedlig-og-aarlig-energistatistik

Danish Energy Agency (2018d), “Standardfaktorer for breendvaerdier og CO,-emissioner -
indberetning af CO,-udledning for 2017", Available via:
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/CO,/rev_standardfaktorer_for_2017.pdf

Danish Ministry of Energy, Utilities and Climate (2017), “Delutmentning af den grenne pulje”,
Available via: https://www.efkm.dk/media/8415/deludmoentning-af-den-groenne-pulje.pdf
Danish Road Directorate (2011), “Evaluation of trial with European Modular System”, Available
via:
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/trafik/erhverv/modulvogntog/Sider/Evaluation%20(English
).aspx

Danish Road Directorate (2012), “Traengselsavgift i hovedstaden — Miljgundersggelse”, Rapport
407-2012, Available via:
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/viden_og_data/Documents/Rapport_tr%C3%A6ngselsafgif
t.pdf

Danish Road Directorate (2016), “The Danish EMS (European Modular System)”, Available via:
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/trafik/erhverv/modulvogntog/Sider/The%20Danisk%20EM
S.aspx

Danish Transport Authority (2016), “Fremme af gods pa bane”, Available via:
https://www.trafikstyrelsen.dk/~/media/Dokumenter/o6%20Kollektiv¥62otrafik/o5%20Trafika
le%20analyser/Publikationer/Fremme%20af%20gods%20p%C3%As5%20bane.pdf

Danske Havne (2016), “Interview af adm. Direkter Hans Kristian Haram, Short Sea Promotion
Centre Norway”, Available via: https://www.danskehavne.dk/interview-af-adm-direktoer-
hans-kristian-haram-short-sea-promotion-center-norway/

DNV-GL (2014), "Miljetiltak for maritim sektor - Sammenstilling av grunnlagsdata om dagens
skipstrafikk og drivstofforbruk”, Report 2014-1667, Available via:
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/cffd547b30564ddgazae616042c22f26/grunnlagsda
ta_for_skipstrafikk_og_drivstofforbruk.pdf

DNV-GL (2016), “"Reduksjon av klimagassutslipp fra norsk innenriks skipsfart”, Report 2016-
0150, Available via:
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/b3df5ceb86 5e42b48befdfi32ag5a8be/skipsfart-
klimagasser-dnvgl.pdf

Drivkraft Norge (2018), “Sett pris pa klimagassreduksjoner”, Available via:
https://www.drivkraftnorge.no/nyheter/2018/sett-pris-pa-klimagassreduksjoner/

Ea Energianalyse (2015), “Gren Roadmap”, Available via: http://www.ea-
energianalyse.dk/reports/1459_groen_roadmap_2030.pdf

Ea Energianalyse (2016), “Biogas og andre VE braendstoffer til tung transport”, Available via:
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/Bioenergi/biogas_og_anden_ve_til_tung_transport.pdf

ENOVA (2018a), “Overview of available subsidies for the transport sector”, Available via:
https://www.enova.no/bedrift/

110 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight


https://ens.dk/service/fremskrivninger-analyser-modeller/analyser/virkemiddelkatalog
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/Basisfremskrivning/danmarks_energi_og_klimafremskrivning_2014.pdf
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/Basisfremskrivning/danmarks_energi_og_klimafremskrivning_2014.pdf
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/Analyser/alternative_drivmidler_-_rapport_3.0_2.pdf
https://ens.dk/ansvarsomraader/energi-klimapolitik/fakta-om-dansk-energi-klimapolitik/dansk-klimapolitik
https://ens.dk/ansvarsomraader/energi-klimapolitik/fakta-om-dansk-energi-klimapolitik/dansk-klimapolitik
https://ens.dk/service/fremskrivninger-analyser-modeller/basisshyfremskrivninger
https://ens.dk/service/statistik-data-noegletal-og-kort/maanedlig-og-aarlig-energistatistik
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/CO2/rev_standardfaktorer_for_2017.pdf
https://www.efkm.dk/media/8415/deludmoentning-af-den-groenne-pulje.pdf
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/trafik/erhverv/modulvogntog/Sider/Evaluation%20(English).aspx
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/trafik/erhverv/modulvogntog/Sider/Evaluation%20(English).aspx
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/viden_og_data/Documents/Rapport_tr%C3%A6ngselsafgift.pdf
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/viden_og_data/Documents/Rapport_tr%C3%A6ngselsafgift.pdf
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/trafik/erhverv/modulvogntog/Sider/The%20Danisk%20EMS.aspx
http://www.vejdirektoratet.dk/DA/trafik/erhverv/modulvogntog/Sider/The%20Danisk%20EMS.aspx
https://www.trafikstyrelsen.dk/~/media/Dokumenter/06%20Kollektiv%20trafik/05%20Trafikale%20analyser/Publikationer/Fremme%20af%20gods%20p%C3%A5%20bane.pdf
https://www.trafikstyrelsen.dk/~/media/Dokumenter/06%20Kollektiv%20trafik/05%20Trafikale%20analyser/Publikationer/Fremme%20af%20gods%20p%C3%A5%20bane.pdf
https://www.danskehavne.dk/interview-af-adm-direktoer-hans-kristian-haram-short-sea-promotion-center-norway/
https://www.danskehavne.dk/interview-af-adm-direktoer-hans-kristian-haram-short-sea-promotion-center-norway/
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/cffd547b30564dd9a2ae616042c22f26/grunnlagsdata_for_skipstrafikk_og_drivstofforbruk.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/cffd547b30564dd9a2ae616042c22f26/grunnlagsdata_for_skipstrafikk_og_drivstofforbruk.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/b3df5ceb865e42b48befdf132a95a8be/skipsfart-klimagasser-dnvgl.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/b3df5ceb865e42b48befdf132a95a8be/skipsfart-klimagasser-dnvgl.pdf
https://www.drivkraftnorge.no/nyheter/2018/sett-pris-pa-klimagassreduksjoner/
http://www.ea-energianalyse.dk/reports/1459_groen_roadmap_2030.pdf
http://www.ea-energianalyse.dk/reports/1459_groen_roadmap_2030.pdf
https://ens.dk/sites/ens.dk/files/Bioenergi/biogas_og_anden_ve_til_tung_transport.pdf
https://www.enova.no/bedrift/

ENOVA (2018b), “Prosjektliste 2012-2017", Available via: https://www.enova.no/om-enova/om-
organisasjonen/prosjektliste-2012--2017/

Environment Agency of Iceland (2018), “National inventory report. Emissions of greenhouse
gases in Iceland from 1990 to 2016", Available via:
https://ust.is/library/Skrar/Atvinnulif/Loftslagsbreytingar/NIR%202018%2015%20April%20sub
mission.pdf

European Commission (2011), “Roadmap to a Single European Transport Area — Towards a
competitive and resource efficient transport system”, White Paper, Available via: https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52011DCo144&from=EN

European Commission (2014a), “Strategy for reducing Heavy-Duty Vehicles' fuel consumption
and CO, emissions”, EC communication, Available via: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52014DC0285&from=EN

European Commission (2014b), “Guidelines on State aid for environmental protection and
energy, 2014—2020", Available via the Official Journal of the European Union

European Commission (2014c), “State aid No SA.36758 (2013/N) — Denmark Prolongation of
environmental aid scheme for the transport of goods by rail for the period 2014—2017",
Available via:
http://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases/248838/248838_1568456_113_2.pdf

European Commission (2015), “Sweden-Poland Sustainable Sea-Hinterland Services -
Sustainable Swinoujscie-Trelleborg MoS”, Available via: https://www.onthemosway.eu/wp-
content/uploads/2016/06/1.Sweden-Poland-Sustainable-Sea-Hinterland-Services.pdf

European Commission (2016a), “Proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of
the Council on binding annual greenhouse gas emission reductions by Member States from
2021 to 2030 for a resilient Energy Union and to meet commitments under the Paris
Agreement”, Available via: https://ec.europa.euftransparency/regdoc/rep/1/2016/EN/1-2016-
482-EN-F1-1.PDF

European Commission (2016b), “A European Strategy for Low-Emission Mobility”, EC
communication, Available via: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:520165C0244&from=EN

European Commission (2016c¢), “Annex 2 to A European Strategy for Low-Emission Mobility”,
EC communication, Available via: https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:e44d3c21-531e-11e6-89bd-
01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF

European Commission (2018a), “Regulation on binding annual greenhouse gas reductions by
Member States from 2021 to 2030”, Regulation 2018/842, Available via: https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32018R0842&from=EN

European Commission (2018b), “Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council
setting CO,-emission performance standards for new heavy-duty vehicles”, 2018/0143,
Available via: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:f38df734-59da-11e8-ab41-
01aa75ed71a1.0001.02/DOC_1&format=PDF

European Commission (2018c), "Dryport - a modal shift in practice”, Available via:
https://trimis.ec.europa.eu/project/dryport-modal-shift-practice#tab-outline

European Commission (2018d), “Renewable energy directive”, Available via:
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/enftopics/renewable-energy/renewable-energy-directive

Euro vignettes (2018), "Euro vignette tariffs in EUR, From 01/07/2018 until 31/12/2018",
Available via: https://www.Euro vignettes.eu/portal/en/tariffs/tariffs?reset=true

EV Norway (2017), “Hvor baerekraftig er hydrogen som drivstoff?”, Available via:
https://elbil.no/hvor-baerekraftig-er-hydrogen-som-drivstoff/

Farstad, E. (2018), “Transportytelser i Norge 1946—2016", TOl-report 1613/2018, Available via:
https://www.toi.no/publikasjonerftransportytelser-i-norge-1946-2016-article34780-8.html

Finlex (2018), “Autoverolaki”, Available via:
https://www.finlex.fiffi/laki/ajantasa/1994/19941482#L3

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 111


https://www.enova.no/om-enova/om-organisasjonen/prosjektliste-2012--2017/
https://www.enova.no/om-enova/om-organisasjonen/prosjektliste-2012--2017/
https://ust.is/library/Skrar/Atvinnulif/Loftslagsbreytingar/NIR%202018%2015%20April%20submission.pdf
https://ust.is/library/Skrar/Atvinnulif/Loftslagsbreytingar/NIR%202018%2015%20April%20submission.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52011DC0144&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52011DC0144&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52014DC0285&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52014DC0285&from=EN
http://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases/248838/248838_1568456_113_2.pdf
https://www.onthemosway.eu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/1.Sweden-Poland-Sustainable-Sea-Hinterland-Services.pdf
https://www.onthemosway.eu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/1.Sweden-Poland-Sustainable-Sea-Hinterland-Services.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2016/EN/1-2016-482-EN-F1-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2016/EN/1-2016-482-EN-F1-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52016SC0244&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52016SC0244&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:e44d3c21-531e-11e6-89bd-01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:e44d3c21-531e-11e6-89bd-01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:e44d3c21-531e-11e6-89bd-01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32018R0842&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32018R0842&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:f38df734-59da-11e8-ab41-01aa75ed71a1.0001.02/DOC_1&format=PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:f38df734-59da-11e8-ab41-01aa75ed71a1.0001.02/DOC_1&format=PDF
https://trimis.ec.europa.eu/project/dryport-modal-shift-practice#tab-outline
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/en/topics/renewable-energy/renewable-energy-directive
https://elbil.no/hvor-baerekraftig-er-hydrogen-som-drivstoff/
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/transportytelser-i-norge-1946-2016-article34780-8.html
https://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/ajantasa/1994/19941482#L3

Finnish Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment (2017), “Government report on the
National Energy and Climate Strategy for 2030”, Report 12/2017, Available via:
https:/ftem.fi/{documents/1410877/2769658/Government+report+on+the+National+Energy+a
nd+Climate+Strategy+for+2030/obb2a7be-d3c2-4149-a4c2-78449ceb1g76

Finnish Ministry of the Environment (2017), “Government Report on

Medium-term Climate Change Policy Plan for 2030”, Available via:

http://julkaisut.valtioneuvosto.fi/bitstream/handle/10024/80769/YMre_21en_2017.pdf?sequenc
e=1&isAllowed=y

Finnish Ministry of Transport and Communications (2018a), “Raskaan lilkenteen
aikaperusteinen tienkdyttémaksu (vinjetti)”, Available via:
http://julkaisut.valtioneuvosto.fi/handle/10024/160831

Finnish Ministry of Transport and Communications (2018b), “A change proposed to dimensions
of heavy-duty vehicles”, Available via: https://www.lvm.fi/en/-/a-change-proposed-to-
dimensions-of-heavy-duty-vehicles-968269

Finnish Transport Agency (2014), “Valtakunnallinen tieliikenne-ennuste 2030", Available via:
https:/fjulkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/lts_2014-13_valtakunnallinen_tieliikenne-
ennuste_web.pdf

Finnish Transport Agency (2017), “The Finnish Railway Statistics”, Report 9/2017, Available via:
https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/Iti_2017-09_rautatietilasto_2016_web.pdf

Finnish Transport Agency (2018a), “Statistics on domestic waterborne traffic in Finland”, Report
3/2018, Available via: https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/Iti_2018-
03_kotimaan_vesiliikennetilasto_web.pdf

Finnish Transport Agency (2018b), “Ratamaksu”, Available via:
https://www.liikennevirasto.fi/rataverkko/ratamaksu#.W6JCAuRIInV

Finnish Transport Safety Agency (2016a), “Structure and amount of tax”, Available via:
https://www.trafi.fi/en/road/taxation/vehicle_tax/structure_and_amount_of_tax

Finnish Transport Safety Agency (2016b), “Report on wintertime High Capacity

Transport (HCT) 2015-2016", Available via:
https://www.trafi.fi/filebank/a/1473422710/7c6f1828ea16e7c6dd32fd4127¢82981/22393-

HCT _report_wintertime_2015-2016.pdf

Finnish Transport Safety Agency (2017), “Ajoneuvokannan kdyttovoimia”, Available via:
https://www.trafi fiftietopalvelut/ftilastot/tieliikenne/ajoneuvokanta/ajoneuvokannan_kayttov
oimatilastot

Finnish Transport Safety Agency (2018a), “Car tax after first registration”, Available via:
https://www.trafi.fifen/road/taxation/car_tax_after_first_registration

Finnish Transport Safety Agency (2018b), “Ammattiliikenteen energiatehokkuus”, Available via:
https://www.trafi.fiftieliikenne/ammattiliikkenne/vastuullisuusmalli/energiatehokkuus

Fossil Free Fuel (2018), “The Swedish Knowledge Centre for Renewable transportation fuels”,
Available via: http://www.f3centre.se

Fridstrem, L. and V. @stli (2016)", "Kjereteyparkens utvikling og

Klimagassutslipp Framskrivinger med modellen BIG”, TOl-report 1518/2016, Available via:
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php?mmfileid=43853

Garme, K., Ljungberg, A., Tufvesson, E., Lantz, J., Woxenius, J., Sundberg, M., Arvidsson, N and
S. Hall Kihl (2017), "Vattenvdgen — den intermodala pusselbiten, En forstudie om vattenvagen
som transportresurs och hur vi kan bedéma om den bidrar till ett battre transportsystem”,
Lighthouse report, Available via: https://gup-server.ub.gu.se/vi/asset_data/206730

Goteborgs Stad (2018), “Hallbara transporter”, Available via: http://forlivochrorelse.se/hallbara-
transporter/

Hagman, R., Weber, C., and A.H. Amundsen (2015), “Utslipp fra kjgretay — holder de hva de
lover?”, TOI-report 1407/2015, Available via: https://www.toi.no/getfile.php?mmfileid=40122

112 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight


https://tem.fi/documents/1410877/2769658/Government+report+on+the+National+Energy+and+Climate+Strategy+for+2030/0bb2a7be-d3c2-4149-a4c2-78449ceb1976
https://tem.fi/documents/1410877/2769658/Government+report+on+the+National+Energy+and+Climate+Strategy+for+2030/0bb2a7be-d3c2-4149-a4c2-78449ceb1976
http://julkaisut.valtioneuvosto.fi/bitstream/handle/10024/80769/YMre_21en_2017.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
http://julkaisut.valtioneuvosto.fi/bitstream/handle/10024/80769/YMre_21en_2017.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
http://julkaisut.valtioneuvosto.fi/handle/10024/160831
https://www.lvm.fi/en/-/a-change-proposed-to-dimensions-of-heavy-duty-vehicles-968269
https://www.lvm.fi/en/-/a-change-proposed-to-dimensions-of-heavy-duty-vehicles-968269
https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/lts_2014-13_valtakunnallinen_tieliikenne-ennuste_web.pdf
https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/lts_2014-13_valtakunnallinen_tieliikenne-ennuste_web.pdf
https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/lti_2017-09_rautatietilasto_2016_web.pdf
https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/lti_2018-03_kotimaan_vesiliikennetilasto_web.pdf
https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/lti_2018-03_kotimaan_vesiliikennetilasto_web.pdf
https://www.liikennevirasto.fi/rataverkko/ratamaksu#.W6JCAuRlInV
https://www.trafi.fi/en/road/taxation/vehicle_tax/structure_and_amount_of_tax
https://www.trafi.fi/filebank/a/1473422710/7c6f1828ea16e7c6dd32fd4127c82981/22393-HCT_report_wintertime_2015-2016.pdf
https://www.trafi.fi/filebank/a/1473422710/7c6f1828ea16e7c6dd32fd4127c82981/22393-HCT_report_wintertime_2015-2016.pdf
https://www.trafi.fi/tietopalvelut/tilastot/tieliikenne/ajoneuvokanta/ajoneuvokannan_kayttovoimatilastot
https://www.trafi.fi/tietopalvelut/tilastot/tieliikenne/ajoneuvokanta/ajoneuvokannan_kayttovoimatilastot
https://www.trafi.fi/en/road/taxation/car_tax_after_first_registration
https://www.trafi.fi/tieliikenne/ammattiliikenne/vastuullisuusmalli/energiatehokkuus
http://www.f3centre.se/
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php?mmfileid=43853
https://gup-server.ub.gu.se/v1/asset_data/206730
http://forlivochrorelse.se/hallbara-transporter/
http://forlivochrorelse.se/hallbara-transporter/
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php?mmfileid=40122

Haram, H.K., Hovi, I.B. and E. Caspersen (2015), “Potensiale og virkemidler for overfgring av
gods fra veg- til sjgtransport”, TOIl-report 1424/2015, Available via:
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php?mmfileid=41079

Hovi, A. (2017), “Liikenneviraston nakdkulma”, Available via:
https://www.eduskunta.fi/Fl/vaski/JulkaisuMetatieto/Documents/EDK-2017-AK-109998.pdf

Hovi, I.B., Brathen, S., Hjelle, H.M., and E. Caspersen (2014), “Rammebetingelser i transport og
logistikk”, TOl-report 1353/2014, Available via:
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/[rammebetingelser-i-transport-og-logistikk-article32870-
8.html

Hovi, I.B., Hansen, W., Johansen, B.G., Jordbakke, G.N., and A. Madslien (2017),
“Framskrivinger for godstransport i Norge 2016-2050", TOI-report 1555/2017, Available via:
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php?mmfileid=44755

International Maritime Organization (2018), “UN body adopts climate change strategy for
shipping”, Press briefing 13-04-2018, Available via:
http://www.imo.org/en/mediacentre/pressbriefings/pages/o6ghginitialstrategy.aspx

Jordal-Jergensen, J., Kveiborg, O., and S. Friis-Jensen (2017), “CO,-emissions and economic
incentives - Recent developments in CO, emissions from passenger cars in the Nordic
countries and potential economic incentives to regulate them”, TemaNord-series, report
2017:530, Available via: https://norden.diva-
portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1096156/FULLTEXTo2.pdf

Jordbakke, G.N., Amundsen, A., Sundvor, ., Figenbaum, E. and |.B. Hovi (2018), “Technological
maturity level and market introduction timeline of zero-emission heavy-duty vehicles: State of
the art”, T@l-report 1655/2018, in press, Available soon via: https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/

KNEG (2017), “Klimatneutrala Godstransporter pa Vag”, Available via: http://kneg.org/

KPMG, Prognosesenteret, SINTEF and HRP (2018), “Fremsyn 2050 — Trender innen samferdsel
frem mot 2050”, Report towards the new Norwegian National Transport Plan, Available via:
https://www.ntp.dep.no/Forside/_attachment/2245103/binary/1248702?_ts=162cec11880

Kristoffersen, I., Pernestal Brenden, A. and L-G. Mattsson (2017), "Kristoffersen, I., Pernestal
Brenden, A., and L-G. Mattsson (2017), “Framtidsscenarier for sjalvkorande fordon pa véag:
samhallseffekter 2030 med utblick mot 2050"”, VTI-note 18/2017, Available via:
https://www.vti.se/sv/Publikationer/Publikation/framtidsscenarier-for-sjalvkorande-fordon-
pa-vag_1094622

Lapp, T. and P. likkanen (2017), "HCT-ajoneuvojen liikkennejdrjestelmavaikutukset.
Liikenneviraston tutkimuksia ja selvityksia”, 57/2017, Available via:
https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/lts_2017-57_hct-ajoneuvojen_web.pdf

Liimatainen, H. (2010), “Shippers” Views on Environmental Reporting of Logistics and
Implications for Logistics Service Providers’, Logistics Research Network Conference 2010
Proceedings

Liimatainen, H., Nykdnen, L., Rantala, T., Rehunen, A., Ristimaki, M., Strandell, A., Seppal3, J.,
Kytd, M., Puroila, S. and M. Ollikainen (2015), “Tarve, tottumukset, tekniikka ja talous —
ilmastonmuutoksen hillinnan toimenpiteet liilkenteessa. Suomen limastopaneeli”, (executive
summary in English), Available via: https://ftutcris.tut.fi/portal/fi/publications/tarve-
tottumukset-tekniikka-ja-talous--ilmastonmuutoksen-hillinnan-toimenpiteet-
liikenteessa(e192489b-4c4f-49f9-a591-883fb4bbffce).html

Liimatainen, H., and R. Viri (2017), “Liikenteen paastttavoitteiden saavuttaminen 2030 -
politiikkatoimenpiteiden tarkastelu. Suomen limastopaneeli.”, Available via:
https://tutcris.tut.fi/fportalffi/publications/liikenteen-paastoetavoitteiden-saavuttaminen-
2030--politiikkatoimenpiteiden-tarkastelu(2f7dssed-az17-470b-982a-
792491902307)/export.html

Liimatainen, H., Nykdnen, L. and M. Péllanen (2018a), “Impacts of increasing maximum HGV
weight — case Finland”, Unpublished manuscript

Liimatainen, H., van Vliet, O., and D. Aplyn (2018b), “The potential of electric trucks —an
international commodity-level analysis.”, Manuscript under review in Applied Energy

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 113


https://www.toi.no/getfile.php?mmfileid=41079
https://www.eduskunta.fi/FI/vaski/JulkaisuMetatieto/Documents/EDK-2017-AK-109998.pdf
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/rammebetingelser-i-transport-og-logistikk-article32870-8.html
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/rammebetingelser-i-transport-og-logistikk-article32870-8.html
https://www.toi.no/getfile.php?mmfileid=44755
http://www.imo.org/en/mediacentre/pressbriefings/pages/06ghginitialstrategy.aspx
https://norden.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1096156/FULLTEXT02.pdf
https://norden.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1096156/FULLTEXT02.pdf
http://kneg.org/
https://www.ntp.dep.no/Forside/_attachment/2245103/binary/1248702?_ts=162cec11880
https://www.vti.se/sv/Publikationer/Publikation/framtidsscenarier-for-sjalvkorande-fordon-pa-vag_1094622
https://www.vti.se/sv/Publikationer/Publikation/framtidsscenarier-for-sjalvkorande-fordon-pa-vag_1094622
https://julkaisut.liikennevirasto.fi/pdf8/lts_2017-57_hct-ajoneuvojen_web.pdf
https://tutcris.tut.fi/portal/fi/publications/tarve-tottumukset-tekniikka-ja-talous--ilmastonmuutoksen-hillinnan-toimenpiteet-liikenteessa(e192489b-4c4f-49f9-a591-883fb4bbffce).html
https://tutcris.tut.fi/portal/fi/publications/tarve-tottumukset-tekniikka-ja-talous--ilmastonmuutoksen-hillinnan-toimenpiteet-liikenteessa(e192489b-4c4f-49f9-a591-883fb4bbffce).html
https://tutcris.tut.fi/portal/fi/publications/tarve-tottumukset-tekniikka-ja-talous--ilmastonmuutoksen-hillinnan-toimenpiteet-liikenteessa(e192489b-4c4f-49f9-a591-883fb4bbffce).html
https://tutcris.tut.fi/portal/fi/publications/liikenteen-paastoetavoitteiden-saavuttaminen-2030--politiikkatoimenpiteiden-tarkastelu(1f7d55ed-a717-470b-982a-79a491902307)/export.html
https://tutcris.tut.fi/portal/fi/publications/liikenteen-paastoetavoitteiden-saavuttaminen-2030--politiikkatoimenpiteiden-tarkastelu(1f7d55ed-a717-470b-982a-79a491902307)/export.html
https://tutcris.tut.fi/portal/fi/publications/liikenteen-paastoetavoitteiden-saavuttaminen-2030--politiikkatoimenpiteiden-tarkastelu(1f7d55ed-a717-470b-982a-79a491902307)/export.html

Lovdata (2017), “Forskrift om endring i produktforskriften (ekt omsetningskrav for biodrivstoff
fra oktober 2017 og januar 2018)", Available via:
https://lovdata.no/dokument/LTI/forskrift/2017-09-08-1372

Lonnqvist, T. (2017), “Biogas in Swedish transport - a policy-driven systematic transition”,
Doctoral Thesis at KTH, Available via: https://www.diva-
portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1093408/FULLTEXTo1.pdf

Maritimt Forum (2018), *SPC — Overflytting av gods til 5j3”, Available via:
https://maritimtforum.se/spc/

Miljomal Portal (2018), “Environmental Objectives”, Available via:
https://www.miljomal.se/Environmental-Objectives-Portal/Undre-meny/About-the-
Environmental-Objectives/

Mjesund, C.S., Jordbakke, G.N. and I.B. Hovi (2018), “Sma godsbiler: Bruksomrader,
transportytelser og potensiale for elektrifisering”, T@I-report 1650/2018, Available via:
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/sma-godsbiler-bruksomrader-transportytelser-og-
potensiale-for-elektrifisering-article35119-8.html

National Institute of Economic Research (2017), “Milj6, ekonomi och politik”, Report, Annual
Environmental Economics Report for 2017, Available via:
https://www.konj.se/download/18.3cbad1981604650ddf38c735/151317298396 5/MEK-
rapport%2oinkl%:2oyttrande_webb.pdf

National Institute of Economic Research (2018), “Kommentar till regeringens varproposition
2018", Available via: https://www.konj.sefom-ki/aktuellt/nyhetsarkiv/2018-04-16-kommentar-
till-regeringens-varproposition-2018.html

NHOLT (2017), “Nye sporavgifter pa jernbane”, Press release of February 27th, 2017, Available
via: http://nholt.no/article.php?articlelD=2555&categorylD=112

NLF (2017), “Slik blir omkjgringene pa E18”, Available via:
https://lastebil.no/Aktuelt/Nyhetsarkiv/2017/Slik-blir-omkjoeringene-paa-E18

Norwegian Association of Heavy Equipment Contractors (2016), “Veikart for naeringslivets
transporter — med hgy mobilitet mot null utslipp i 2050"”, Available via:
http://www.mef.no/Content/i50070/Rapport%2o0-
%20Veikart¥%2ofor%20n%C3%A6ringslivets¥%2otransporter%2012.09.2016.pdf

Norwegian Coastal Administration (2018), "Tilskuddsordning godsoverfering”, Available via:
http://kystverket.no/Maritim-infrastruktur/sjotransport/insentivordning-for-overforing-av-
gods-fra-veg-til-sjo/

Norwegian Environment Agency (2016), "Biodrivstoff i transportsektoren — Kartlegging av
barrierer og kostnader”, Available via:
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/Documents/publikasjoner/M669/M669.pdf

Norwegian Environment Agency (2017), “Uendrede klimagassutslipp i ikke-kvotepliktig sektor”,
Available via: http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/no/Nyheter/Nyheter/2017/Juni-2017/Uendrede-
klimagassutslipp-i-ikke-kvotepliktig-sektor/

Norwegian Environment Agency (2018a), “Biodrivstoffregimet”, Presentation at breakfast
seminar, Available via:
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/Documents/Arrangementer/Biodrivstoff/biodrivstoffregimet
2_tonjebuoo40518.pdf

Norwegian Environment Agency (2018b), “Fakta om biodrivstoff”, Available via:
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/no/Nyheter/Nyheter/2017/Februar-2017/Fakta-om-
biodrivstoffa/

Norwegian Government (2016a), “Klimastrategi for 2030 — norsk omstilling i europeisk
samarbeid”, Meld. St. 41 (2016—2017), Available via:
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/dokumenter/meld.-st.-41-20162017/id2557401/sec2

Norwegian Government (2016b), “Nasjonal Transportplan 2018-2029", Meld. St. 33 (2016—
2017), Available via: https://www.regjeringen.no/no/dokumenter/meld.-st.-33-
20162017/id2546287/sec11

114 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight


https://lovdata.no/dokument/LTI/forskrift/2017-09-08-1372
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1093408/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1093408/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://maritimtforum.se/spc/
https://www.miljomal.se/Environmental-Objectives-Portal/Undre-meny/About-the-Environmental-Objectives/
https://www.miljomal.se/Environmental-Objectives-Portal/Undre-meny/About-the-Environmental-Objectives/
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/sma-godsbiler-bruksomrader-transportytelser-og-potensiale-for-elektrifisering-article35119-8.html
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/sma-godsbiler-bruksomrader-transportytelser-og-potensiale-for-elektrifisering-article35119-8.html
https://www.konj.se/download/18.3cbad1981604650ddf38c735/1513172983965/MEK-rapport%20inkl%20yttrande_webb.pdf
https://www.konj.se/download/18.3cbad1981604650ddf38c735/1513172983965/MEK-rapport%20inkl%20yttrande_webb.pdf
https://www.konj.se/om-ki/aktuellt/nyhetsarkiv/2018-04-16-kommentar-till-regeringens-varproposition-2018.html
https://www.konj.se/om-ki/aktuellt/nyhetsarkiv/2018-04-16-kommentar-till-regeringens-varproposition-2018.html
http://nholt.no/article.php?articleID=2555&categoryID=112
https://lastebil.no/Aktuelt/Nyhetsarkiv/2017/Slik-blir-omkjoeringene-paa-E18
http://www.mef.no/Content/150070/Rapport%20-%20Veikart%20for%20n%C3%A6ringslivets%20transporter%2012.09.2016.pdf
http://www.mef.no/Content/150070/Rapport%20-%20Veikart%20for%20n%C3%A6ringslivets%20transporter%2012.09.2016.pdf
http://kystverket.no/Maritim-infrastruktur/sjotransport/insentivordning-for-overforing-av-gods-fra-veg-til-sjo/
http://kystverket.no/Maritim-infrastruktur/sjotransport/insentivordning-for-overforing-av-gods-fra-veg-til-sjo/
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/Documents/publikasjoner/M669/M669.pdf
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/no/Nyheter/Nyheter/2017/Juni-2017/Uendrede-klimagassutslipp-i-ikke-kvotepliktig-sektor/
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/no/Nyheter/Nyheter/2017/Juni-2017/Uendrede-klimagassutslipp-i-ikke-kvotepliktig-sektor/
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/Documents/Arrangementer/Biodrivstoff/biodrivstoffregimet2_tonjebuo040518.pdf
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/Documents/Arrangementer/Biodrivstoff/biodrivstoffregimet2_tonjebuo040518.pdf
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/no/Nyheter/Nyheter/2017/Februar-2017/Fakta-om-biodrivstoff1/
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/no/Nyheter/Nyheter/2017/Februar-2017/Fakta-om-biodrivstoff1/
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/dokumenter/meld.-st.-41-20162017/id2557401/sec2
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/dokumenter/meld.-st.-33-20162017/id2546287/sec11
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/dokumenter/meld.-st.-33-20162017/id2546287/sec11

Norwegian Government (2018a), “Innsatsfordelingsforordningen”, Available via:
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/sub/eos-
notatbasen/notatene/2016/sep/innsatsfordelingsforordningen/id2517921

Norwegian Government (2018b), "Avgiftssatser 2018, Available via:
https://www.regjeringen.no/noftema/okonomi-og-budsjett/skatter-og-avgifter/avgiftssatser-
2018/id2575160/

Norwegian Ministry of Climate and the Environment (2016), “Endringer i omsetningskravet for
biodrivstoff”, Hearing Note, Available via:
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/83a6497fc5a748d4beiao3sfcaczgcba/horingsnotat
_endringer_i_omsetningskravet_for_biodrivstoff_160705.pdf

Norwegian Ministry of Transport and Communications (2016), “Proposisjon 1 S til Stortinget”,
Available via: https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/d4c7471fc386415dao11473315b6171a
/no/pdfs/prp201620170001_sddddpdfs.pdf

Norwegian Parliament (2016), “Innstilling fra energi- og miljgkomiteen om Samtykke til
ratifikasjon av Paris-avtalen”, Innst. 4075, Prop. 1155, Available via:
https://www.stortinget.no/globalassets/pdf/innstillinger/stortinget/2015-2016/inns-201516-
407.pdf

Norwegian Public Roads Administration (2016), “Transport av temmer”, Available via:
https://www.vegvesen.no/kjoretoy/yrkestransport/veglister-og-dispensasjonerftomme

Norwegian Public Roads Administration (2017), “Vegliste 2018”, Available via:
https://www.vegvesen.no/_attachment/2216460/binary/12559167fast_title=Rosa+vegliste+no
rmaltransport+-+april+2018.pdf

Norwegian Public Roads Administration (2018), “Vegkart”, Available via:
https://www.vegvesen.no/vegkart/vegkart/#kartlag:geodata/hva:(~(id:889,filter:(~),farge:'1_1
))/@600000,7559919, 4

Norwegian Tax Administration (2018), “Rate for: Vektarsavgift”, Available via:
https://www.skatteetaten.no/en/rates/vektarsavgift/

Olsson, L., Behrends, S., Collado, M., Cederstav, F., Elander, R., Karlsson, E., Bolminger, S.,
Svanberg, M., Andersson, L., Wilhemsson, J., Lindkvist, J. and D. Backelin (2018), “Final report
DenCity UDI Phase 2", Available via:
https://closer.lindholmen.se/sites/default/files/content/resource(files/dencity_-
_final_report_2018_o.pdf

Petroleum and Biofuels Association Finland (2018), “Oljytuotteiden valmisteverotus”, Available
via: http://www.oil.fi/sites/default/files/sivut/sisaltosivu/liitetiedostot/1.9_valmisteverot_2.pdf

Pinchasik, D.R. and I.B. Hovi (2017), “A CO,-fund for the transport industry: The case of
Norway”, Transport Policy, vol. 53(C), pp.186—195

Retsinformation Danmark (2017a), “Bekendtgerelse om karetgjers sterste bredde, laengde,
hejde, vaegt og akseltryk (Dimensionsbekendtgerelsen)”, Available via:
https://www.retsinformation.dk/Forms/Ro710.aspx?id=137554

Retsinformation Danmark (2017b), “Bekendtgerelse om sartransport”, Available via:
https://www.retsinformation.dk/Forms/Ro710.aspx?id=166117

Retsinformation Danmark (2018), “Bekendtgerelse om infrastrukturafgifter m.v. for statens
jernbanenet”, Available via:
https://www.retsinformation.dk/Forms/Ro710.aspx?id=194766 #id58517997-15ad-4bcc-aeze-
2896cfd4dyef

Rudolph, C. and J. Gruber (2017), “Cargo cycles in commercial transport: Potentials, constraints,
and recommendations”, Research in Transportation Business & Management, Vol.24, pp. 26—
36

Ruter (2018), “70 nye batterielektriske busser til Oslo neste ar”, Press release of April 12th, 2018,
Available via: https://ruter.no/presserom/#/pressreleases/7o-nye-batterielektriske-busser-til-
oslo-neste-aar-2475554

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 115


https://www.regjeringen.no/no/sub/eos-notatbasen/notatene/2016/sep/innsatsfordelingsforordningen/id2517921
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/sub/eos-notatbasen/notatene/2016/sep/innsatsfordelingsforordningen/id2517921
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/tema/okonomi-og-budsjett/skatter-og-avgifter/avgiftssatser-2018/id2575160/
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/tema/okonomi-og-budsjett/skatter-og-avgifter/avgiftssatser-2018/id2575160/
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/83a6497fc5a748d4be1a037fcac79cb1/horingsnotat_endringer_i_omsetningskravet_for_biodrivstoff_160705.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/83a6497fc5a748d4be1a037fcac79cb1/horingsnotat_endringer_i_omsetningskravet_for_biodrivstoff_160705.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/d4c7471fc386415da011473315b6171a%20/no/pdfs/prp201620170001_sddddpdfs.pdf
https://www.regjeringen.no/contentassets/d4c7471fc386415da011473315b6171a%20/no/pdfs/prp201620170001_sddddpdfs.pdf
https://www.stortinget.no/globalassets/pdf/innstillinger/stortinget/2015-2016/inns-201516-407.pdf
https://www.stortinget.no/globalassets/pdf/innstillinger/stortinget/2015-2016/inns-201516-407.pdf
https://www.vegvesen.no/kjoretoy/yrkestransport/veglister-og-dispensasjoner/tomme
https://www.vegvesen.no/_attachment/2216460/binary/1255916?fast_title=Rosa+vegliste+normaltransport+-+april+2018.pdf
https://www.vegvesen.no/_attachment/2216460/binary/1255916?fast_title=Rosa+vegliste+normaltransport+-+april+2018.pdf
https://www.vegvesen.no/vegkart/vegkart/#kartlag:geodata/hva:(~(id:889,filter:(~),farge:'1_1))/@600000,7559919,4
https://www.vegvesen.no/vegkart/vegkart/#kartlag:geodata/hva:(~(id:889,filter:(~),farge:'1_1))/@600000,7559919,4
https://www.skatteetaten.no/en/rates/vektarsavgift/
https://closer.lindholmen.se/sites/default/files/content/resource/files/dencity_-_final_report_2018_0.pdf
https://closer.lindholmen.se/sites/default/files/content/resource/files/dencity_-_final_report_2018_0.pdf
https://www.retsinformation.dk/Forms/R0710.aspx?id=137554
https://www.retsinformation.dk/Forms/R0710.aspx?id=166117
https://www.retsinformation.dk/Forms/R0710.aspx?id=194766#id58517997-15ad-4bcc-ae2e-2896cfd4d7ef
https://www.retsinformation.dk/Forms/R0710.aspx?id=194766#id58517997-15ad-4bcc-ae2e-2896cfd4d7ef
https://ruter.no/presserom/#/pressreleases/70-nye-batterielektriske-busser-til-oslo-neste-aar-2475554
https://ruter.no/presserom/#/pressreleases/70-nye-batterielektriske-busser-til-oslo-neste-aar-2475554

Shortsea Shipping (2016), “Norsk stette til godsoverfering er godkjent”, Available via:
http://www.shortseashipping.no/News/3840/Norsk-st%C3%B8tte-til-godsoverf%C3%B8ring-
er-godkjent

Shortsea Shipping (2017), “Award for Hans Kristian Haram”, Available via:
http://www.shiptonorway.no/News/4215/Award-for-Hans-Kristian-Haram

Skaraborg Logistic Center (2018), "Om Skaraborg Logistic Center”, Available via:
https://www.skaraborglogisticcenter.se/#omskaraborglogisticcenter

Statistics Denmark (2017a), “Statbank”, various publications with statistics on freight transport,
Available via: http://www.statbank.dk/statbanksa/default.asp?w=2021

Statistics Denmark (2017b), “Statbank — Erhvervlivets sektorer”, Available via:
http://www.statistikbanken.dk/10348

Statistics Finland (2018), “Volume of goods and transport performance of domestic road
transport by quarter 2001—-2018", Available via:
http://pxnet2.stat.fi/PXWeb/pxweb/en/StatFin/StatFin__lii__kttav/statfin_kttav_pxt_oo1.px/?r
xid=dgabb8e1-8998-4fb1-a225-58c7feiesdsg

Statistics Norway (2017a), “Utslipp av klimagasser”, Statbank, Available via:
https://www.ssb.no/statbank/table/o8g40/

Statistics Norway (2017b), “Registrerte kjeretay, etter ar, statistikkvariabel og drivstofftype”,
Statbank, Available via: https://www.ssb.no/statbank/table/o7849/?rxid=13185361-doae-45da-
b33d-153087d15c21

Statistics Sweden (2017a), “Utslapp av vaxthusgaser fran inrikes transporter”,
Statistikdatabasen, Available via:
http://www.statistikdatabasen.scb.se/pxweb/sv/ssd/START__MI__Mlo107/Mlo107InTransp/?rx
id=ee298281-1c2e-46df-by14-8f45ab2ee74d

Statistics Sweden (2017b), “Kvalitetsdeklaration: Utsldpp och upptag av véxthusgaser”,
Available via:
https://www.scb.se/contentassets/7bee1820d3d5403ea361adsf2c4f840e/mio107_kd_2016_17
1130_ag.pdf

Swedish Board of Agriculture (2018), “Godselgasstdd”, Available via:
http://www.jordbruksverket.sefamnesomraden/stod/andrastod/godselgasstod.4.ac526c214a2
8250ac23333e.html

Swedish Energy Agency (2016), “"Forslag till styrmedel for 6kad andel biodrivmedel i bensin och
diesel”, Available via:
https://www.energimyndigheten.se/contentassets/c306a31d10444944818cd520bfg75475/styr
medel-for-okad-anLGVdning-av-biodrivmedel-i-bensin-och-diesel.pdf

Swedish Energy Agency (2017a), “Strategisk plan for omstallning av transportsektorn till
fossilfrihet”, ER 2017:07, Available via: https://energimyndigheten.a-
w2m.se/[Home.mvc?Resourceld=5642

Swedish Energy Agency (2017b), “Redovisning av effektkedjor”, ER 2017:13, Available via:
https://energimyndigheten.a-w2m.se/Home.mvc?Resourceld=5669

Swedish Energy Agency (2018), “Konsekvensutredning reduktionsplikt”, Available via:
https://www.energimyndigheten.se/globalassets/fornybart/hallbara-
branslen/reduktionsplikt/konsekvensutredning-reduktionsplikt.pdf

Swedish Environmental Protection Agency (2013), “Klimatinvesteringsprogrammen

Klimp 2003-2012, Slutrapport”, Available via:
http://www.naturvardsverket.se/Documents/publikationer6400/978-91-620-6517-
1.pdf?pid=3826

Swedish Environmental Protection Agency (2017), “Med de nya svenska klimatmalen i sikte —
Gapanalys”, Available via:
https://www.naturvardsverket.se/Documents/publikationer6400/978-91-620-6795-3.pdf

Swedish Environmental Protection Agency (2018), “Lagesbeskrivning for Klimatklivet”,
Available via: https://www.naturvardsverket.se/upload/stod-i-miljoarbetet/bidrag-och-
ersattning/bidrag/klimatklivet/lagesbeskrivning-klimatklivet-2018-04-12.pdf

116 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight


http://www.shortseashipping.no/News/3840/Norsk-st%C3%B8tte-til-godsoverf%C3%B8ring-er-godkjent
http://www.shortseashipping.no/News/3840/Norsk-st%C3%B8tte-til-godsoverf%C3%B8ring-er-godkjent
http://www.shiptonorway.no/News/4215/Award-for-Hans-Kristian-Haram
https://www.skaraborglogisticcenter.se/#omskaraborglogisticcenter
http://www.statbank.dk/statbank5a/default.asp?w=2021
http://www.statistikbanken.dk/10348
http://pxnet2.stat.fi/PXWeb/pxweb/en/StatFin/StatFin__lii__kttav/statfin_kttav_pxt_001.px/?rxid=d9abb8e1-8998-4fb1-a225-58c7fe1e5d59
http://pxnet2.stat.fi/PXWeb/pxweb/en/StatFin/StatFin__lii__kttav/statfin_kttav_pxt_001.px/?rxid=d9abb8e1-8998-4fb1-a225-58c7fe1e5d59
https://www.ssb.no/statbank/table/08940/
https://www.ssb.no/statbank/table/07849/?rxid=13185361-d0ae-45da-b33d-153087d15c21
https://www.ssb.no/statbank/table/07849/?rxid=13185361-d0ae-45da-b33d-153087d15c21
http://www.statistikdatabasen.scb.se/pxweb/sv/ssd/START__MI__MI0107/MI0107InTransp/?rxid=ee298281-1c2e-46df-b714-8f45ab2ee74d
http://www.statistikdatabasen.scb.se/pxweb/sv/ssd/START__MI__MI0107/MI0107InTransp/?rxid=ee298281-1c2e-46df-b714-8f45ab2ee74d
https://www.scb.se/contentassets/7bee1820d3d5403ea361ad5f2c4f840e/mi0107_kd_2016_171130_ag.pdf
https://www.scb.se/contentassets/7bee1820d3d5403ea361ad5f2c4f840e/mi0107_kd_2016_171130_ag.pdf
http://www.jordbruksverket.se/amnesomraden/stod/andrastod/godselgasstod.4.ac526c214a28250ac23333e.html
http://www.jordbruksverket.se/amnesomraden/stod/andrastod/godselgasstod.4.ac526c214a28250ac23333e.html
https://www.energimyndigheten.se/contentassets/c306a31d10444944818cd520bf975475/styrmedel-for-okad-anLGVdning-av-biodrivmedel-i-bensin-och-diesel.pdf
https://www.energimyndigheten.se/contentassets/c306a31d10444944818cd520bf975475/styrmedel-for-okad-anLGVdning-av-biodrivmedel-i-bensin-och-diesel.pdf
https://energimyndigheten.a-w2m.se/Home.mvc?ResourceId=5642
https://energimyndigheten.a-w2m.se/Home.mvc?ResourceId=5642
https://energimyndigheten.a-w2m.se/Home.mvc?ResourceId=5669
https://www.energimyndigheten.se/globalassets/fornybart/hallbara-branslen/reduktionsplikt/konsekvensutredning-reduktionsplikt.pdf
https://www.energimyndigheten.se/globalassets/fornybart/hallbara-branslen/reduktionsplikt/konsekvensutredning-reduktionsplikt.pdf
http://www.naturvardsverket.se/Documents/publikationer6400/978-91-620-6517-1.pdf?pid=3826
http://www.naturvardsverket.se/Documents/publikationer6400/978-91-620-6517-1.pdf?pid=3826
https://www.naturvardsverket.se/Documents/publikationer6400/978-91-620-6795-3.pdf
https://www.naturvardsverket.se/upload/stod-i-miljoarbetet/bidrag-och-ersattning/bidrag/klimatklivet/lagesbeskrivning-klimatklivet-2018-04-12.pdf
https://www.naturvardsverket.se/upload/stod-i-miljoarbetet/bidrag-och-ersattning/bidrag/klimatklivet/lagesbeskrivning-klimatklivet-2018-04-12.pdf

Swedish Government (2017), “Klimatlag (2017:720)", Available via:
http://rkrattsbaser.gov.se/sfst?bet=2017:720

Swedish Government (2018a), “"Hojda och miljodifferentierade vagavgifter”, Available via:
https://www.regeringen.se/rattsliga-dokument/departementsserien-och-
promemorior/2018/o5/hojda-och-miljodifferentierade-vagavgifter/

Swedish Government (2018b), "Ny inriktning for likvardig konkurrens och ordning och redai
akeribranschen”, Press release, Available via:
https://www.regeringen.se/pressmeddelanden/2018/03/ny-inriktning-for-likvardig-
konkurrens-och-ordning-och-reda-i-akeribranschen/

Swedish Government (2018c), “Regeringen ger besked om miljézoner”, Available via:
https://www.regeringen.se/pressmeddelanden/2018/03/regeringen-ger-besked-om-
miljozoner/

Swedish Government (2018d), “En strategi som kan méta framtidens moderna
godstransportsystem”, Available via: https://www.regeringen.se/artiklar/2018/o6/en-strategi-
som-kan--mota-framtidens-moderna-godstransportsystem/

Swedish Government (2018e), “Remiss av utkast till férordning om Eko-bonussystem”,
Available via: https://www.regeringen.se/remisser/2018/03/remiss-av-forordning-om-eko-
bonussystem

Swedish Government (2018f), “Forordning om Eko-bonussystem”, Available via:
https://www.regeringen.se/493a32/contentassets/258df4ffogef4751ba11dffai6040137/eco-
bonus.pdf

Swedish Government (2018g), “Férordning (2018:195) om reduktion av vaxthusgasutslapp
genom inblandning av biodrivmedel i bensin och dieselbrénslen”, Available via:
http://rkrattsbaser.gov.se/sfst?bet=2018:195

Swedish Government (2018h), “Béattre stod till svensk biogas”, Available via:
https://www.regeringen.se/pressmeddelanden/2018/04/battre-stod-till-svensk-biogas/

Swedish Maritime Administration (2016), “Analys av utvecklingspotentialen for inlands- och
kustsjofart i Sverige”, DNR 16-00767, Available via:
http://www.sjofartsverket.se/pages/106206/Slutrapport_rev_2017-01-17.pdf

Swedish Maritime Administration (2018a), “Manga sjofartssatsningar i infrastrukturplanen”,
Available via: http://www.sjofartsverket.se/sv/Press/Manga-sjofartssatsningar-i-
infrastrukturplanen/

Swedish Maritime Administration (2018b), “Malarprojektet”, Available via:
http://www.sjofartsverket.se/malarprojektet

Swedish Ministry of Enterprise and Innovation (2018), “Faststallelse av nationell
trafikslagsévergripande plan for transportinfrastrukturen fér perioden 2018—2029, beslut om
byggstarter 2018—2020, beslut om forberedelse for byggstarter 2021-2023 samt faststéllelse
av definitiva ekonomiska ramar for trafikslags-overgripande lansplaner for regional
transportinfrastruktur for perioden 2018-2029”, rskr. 2016/17:101, Available via:
https://www.regeringen.se/regeringsuppdrag/2018/o6/faststallelse-av-nationell-
trafikslagsovergripande-plan-for-transportinfrastrukturen-for-perioden-2018-2029/

Swedish Ministry of the Environment and Energy (2017), “The Swedish Climate Policy
Framework”, Available via:
https://www.government.se/495f60/contentassets/883ae8e123bcse42aa8d59296ebeos78/th
e-swedish-climate-policy-framework.pdf

Swedish Parliament (2017), "V&g- och fordonsfragor - Trafikutskottets betdnkande”,
2017/18:TU1gs, Available via: https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-
lagar/arende/betankande/vag--och-fordonsfragor_H501TU15

Swedish Tax Agency (2018a), “Fordonsskatt”, Available via:
https://www.skatteverket.se/privat/skatter/bilochtrafik/fordonsskatt.4.18e1b10334ebe8bc800
03864.html

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 117


http://rkrattsbaser.gov.se/sfst?bet=2017:720
https://www.regeringen.se/rattsliga-dokument/departementsserien-och-promemorior/2018/05/hojda-och-miljodifferentierade-vagavgifter/
https://www.regeringen.se/rattsliga-dokument/departementsserien-och-promemorior/2018/05/hojda-och-miljodifferentierade-vagavgifter/
https://www.regeringen.se/pressmeddelanden/2018/03/ny-inriktning-for-likvardig-konkurrens-och-ordning-och-reda-i-akeribranschen/
https://www.regeringen.se/pressmeddelanden/2018/03/ny-inriktning-for-likvardig-konkurrens-och-ordning-och-reda-i-akeribranschen/
https://www.regeringen.se/pressmeddelanden/2018/03/regeringen-ger-besked-om-miljozoner/
https://www.regeringen.se/pressmeddelanden/2018/03/regeringen-ger-besked-om-miljozoner/
https://www.regeringen.se/artiklar/2018/06/en-strategi-som-kan--mota-framtidens-moderna-godstransportsystem/
https://www.regeringen.se/artiklar/2018/06/en-strategi-som-kan--mota-framtidens-moderna-godstransportsystem/
https://www.regeringen.se/remisser/2018/03/remiss-av-forordning-om-eko-bonussystem
https://www.regeringen.se/remisser/2018/03/remiss-av-forordning-om-eko-bonussystem
https://www.regeringen.se/493a32/contentassets/258df4ff09ef4751ba11dffa16040137/eco-bonus.pdf
https://www.regeringen.se/493a32/contentassets/258df4ff09ef4751ba11dffa16040137/eco-bonus.pdf
http://rkrattsbaser.gov.se/sfst?bet=2018:195
https://www.regeringen.se/pressmeddelanden/2018/04/battre-stod-till-svensk-biogas/
http://www.sjofartsverket.se/pages/106206/Slutrapport_rev_2017-01-17.pdf
http://www.sjofartsverket.se/sv/Press/Manga-sjofartssatsningar-i-infrastrukturplanen/
http://www.sjofartsverket.se/sv/Press/Manga-sjofartssatsningar-i-infrastrukturplanen/
http://www.sjofartsverket.se/malarprojektet
https://www.regeringen.se/regeringsuppdrag/2018/06/faststallelse-av-nationell-trafikslagsovergripande-plan-for-transportinfrastrukturen-for-perioden-2018-2029/
https://www.regeringen.se/regeringsuppdrag/2018/06/faststallelse-av-nationell-trafikslagsovergripande-plan-for-transportinfrastrukturen-for-perioden-2018-2029/
https://www.government.se/495f60/contentassets/883ae8e123bc4e42aa8d59296ebe0478/the-swedish-climate-policy-framework.pdf
https://www.government.se/495f60/contentassets/883ae8e123bc4e42aa8d59296ebe0478/the-swedish-climate-policy-framework.pdf
https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-lagar/arende/betankande/vag--och-fordonsfragor_H501TU15
https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-lagar/arende/betankande/vag--och-fordonsfragor_H501TU15
https://www.skatteverket.se/privat/skatter/bilochtrafik/fordonsskatt.4.18e1b10334ebe8bc80003864.html
https://www.skatteverket.se/privat/skatter/bilochtrafik/fordonsskatt.4.18e1b10334ebe8bc80003864.html

Swedish Tax Agency (2018b), "Viktbaserade skattesystem och enhetsskatt”, Availble via:
https://wwwy.skatteverket.se/rattsligvagledning/edition/2018.4/368134.htmI?pk_vid=efb7cgs
b32e83300153795925677cf94#h-Tung-lastbil-och-tung-buss

Swedish Tax Agency (2018c), “Nya skattesatserna for bensin och diesel fran den 1 juli 2018,
Available via:
https://www.skatteverket.se/foretagochorganisationer/skatter/punktskatter/nyheter/2018/ny
heter/nyaskattesatsernaforbensinochdieselfrandenijuli2018.5.41f1c61d16193087d7fd1f3.html
?q=energiskatt+bensin

Swedish Tax Agency (2018d), “Skattebefrielse for biodrivmedel”, Available at:
https://www.skatteverket.se/foretagochorganisationer/skatter/punktskatter/energiskatter/en
ergiskatterpabranslen/skattebefrielseforbiodrivmedel.4.2b543913a42158acf800021393.html

Swedish Transport Administration (2015), “Forutsattningarna for att miljokompensera”, Report
2015:158", Available via: https://trafikverket.ineko.se/Files/sv-
SE/12126/RelatedFiles/2015_158_forutsattningarna_for_att_miljokompensera_pa_jarnvag.pd
f

Swedish Transport Administration (2016a), “Trafikférandringar efter att trangselskatten
forandrats i Stockholm”, Available via:
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/ce2ee134458e46e89doggf726978a196/uppfoljning
_av_effekter_juni2016.pdf

Swedish Transport Administration (2016b), “Statliga vdgar som kan anses lampade for en ny
barighetsklass 4", Report 2016:141, Available via: https://trafikverket.ineko.se/se/statliga-

v C3%A4gar-som-kan-anses-1%C3%Asmpade-f%C3%B6r-en-ny-b%C3%A4righetsklass-4

Swedish Transport Administration (2017a), “Prognos for godstransporter 2040 — Trafikverkets
Basprognoser 2018", Report 2018:087, Available via:
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/7e1063efbcfd4b34as591bod4eo00f855/2018/progno
s_godstransporter_2040_trafikverkets_basprognoser_180417.pdf

Swedish Transport Administration (2017b), “Prognos fér persontrafiken 2040 —

Trafikverkets Basprognoser 2018”, Report 2018:089, Available via:
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/7e1063efbcfd4b34as591bod4e00f855/2018/progno
s_persontrafiken_2040_trafikverkets_basprognoser_180417.pdf

Swedish Transport Administration (2017c), “Trafikupprékningstal for EVA och manuella
berdkningar 2014—2040—2060", Available via:
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/affbigb7fggescg3azdbei113e62aa198/trafikupprak
ningstal_vaganalyser_eva_och_manuella_berakningar_180401.pdf

Swedish Transport Administration (2017d), “Atgarder fér minskade utslapp av vixthusgaser -
PM till Nationell plan for transportsystemet 2018-2029"”, 2017:157, Available via:
https:/[trafikverket.ineko.se/Files/en-
US/31266/Ineko.Product.RelatedFiles/2017_157_atgarder_for_%2ominskade_vaxthusgaser_p
m_till_nationell_plan_for_transportsystemet_2018_2029.pdf

Swedish Transport Administration (2017e), “The Gothenburg Port Line” Available via:
https://www.trafikverket.se/en/startpage/projects/Railway-construction-projects/The-
Gothenburg-Port-Line/

Swedish Transport Administration (2018a), “Trafikverket Farjerederiet gor sin storsta
klimatomstallning ndgonsin”, Available via: https:/fwww.trafikverket.sefom-
oss/nyheter/Nationellt/2018-06/trafikverket-farjerederiet-gor-sin-storsta-klimatomstallning-
nagonsin/

Swedish Transport Administration (2018b), “Kartlaggning av potentiella framtida

ERS-projekt i Blekinge, Gavleborg och Orebro”, Report 2018/18530, Available via:
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/c7d9d94b393441f1994366602ea0a8o0o/kartlaggnin
g_ers-piloter_20180904.pdf

Swedish Transport Administration (2018c), “Minskade utslapp men snabbare takt kravs for att
na klimatmal”, Available via:

118 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight


https://www4.skatteverket.se/rattsligvagledning/edition/2018.4/368134.html?pk_vid=efb7c95b32e83a00153795925677cf94#h-Tung-lastbil-och-tung-buss
https://www4.skatteverket.se/rattsligvagledning/edition/2018.4/368134.html?pk_vid=efb7c95b32e83a00153795925677cf94#h-Tung-lastbil-och-tung-buss
https://www.skatteverket.se/foretagochorganisationer/skatter/punktskatter/nyheter/2018/nyheter/nyaskattesatsernaforbensinochdieselfranden1juli2018.5.41f1c61d16193087d7fd1f3.html?q=energiskatt+bensin
https://www.skatteverket.se/foretagochorganisationer/skatter/punktskatter/nyheter/2018/nyheter/nyaskattesatsernaforbensinochdieselfranden1juli2018.5.41f1c61d16193087d7fd1f3.html?q=energiskatt+bensin
https://www.skatteverket.se/foretagochorganisationer/skatter/punktskatter/nyheter/2018/nyheter/nyaskattesatsernaforbensinochdieselfranden1juli2018.5.41f1c61d16193087d7fd1f3.html?q=energiskatt+bensin
https://www.skatteverket.se/foretagochorganisationer/skatter/punktskatter/energiskatter/energiskatterpabranslen/skattebefrielseforbiodrivmedel.4.2b543913a42158acf800021393.html
https://www.skatteverket.se/foretagochorganisationer/skatter/punktskatter/energiskatter/energiskatterpabranslen/skattebefrielseforbiodrivmedel.4.2b543913a42158acf800021393.html
https://trafikverket.ineko.se/Files/sv-SE/12126/RelatedFiles/2015_158_forutsattningarna_for_att_miljokompensera_pa_jarnvag.pdf
https://trafikverket.ineko.se/Files/sv-SE/12126/RelatedFiles/2015_158_forutsattningarna_for_att_miljokompensera_pa_jarnvag.pdf
https://trafikverket.ineko.se/Files/sv-SE/12126/RelatedFiles/2015_158_forutsattningarna_for_att_miljokompensera_pa_jarnvag.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/ce2ee134458e46e89d099f726978a196/uppfoljning_av_effekter_juni2016.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/ce2ee134458e46e89d099f726978a196/uppfoljning_av_effekter_juni2016.pdf
https://trafikverket.ineko.se/se/statliga-v%C3%A4gar-som-kan-anses-l%C3%A4mpade-f%C3%B6r-en-ny-b%C3%A4righetsklass-4
https://trafikverket.ineko.se/se/statliga-v%C3%A4gar-som-kan-anses-l%C3%A4mpade-f%C3%B6r-en-ny-b%C3%A4righetsklass-4
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/7e1063efbcfd4b34a4591b0d4e00f855/2018/prognos_godstransporter_2040_trafikverkets_basprognoser_180417.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/7e1063efbcfd4b34a4591b0d4e00f855/2018/prognos_godstransporter_2040_trafikverkets_basprognoser_180417.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/7e1063efbcfd4b34a4591b0d4e00f855/2018/prognos_persontrafiken_2040_trafikverkets_basprognoser_180417.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/7e1063efbcfd4b34a4591b0d4e00f855/2018/prognos_persontrafiken_2040_trafikverkets_basprognoser_180417.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/affb19b7f99e4c93a3dbe113e62aa198/trafikupprakningstal_vaganalyser_eva_och_manuella_berakningar_180401.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/affb19b7f99e4c93a3dbe113e62aa198/trafikupprakningstal_vaganalyser_eva_och_manuella_berakningar_180401.pdf
https://trafikverket.ineko.se/Files/en-US/31266/Ineko.Product.RelatedFiles/2017_157_atgarder_for_%20minskade_vaxthusgaser_pm_till_nationell_plan_for_transportsystemet_2018_2029.pdf
https://trafikverket.ineko.se/Files/en-US/31266/Ineko.Product.RelatedFiles/2017_157_atgarder_for_%20minskade_vaxthusgaser_pm_till_nationell_plan_for_transportsystemet_2018_2029.pdf
https://trafikverket.ineko.se/Files/en-US/31266/Ineko.Product.RelatedFiles/2017_157_atgarder_for_%20minskade_vaxthusgaser_pm_till_nationell_plan_for_transportsystemet_2018_2029.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/en/startpage/projects/Railway-construction-projects/The-Gothenburg-Port-Line/
https://www.trafikverket.se/en/startpage/projects/Railway-construction-projects/The-Gothenburg-Port-Line/
https://www.trafikverket.se/om-oss/nyheter/Nationellt/2018-06/trafikverket-farjerederiet-gor-sin-storsta-klimatomstallning-nagonsin/
https://www.trafikverket.se/om-oss/nyheter/Nationellt/2018-06/trafikverket-farjerederiet-gor-sin-storsta-klimatomstallning-nagonsin/
https://www.trafikverket.se/om-oss/nyheter/Nationellt/2018-06/trafikverket-farjerederiet-gor-sin-storsta-klimatomstallning-nagonsin/
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/c7d9d94b393441f1994366602ea0a800/kartlaggning_ers-piloter_20180904.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/c7d9d94b393441f1994366602ea0a800/kartlaggning_ers-piloter_20180904.pdf

https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/o7f8ofo1dg2144eebfiaoifcb6oacg23/pm_vagtrafik
ens_utslapp_180225.pdf

Swedish Transport Agency (2018a), “Tider och belopp i G6teborg”, Available via:
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Trangselskatt/Trangselskatt-i-goteborg/Tider-
och-belopp-i-Goteborg/

Swedish Transport Agency (2018b), “Tider och belopp i Stockholm”, Available via:
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Trangselskatt/Trangselskatt-i-
stockholm/tider-och-belopp/

Swedish Transport Agency (2018c), “Undantag fran trangselskatt”, Available via:
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Trangselskatt/Undantag-fran-trangselskatt/

Swedish Transport Agency (2018d), “Miljézoner”, Available via:
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Miljo/Miljozoner/

Swedish Transport Agency (2018e), “Bonus malus-system for personbilar, Iatta lastbilar och
latta bussar”, Available via: https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/bonusmalus

Takman, J., Andersson-Skold, Y., Johansson, J., Johansson, M., Johansson, H., Uhlin, L. and A.
Kantelius (2018), “Biogas for tunga lastbilstransporter: barridrer och méjligheter”, Available
via: http://vti.diva-portal.org/smash/record.jsf?pid=diva2%3A1248656&dswid=8466

Tetraplan (2011), “Traengselsafgfiter i Hovedstaden”, Notat 1100901-001 rev.2

Transport Analysis (2016a), “Godstransporter i Sverige -

en nuldgesanalys”, Report 2016:7, Available via:
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2016/rapport-2016_7_godstransporter-i-sverige--
-en-nulagesanalys.pdf

Transport Analysis (2016b), “Automatiserad kolonnkdrning - en 16sning for framtiden?”, Report
2016:22, Available via: https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2016/rapport-2016_22-
automatiserad-kolonnkorning---en-losning-for-framtiden.pdf

Transport Analysis (2017a), “Transportarbete”, Available via:
https://www.trafa.se/vagtrafikftransportarbete-4164/

Transport Analysis (2017b), “Fordon pa vag”, Available via:
https://www.trafa.se/vagtrafik/fordon/

Transport Analysis (2017¢), “ECO-bonussystem for sjofart— delredovisning”, Report 2017:6,
Available via: https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/pm/2017/pm-2017_6-eco-bonus-for-sjofart---
delredovisning.pdf

Transport Analysis (2017d), "Eco-bonus for sjofart — slutredovisning”, Report 2017:11, Available
via: https://[www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2017/rapport-2017_11-ecobonus-for-sjofart--
-slutredovisning.pdf

Transport Analysis (2017e), "Export av begagnade miljobilar och fossiloberoendet”, Report
2017:6, Available via: https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2017/rapport-2017_6-
export-av-begagnade-miljobilar-och-fossiloberoendet.pdf

Transport Analysis (2018), “Lastbilstrafik”, Available via:
https://www.trafa.se/vagtrafik/lastbilstrafik/

Transport & Environment (2017), “Renewable electricity is a must to decarbonise land freight
transport”, Available via: https://www.transportenvironment.org/newsroom/blog/renewable-
electricity-must-decarbonise-land-freight-transport

UN Association of Norway (2018), “Parisavtalen”, Available via: https://www.fn.no/Om-
FN/Avtaler/Miljoe-og-klima/Parisavtalen

University of Turku (2018), “Shortsea Promotion Centre Finland”, Available via:
https://www.utu.fifen/units/cms/spc/about/Pages/home.aspx

Vegnett (2016), “«Nar vi ser pa krav til vekter og dimensjoner i de nordiske landene er det
liksom som om market senker seg»”, Column by Road Director Terje Moe Gustavsen,
Available via: https://vegnett.no/2016/11/nar-vi-ser-pa-krav-til-vekter-og-dimensjoner-i-de-
nordiske-landene-er-det-liksom-som-om-morket-senker-seg/

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 119


https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/07f80f01d92144eebf1a01fcb60ac923/pm_vagtrafikens_utslapp_180225.pdf
https://www.trafikverket.se/contentassets/07f80f01d92144eebf1a01fcb60ac923/pm_vagtrafikens_utslapp_180225.pdf
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Trangselskatt/Trangselskatt-i-goteborg/Tider-och-belopp-i-Goteborg/
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Trangselskatt/Trangselskatt-i-goteborg/Tider-och-belopp-i-Goteborg/
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Trangselskatt/Trangselskatt-i-stockholm/tider-och-belopp/
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Trangselskatt/Trangselskatt-i-stockholm/tider-och-belopp/
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Trangselskatt/Undantag-fran-trangselskatt/
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/sv/vagtrafik/Miljo/Miljozoner/
https://www.transportstyrelsen.se/bonusmalus
http://vti.diva-portal.org/smash/record.jsf?pid=diva2%3A1248656&dswid=8466
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2016/rapport-2016_7_godstransporter-i-sverige---en-nulagesanalys.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2016/rapport-2016_7_godstransporter-i-sverige---en-nulagesanalys.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2016/rapport-2016_22-automatiserad-kolonnkorning---en-losning-for-framtiden.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2016/rapport-2016_22-automatiserad-kolonnkorning---en-losning-for-framtiden.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/vagtrafik/transportarbete-4164/
https://www.trafa.se/vagtrafik/fordon/
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/pm/2017/pm-2017_6-eco-bonus-for-sjofart---delredovisning.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/pm/2017/pm-2017_6-eco-bonus-for-sjofart---delredovisning.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2017/rapport-2017_11-ecobonus-for-sjofart---slutredovisning.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2017/rapport-2017_11-ecobonus-for-sjofart---slutredovisning.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2017/rapport-2017_6-export-av-begagnade-miljobilar-och-fossiloberoendet.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/globalassets/rapporter/2017/rapport-2017_6-export-av-begagnade-miljobilar-och-fossiloberoendet.pdf
https://www.trafa.se/vagtrafik/lastbilstrafik/
https://www.transportenvironment.org/newsroom/blog/renewable-electricity-must-decarbonise-land-freight-transport
https://www.transportenvironment.org/newsroom/blog/renewable-electricity-must-decarbonise-land-freight-transport
https://www.fn.no/Om-FN/Avtaler/Miljoe-og-klima/Parisavtalen
https://www.fn.no/Om-FN/Avtaler/Miljoe-og-klima/Parisavtalen
https://www.utu.fi/en/units/cms/spc/about/Pages/home.aspx
https://vegnett.no/2016/11/nar-vi-ser-pa-krav-til-vekter-og-dimensjoner-i-de-nordiske-landene-er-det-liksom-som-om-morket-senker-seg/
https://vegnett.no/2016/11/nar-vi-ser-pa-krav-til-vekter-og-dimensjoner-i-de-nordiske-landene-er-det-liksom-som-om-morket-senker-seg/

Vierth, I. and A. Mellin (2008), “Svensk godsstudie baserat pa nationell og internationell
litteratur”, Available via:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/259753296_Svensk_godsstudie_baserat_pa_nation
ell_och_internationell_litteratur

Vierth, I. and R. Karlsson (2014), "Effects of longer lorries and freight trains in an international
corridor between Sweden and Germany”, Transport Research Procedia 1 (2014), pp.188-196,
Available via: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352146514000209#

Vierth, I., Schleussner, H., and S. Mandell (2017), “"Road freight transport policies and their
impact: A comparative study of Germany and Sweden”, International Journal of Transport
Economics, vol. xliv, no.2, June 2017, Available via:
https://[www.vti.se/en/Publications/Publication/road-freight-transport-policies-and-their-
impact_1145864

Vierth, 1., Lindgren, S. and H. Lindgren (2018), “Impact of higher road vehicle dimensions on
modal split: an ex-post analysis for Sweden”, IVL-note 34a-2017, published 2018, Available via:
https://www.vti.se/sv/Publikationer/Publikation/impact-of-higher-road-vehicle-dimensions-
on-modal-_1178747

VTI (2017), "Elvagar testas nu i verklig trafik”, Press release, Available via:
https://www.vti.se/sv/Nyheter/Elvagar-testas-nu-i-verklig-trafik/

VTI (2018), “Modal shift for an environmental lift, MOSEL”", Information available via:
https://www.vti.se/en/research-areas/modal-shift-for-an-environmental-shift-mosel/

VTT (2012-2016a), “RAILI Railroad traffic Calculation system for Finnish railway traffic
emissions”, Available via: http://lipasto.vtt.fi/en/raili/index.htm

VTT (2012-2016b), “"MEERI Waterborne traffic”, Available via:
http://lipasto.vtt.fi/en/meerifindex.htm

VTT (2016a), “Road traffic emissions and energy use in Finland”, Available via:
http://lipasto.vtt.fi/en/liisa/timeseries.htm

VTT (2016b), “Lipasto homepage”, Available via: http://lipasto.vtt.fi/fenfindex.htm

VTT (2016¢), “"ALIISA vehicle fleet model, year 2016”, Available via:
http://lipasto.vtt.fi/en/aliisa/aliisa_results.htm

Wangsness, P.B., Bjernskau, T., Hovi, I.B., Madslien, A. and R. Hagman (2014), “Evaluering av
preveordning med modulvogntog”, TOIl-report 1319/2014, Available via:
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/evaluering-av-proveordning-med-modulvogntog-
article32582-8.html

WSP (2014), “Kapacitetstilldelning och prioriteringar i

tagplaneprocessen - Om vardet av ldngre t3g”, Available via: https://www.wsp.com/-
/media/News/Sweden/Dokument/Lnga-tg.pdf?la=sv-
SE&hash=C266E5EDF30D4D244810E2741FF73BED87BE7FD6

ZERO (2018), "Tilgjengelige og kommende fossilfrie lastebiler”, Available via:
https://www.zero.no/premium%2oinnleggf/tilgjengelig-og-kommende-utslippsfrie-og-
fossilfrie-lastebiler/

120 Reducing CO2 emissions from freight


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/259753296_Svensk_godsstudie_baserat_pa_nationell_och_internationell_litteratur
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/259753296_Svensk_godsstudie_baserat_pa_nationell_och_internationell_litteratur
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352146514000209
https://www.vti.se/en/Publications/Publication/road-freight-transport-policies-and-their-impact_1145864
https://www.vti.se/en/Publications/Publication/road-freight-transport-policies-and-their-impact_1145864
https://www.vti.se/sv/Publikationer/Publikation/impact-of-higher-road-vehicle-dimensions-on-modal-_1178747
https://www.vti.se/sv/Publikationer/Publikation/impact-of-higher-road-vehicle-dimensions-on-modal-_1178747
https://www.vti.se/sv/Nyheter/Elvagar-testas-nu-i-verklig-trafik/
https://www.vti.se/en/research-areas/modal-shift-for-an-environmental-shift-mosel/
http://lipasto.vtt.fi/en/raili/index.htm
http://lipasto.vtt.fi/en/meeri/index.htm
http://lipasto.vtt.fi/en/liisa/timeseries.htm
http://lipasto.vtt.fi/en/aliisa/aliisa_results.htm
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/evaluering-av-proveordning-med-modulvogntog-article32582-8.html
https://www.toi.no/publikasjoner/evaluering-av-proveordning-med-modulvogntog-article32582-8.html
https://www.wsp.com/-/media/News/Sweden/Dokument/Lnga-tg.pdf?la=sv-SE&hash=C266E5EDF30D4D244810E2741FF73BED87BE7FD6
https://www.wsp.com/-/media/News/Sweden/Dokument/Lnga-tg.pdf?la=sv-SE&hash=C266E5EDF30D4D244810E2741FF73BED87BE7FD6
https://www.wsp.com/-/media/News/Sweden/Dokument/Lnga-tg.pdf?la=sv-SE&hash=C266E5EDF30D4D244810E2741FF73BED87BE7FD6
https://www.zero.no/premium%20innlegg/tilgjengelig-og-kommende-utslippsfrie-og-fossilfrie-lastebiler/
https://www.zero.no/premium%20innlegg/tilgjengelig-og-kommende-utslippsfrie-og-fossilfrie-lastebiler/

Sammendrag

Introduksjon

Bade personbiler og godstransport pa veg star for betydelige CO.-utslipp i de Nordiske
land. Mens virkemidler rettet mot reduksjoner i CO,-utslipp fra personbiler har begynt
a vise effekt, er dette i mindre grad tilfellet for godstransport. Dessuten viser
framskrivninger at ettersparselen etter godstransport i de Nordiske land vil ske 0gs3d i
fremtiden. | lys av dette utlyste Nordisk Ministerrad en studie av virkemidler for a
redusere CO,-utslippene fra godstransport i de Nordiske land, med fokus pa
vegtransport.

Denne rapporten diskuterer det (inter)nasjonale klimarammeverket og -malene til
de Nordiske land i lys av godstransportutvikling i de Nordiske land. Vi finner at ved
dagens trender vil alle Nordiske land st& ovenfor betydelige utslippsreduksjonsgap i
forhold til de klimamalene som er satt for 2030. | en diskusjon av ulike typer virkemidler
illustrerer vi hva de ulike Nordiske land gjer for & redusere CO,-utslippet fra
godstransport, og diskuterer likheter og forskjeller mellom landene. Der hvor mulig
diskuteres ogsa kostnadseffektiviteten til de ulike virkemidlene.

Klimamal og -ambisjoner

Norge, Sverige, Finland, Danmark og Island har alle ratifisert, og dermed forpliktet seg
til Parisavtalen. I tillegg er de Nordiske land en del av klimarammeverket som settes pa
EU-niva. EU har som mal a redusere utslipp av klimagasser fra ikke-kvotepliktig sektor
(som omfatter brorparten av transportutslippene) med 30 prosent innen 2030,
sammenliknet med 2005. Under EUs "Effort Sharing Mechanism” har dette malet blitt
oversatt til litt ulike delmal for EU-medlemmene Sverige, Finland, og Danmark, mens
E@S-land som Norge og Island har som intensjon & bidra pa tilsvarende mate som
EU-medlemmer.

Til tross for disse klimamalene fastslar hverken “Paris” eller EU-rammeverket
hvordan utslippsreduksjoner kan oppnas. Dette betyr at hvert land ma ha sine egne
nasjonale planer og reduksjonsmal. | de siste fem arene lovfestet alle Nordiske land en
rekke klimamal pa vei til 2050, som del av en egen Klimalov. Disse ulike Klimalovene
har til felles at de har som mal at samtlige land skal bli lavutslippssamfunn innen 2045
(Sverige) og 2050.

Nar det gjelder spesifikke mal for utslippsreduksjoner fra transportsektoren, viser
rapporten forskjeller mellom de Nordiske land. Sverige og Finland har satt ambisigse

°

mal gjennom offisielle uttalelser, og sikter pa & redusere CO.-utslipp fra
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transportsektoren med 70 % og 50 % innen 2030, sammenliknet med hhv 2010 0g 200s5.
Norge har uttalt at transportsektoren skal bidra med en "tilstrekkelig andel” i lys av
bdde Parisavtalen og Norges klimamal for 2030, og har videre satt som mal at innen
2025 skal alle nye lette varebiler vaere nullutslippskjeretay, og innen 2030 skal alle nye
tyngre varebiler og 50 % av nye lastebiler vaere nullutslippskjeretey. | tillegg skal
varedistribusjonen i de sterste bysentra vaere tilnaermet nullutslipp innen 2030. Dette
er i trdd med ambisjonene i EUs White Paper (European Commission, 2011).

Danmark har forelepig ikke vedtatt offisielle utslippsreduksjonsmal for
transportsektoren, men vil publisere et veikart senere i ar, om hvordan 2030-malene
innen ikke-kvotepliktig sektor skal innfris.

Utviklinger i godstransport

Nar det gjelder CO.-utslipp fra godstransport, viser de Nordiske land ulike utviklinger
for det siste tidret. Mens Sverige og Danmark rapporterer en tydelig nedgang i utslipp
fra godstransport (rundt -19 % i begge land, selv om endringen for Sverige er noe
usikker), har Norge og Finland sttt relativt stille. Framskrivninger tyder pd at
CO:.-utslippene fra godstransport i Norge vil gke mot 2030, mens utslippene i Danmark
forventes a ligge rundt samme niva i 2030, som i dag. Selv om Sverige og Finland
forventer utslippsreduksjoner, vil de i likhet med Norge og Danmark ikke oppna
reduksjonsmalene for ikke-kvotepliktig sektor, hvis disse overferes direkte til
godstransport.

Ettersom utviklinger i CO.-utslipp pavirkes av underliggende faktorer, har vi videre
sett pa utviklinger i innenriks godstransport i hvert av landene. Her er det viktig a
bemerke at andelene til de ulike transportformer varierer betydelig mellom de
Nordiske land. Dette illustreres i Figur 26.

Figur 26: Utvikling i andelen vegtransport i innenriks transportarbeid for Norge, Sverige, Finland og
Danmark, for 2000—2016.
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Figuren viser at i Danmark og Finland dominerer godstransport pa veg, med hhv dreyt
85% 0g 70 % av innenriks transportarbeid. Det samme gjelder for Sverige, hvor andelen
vegtransport ligger rundt 66 %, mens i Norge utgjer vegtransport naermere 50 % av
innenriks transportarbeid. Interessant er ogsa forskjellene nar det gjelder sjstransport.
I Norge star sjgtransport (ekskludert transport av petroleum fra kontinentalsokkelen til
fastlandet) for hele 45 % av innenriks transportarbeid. | Finland og Sverige ligger
sjgtransportens andel pa hhv 19 % og 11 %, mens i Danmark spiller sjgtransport kun en
liten rolle i innenrikstransport. Godstransport pa bane star imidlertid for ca. 20 % av
innenriks transportarbeid i Sverige og Finland, ca. 5 % i Norge, og mindre enn 1 % av
innenriks godstransport i Danmark.

Virkemidler for a redusere CO,-utslipp fra godstransport

Redusert transportbehov

Nar det gjelder politiske virkemidler er den farste og mest dpenbare maten for 3
redusere CO.-utslipp fra godstransport, & redusere ettersperselen etter transport. Selv
om framskrivninger tyder pa at det er vanskelig a redusere transportettersperselen, er
de viktigste eksempler pd virkemidler i denne konteksten skatter og avgifter,
registreringsavgifter, soneregulering og transport- og arealplanlegging. Tabell 12 giren
oversikt av de viktigste virkemidler.

Tabell 12: Oversikt over de viktigste politiske virkemidlene for a redusere transportetterspeorsel i de
ulike Nordiske landene

Norge Sverige Finland ‘ Danmark
Bompenger/vegprising + + - -
Euro vignette = + - +
Veibruksavgift pa drivstoff + - - -
CO,-/NOx-avgift pa drivstoff + + + +
Energi-avgift pa drivstoff - + + +
Nedavgift pa drivstoff - - + -
Lavere beskatning av biodrivstoff + + + +
Engangsavgift pa tyngre lastebiler - - - -
Miljesoner - + - +

Tabellenillustrerer at Norge og i noen grad Sverige bruker bompenger/vegprising, men
at dette ikke er tilfellet i Finland og Danmark. Sverige og Danmark har videre innfart
Eurovignett for tyngre lastebiler.

Ogsa nar det gjelder drivstoffavgifter er det bade likheter og forskjeller mellom de
Nordiske land. Den norske drivstoffavgiften bestar for eksempel avto komponenter (en
veibruksavgift og en CO.-avgift). | Sverige og Danmark bestar drivstoffavgiften av en
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energiavgift og en CO.-avgift, og i sum ligger drivstoffavgiften pd omtrent samme niva.
Ogsa i Finland har drivstoffavgiften en energikomponent og en CO.-komponent, men
her brukes det i tillegg en “nedavgift”. Alle Nordiske land opererer med lavere avgifter
for biodrivstoff sammenlignet med konvensjonelle fossile drivstoff.

Videre bruker ingen av de Nordiske land kjepsavgifter pa lastebiler, og der det
brukes miljgdifferensiering gjennom arlige avgifter (Norge: vektarsavgift; Sverige og
Danmark: Eurovignett) farer dette ikke til store kostnadsdifferanser.

Miljesoner eri bruki et antall byeri Sverige i Danmark, men er stort sett rettet mot
reduksjoner i lokale utslipp, ikke CO.-utslipp. Oslo og Bergen i Norge har nylig
introdusert bompengesatser som er differensiert etter Euro-klasse, som ogsa er rettet
mot lokale utslipp.

Effektivitetsforbedringer

En annen mate a redusere CO,-utslipp fra godstransport p3, er a gke effektiviteten av
transportmidler (f.eks. ved a ke kapasiteten pa kjeretay), bedre kapasitetsutnyttelse
(f.eks. bruk av konsolideringssentra) eller bedre transportplanlegging. De Nordiske
land viser en trend mot a gradvis tillate tyngre og lengre kjeretay. Dette gjelder saerlig
for Sverige (64 tonn, 25,25 meter) og Finland (60—76 tonn og 22—25,25 meter avhengig
av antall aksler; forventes ytterlige utvidelse). Da gkte kjgretgydimensjoner gker
lastmengde pr kjgretaykm og dermed reduserer kostnader per tonnkm, medfarer det
ogsd ekt konkurranseposisjon for vegtransport sammenliknet med andre
transportformer. Dette kan motvirke tiltak rettet mot redusert transportettersparsel
eller godsoverfering til sjg og bane.

Godsoverfering

En tredje mate & redusere CO.-utslipp fra godstransport p3, er gjennom overfgring av
godstransport til transportmidler med en bedre energieffektivitet per transportert
enhet. Bade EU-kommisjonen og de Nordiske land ensker & overfare
(langdistanse)godstransport fra veg til sjg og bane. De viktigste eksisterende
virkemidler er avgifter og tilskudd, samt tilretteleggende tiltak (terminaler,
infrastrukturkapasitet, lengre tog, samt utbedring av tilferselsveier).

For Norge ansl3s godsoverfgringspotensialet til 5—7 millioner transporterte tonn,
hvorav 2,4 millioner tonn anses som gjennomferbart. Dette utgjer ca. 7% av innenriks
transportarbeid, eller ca. 23 % av innenriks transportarbeid over distanser >300km, men
krever sterke virkemidler som ikke alltid er samfunnsgkonomisk lennsomme. Den
arlige CO»-reduksjonen er dessuten begrenset, og anslatt til ca. 0,2 tonn, dvs rundt 8 %
av det arlige CO.-utslippet fra lastebiler. De viktigste virkemidlene rettet mot
godsoverfering er en "gkobonus”-/ftilskuddsordning for sjetransport, og ordninger som
skal redusere forsinkelser og innstillinger pa jernbane.

| Sverige er en av de viktigste virkemidlene for & oppnad godsoverfering, en
"gkobonus” for jernbanetransport, som ble implementert i 2018. En tilsvarende
"gkobonus” for sjgtransport er under diskusjon. Nar det gjelder det svenske
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godsoverfaringspotensialet, finnes det noen fa mer detaljerte studier. Selv om det ser
ut til @ veere et teoretisk potensiale for godsoverfgring, finnes det ogsa
kapasitetsutfordringer, samt motvirkende utviklinger, somf.eks. utvidelsen av vekt- og
lengdebegrensninger for lastebiler.

| Finland brukes kun noen fa virkemidler rettet mot godsoverfering. Samtidig viser
statistikken at utvidelsen av tillatte kjgreteydimensjoner for lastebiler har gatt pa
bekostning av jernbanetransport. Selv om den hgye andelen langdistansetransport
som gar med tunge lastebiler tyder pa et visst potensiale for godsoverfering, er det
saerlig matvarer og stykkgods som utgjer en stor andel av slike transporter. Leveringen
av disse typer produkter er gjerne tidssensitive, noe som kan begrense
overfgringspotensialet. En annen utfordring for godsoverfering fra veg til bane er
kapasitetsbegrensninger, ettersom det finske jernbanenettet stort sett er enkeltsporet.

For Danmark har transportmyndighetene anslatt at break-even-distansen for &
kunne overfare gods fra veg til bane er relativt hay, selv om man ser bort fra den ekstra
fleksibiliteten som vegtransport tilbyr. Break-even-distanser er betydelig mindre nar
man unngdr tilbringertransport med lastebil i en eller begge ender av
transportrelasjonen. Gitt dagens ubetydelige andeler avinnenriks jernbanetransport pa
aktuelle relasjoner, er det ikke realistisk at eventuelle tiltak rettet mot godsoverfering
vil fare til betydelige reduksjoner i CO.-utslippet fra godstransport.

Overgang til drivstoff med lavere karbon-innhold

En fjerde mate & redusere CO.-utslippet fra godstransport p3, er @ redusere
karboninnholdet i drivstoff som brukes i konvensjonelle biler. Drevet av EUs politikk
gker alle Nordiske land sine krav for innblanding av biodrivstoff i fossile drivstoff. Det
fokuseres videre pa en gradvis ekning av andelen avanserte biodrivstoff, som
produseres pd en mer baerekraftig mate.

I Norge gir ENOVA (delvis) tilskudd til modifisering av kjeretey, skip og
fylleinfrastruktur med bedre miljgegenskaper, som gar pa f.eks. biogass, bioetanol,
LNG eller LBG. | Sverige foreligger et forslag for & oke stette til svensk
biogassproduksjon, i tillegg til noen andre programmer som skal forbedre posisjonen
til biodrivstoff. | Finland og Danmark er virkemidler i hovedtrekk begrenset til
innblandingskravene. Alle Nordiske land bruker lavere drivstoffavgifter pa (ren)
biodrivstoff, sammenliknet med fossilt drivstoff.

Overgang til framdriftsteknologier med lavere karbonutslipp

En femte mate a redusere utslipp fra godstransport, er gjennom en overgang til
lavutslippskjeretey. P&  EU-nivd  settes  overordnede  standarder  for
drivstoffeffektiviteten av nye personbiler og lette godsbiler. Tidligere i ar foreslo
EU-kommisjonen et lovfestet reduksjonsmal for nye tyngre kjeretay: Innen 2025 skal
CO.-utslippet fra nye kjeretay ligge 15 % lavere enn i 2019, mens det ble foreslatt et
reduksjonsmal pa 30 % for 2030.
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Gjennom disse standarder gir EU insentiver til 3 oke effektiviteten for
konvensjonelle  framdriftsteknologier, ~samt for & utvikle alternative
framdriftsteknologier. Generelt er trenden i de Nordiske land at andelen nye
personbiler med alternative framdriftsteknologier gker, saerlig i Norge. Samtidig utgjer
elektriske varebiler fremdeles en liten andel av kjgretgybestanden i de Nordiske land,
og varierer fra 0,07 % i Finland til 0,74 % i Norge. Det absolutte antallet elektriske
varebiler har imidlertid ekt raskt i de siste drene, szerlig i Norge og Sverige (Figur 27).

Figur 27: Utvikling i antall elektriske varebiler andelen i varebilbestanden i de Nordiske land, for
2013-2017
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Samtidig er det fremdeles kun sveert fa tyngre kjoretsy med alternative
framdriftsteknologier i bruk.

Nar det gjelder godsbiler, er Norges ambisjoner uttrykt i nyeste Nasjonal
Transportplan:

e Innen 2025 skal alle nye lettere varebiler vaere nullutslippskjeretay.

e Innen 2030 skal alle nye tyngre varebiler og 50 % av nye lastebiler vaere
nullutslippskjeretay. | tillegg skal godsdistribusjon i de sterste bysentra veaere
tilnaermet utslippsfritt innen 203o0.

Til tross for Norges tilskuddsordninger for bedrifter, og andre insentiver som f.eks.
bompengefritak og tilgang til kollektivfelt, virker det usannsynlig at disse ambisjonene
oppnas gitt dagens trender. En av de viktigste grunnene til dette er at generelle
virkemidler rettet mot innfasingen av lav- og nullutslippskjeretey, som fritak for
kjepsavgifter og MVA, slar mye mindre ut for varebiler og lastebiler, enn for personbiler.

| Sverige er det viktigste virkemidlet en bonus-malusordning for CO,-effektive
kjeretay, men denne ordningen gjelder kun for personbiler, lette busser, og godsbiler
opp til 3,5 tonn i vekt, og ikke for lastebiler.
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| Finland finnes det et kjepstilskudd for elektriske personbiler. Tilskuddet brukes
mellom 2018 og 2021, og ligger pad EUR 2.000 pr bil. Tilsvarende tilskudd mangler
imidlertid for varebiler og lastebiler. En nylig studie konkluderte i tillegg med at
potensialet for elektriske lastebiler er betydelig mindre i Finland enn i andre land, og at
elektrifiseringspotensialet videre varierer betydelig avhengig av hvilke typer gods som
transporteres.

Andre virkemidler

| tillegg til virkemidlene beskrevet over, kan myndigheter pdvirke CO.-utslippene
gjennom krav de setter i offentlige anbud eller gjennom offentlige innkjgp av varer og
tjenester. Andre initiativer i de Nordiske land er demonstrasjonsprosjekter (f.eks.
platooning og elektriske veier i Sverige), og etablering av kunnskaps- og
nettverksplattformer. | Norge er naeringslivet i dialog med Staten om etablering av et
"CO,-fond” for neeringslivet, etter modell av det eksisterende NOx-fondet.

Kostnadseffektivitet for ulike virkemidler

Der mulig er kostnadseffektiviteten av de ulike virkemidlene diskutert i omtalen av
disse virkemidlene. For Norge er Nasjonal Transportplan 2018-2029 anslatt til a
redusere CO,-utslippene med ca. 57 0oo tonn arlig (dvs. en reduksjon i CO»-utslipp pa
ca. 0,3 % nar en ser pa utslippene fra hele transportsektoren). Nasjonal Transportplan
beskriver videre at de sterste utslippsreduksjoner forventes @ komme fra utviklinger
innen teknologi og drivstoff (utenom selve Transportplanen), og at disse vil sta for en
reduksjon pa g millioner tonn CO; eller ca. 54 % av alle utslipp fra transport.

Data fra ENOVA viser videre at virkemidlene som gir de sterste reduksjoner i
CO.-utslipp per stattekrone, er energistyring og biogassproduksjon, mens statte til
elektriske busser og lastebiler er dyrest per forventet kg reduksjon i CO..

| tillegg kommer det fram at stette til skip er billigere enn stette til kjoretay.
Forklaringen til dette er i hovedsak at skipsprosjekter og -tiltak gjerne handler om
ombygging av eksisterende fartey, mens for kjeretoy er det ofte nedvendig med
investering i nytt materiell. Ettersom det pr na ikke finnes serieproduksjon av lastebiler
med batteri-elektrisk eller hydrogen-brenselcelle, er dette i hovedsak kjereteay som
ombygges til elektrisk framdrift fra et konvensjonelt kjgretey med forbrenningsmotor.

For Sverige er informasjon om kostnadseffektivitet begrenset. Analyser av
infrastrukturtiltak i Infrastrukturplanen for 2018-2029 tyder pd en negativ samlet
samfunnsgkonomisk nytte, og det er anslatt at implementeringen av planen vil
redusere CO.-utslippene med 1 prosent, sammenliknet med & ikke implementere
Infrastrukturplanen

For Finland fant Liimatainen og Viri (2017) at utslippsreduksjonsmalet for 2030
krever en utslippsreduksjon fra hele transportsektoren pa ca. 3 millioner tonn CO,,
sammenliknet med 2005. Herav vil godstransport méatte sta for ca. 1,2 millioner tonn.
Forfatterne anslar at dette krever en reduksjon pa o,5 millioner tonn CO. gjennom bruk
av biodiesel, 0,3 millioner tonn CO. gjennom forbedringer i energieffektiviteten pa

Reducing CO2 emissions from freight 127



godstransport gjennom sterre gjennomsnittlig last og mindre tomkjering, o,15
millioner tonn CO- gjennom bruk av LNG og elektriske lastebiler, og 0,13 millioner tonn
gjennom redusert drivstofforbruk for lastebiler. En kostnytteanalyse konkluderer at
forbedringer pa energieffektiviteten pd varebiler og lastebiler har en kostnad pa EUR
161/tonn CO2, mens kostnaden for bruk av alternative energiformer pa veg og sje ligger
rundt 156 EUR/tonn CO, (Liimatainen et al., 2015).

| Danmark inneholder Klimaradets anbefalte kostnadseffektive tiltakspakke mot
2030 kun ett mindre initiativ som er rettet mot godstransport: gkt bruk av CNG i
tungtransport pa veg. Selv om reduksjonen i CO.-utslipp av dette tiltaket er anslatt til
a veere liten, anses initiativet som et forberedende steg for en storskala overgang til
biogass mot 2050. Kostnadseffektiviteten av danske politiske virkemidler har videre
blitt vurdert av en tverrministeriell arbeidsgruppe. Denne arbeidsgruppen fant at det
kun er virkemidler som avgifter pd kjering og drivstoff som vil kunne fore til
utslippsreduksjoner som er starre enn 2 %, mens effekten av de aller fleste andre
analyserte tiltak var relativt liten (under o,5 %). | tillegg viste analysen at nesten alle
virkemidler rettet mot transportsektoren var relativt dyre, sammenliknet med
virkemidler med tilsvarende utslippsreduksjon innenfor andre sektorer. Alti alt vil en
kostnadseffektiv tilneerming for & oppnd Danmarks reduksjonsmal innenfor ikke-
kvotepliktig sektor inneholde fa virkemidler rettet mot godstransport.

Til slutt er de fleste virkemidlene som er omtalt i denne rapporten, rettet mot
innenriks markeder i de Nordiske land. Dette medferer at manglende harmonisering
eller internasjonal koordinering kan gi uenskede effekter eller suboptimal effektivitet
av virkemidler pa grunn av lekkasjer og ringvirkninger.

Konklusjoner og policyanbefalinger

For at de Nordiske land skal kunne nd klimamalene for 2030 innen transport, kreves det
et taktskifte. Denne rapporten synliggjer at det er ngdvendig med endringer innenfor
flere omrader for at man skal kunne oppnd malene om utslippsreduksjoner.
Virkemiddeldiskusjonen viser at det er vanskelig & oppna sterre reduksjoner i
transportettersparsel. Det samme gjelder i hvilken grad myndigheter kan pavirke
kapasitetsutnyttelsen for transportmidlene, med mindre de fysiske rammebetingelser
som kjeretayvekt og -lengde, ekes. En slik gkning vil imidlertid forbedre posisjonen til
vegtransport sammenliknet med sjg og jernbane. Dette kan fare til at gods som na
transporteres pa sjo eller bane, istedenfor vil havne pa veg. Analyser for Norge og
Sverige viser at det finnes et begrenset potensiale for 8 overfare gods fra veg til sje og
bane. | Norge anslas den maksimale gjennomfarbare arlige CO,-reduksjonen til o,2
millioner tonn, eller rundt 8 % av CO.,-utslippene fra tyngre lastebiler.

Det er derfor tydelig at for 3 na avtalte reduksjonsmal, kreves det teknologiske
endringer. Disse endringer kan til dels komme fra ekt bruk av drivstoff med lavere
karboninnhold, som f.eks. biodiesel, biogass, og bioetanol, men tilgjengeligheten (og
ofte prisen) av slike biodrivstoffer vil vaere en utfordring, ettersom ettersparsel er
forventet til @ vaere mye sterre enn produksjonen. Dette gjelder seerlig for avanserte
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biodrivstoff. Gjenstdende CO.-reduksjoner vil derfor matte komme fra kjeretay med
lav- eller nullutslippsteknologi. Fortsatt er slike kjeretay dyre, og utvalget er lite. Saerlig
for tunge lastebiler er de fa lastebiler som finnes i dag, ombygget fra konvensjonelle
lastebiler med forbrenningsmotor, til elektrisk framdrift.

For @ oppnd et taktskift ma alternative lgsninger veaere attraktive og
kostnadseffektive sammenliknet med dagens transportlgsninger. Av de virkemidlene
som er nevnt ovenfor er det stort sett kun ekninger i kjeretaydimensjoner som
medferer et kostnadsinsentiv i seg selv. Alle andre tiltak krever ytterlige insentiver, i
hvert fall i oppstartsfasen. Dette gjelder bade for godsoverfering, for drivstoff med
lavere karboninnhold, og for alternativ framdriftsteknologi. Kjeretay som bruker
drivstoff med lavere karboninnhold eller alternative framdriftsteknologier har i dag en
ekstra kostnad som enten er distanseavhengig (biodrivstoff) eller/og tidsavhengig,
ettersom investeringskostnadene er mye hayere ved alternative framdriftsteknologier
enn ved tilsvarende kjgretey med forbrenningsmotorer.

Norge ferer en relativ ekspansiv elektrifiseringspolitikk, og har det sterste antallet
batterielektriske kjoretay av de Nordiske land, ogsa ndr det gjelder godsbiler. Som vi
nevnte i rapporten er de viktigste virkemidlene for innfasingen av elektriske personbiler
ikke tilgjengelig for godsbiler. Szerlig gjelder dette fritak for kjgpsavgifter og MVA, som
enten er mye lavere enn for personbiler, eller mangler, og dermed er mye svakere
virkemidler. Dette gjer det viktig at virkemidler som offentlig investeringsstette for
merkostnader, fritak for bomavgifter eller/og bruk av kollektivfelt for denne type
kjeretay, brukes som kompensasjon for merkostnaden, seerlig i oppstartsfasen. Videre
ber miljgaspekter fa starre vekt vis-a-vis kostnadsaspekter i offentlige anbud. Dette vil
kunne bidra til 3 eke ettersparselen mot en kritisk masse, slik at kjgreteyprodusenter
vil kunne starte serieproduksjon, og senere storskala produksjon. Over tid vil dette
bidra til 3 redusere kostnadsdifferansen mellom godsbiler med alternativ
framdriftsteknologi og konvensjonelle godsbiler.

Til slutt omtalte vi i rapporten et antall eksempler pd hvordan manglende
harmonisering eller/og koordinering mellom ulike land, har fert til uenskede effekter.
Disse eksempler illustrerer at det ved implementering av nye virkemidler er viktig 3 ta
mer hensyn til internasjonale effekter og koordinering. Bedre harmonisering av policy
mellom de Nordiske land (og andre land) vil kunne bidra til mer effektive virkemidler. |
denne forbindelsen ma det ogsa understrekes at det er viktig med bedre evaluering av
implementerte virkemidler. For at virkemidler skal forbedres og det kan tas leerdom av
gode/darlige eksempleriandre (Nordiske) land, er det enskelig med en bedre forstaelse
av kostnadseffektiviteten av ulike tiltak.
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Reducing CO2 emissions from freight

Passenger cars and road freight are significant causes of CO,-emissions

in the Nordic countries. While for passenger cars, CO,-reducing policy
measures are sorting effect, this is much less the case for freight transport.
Meanwhile, demand for freight transport is expected to keep rising.

The current report discusses the (inter)national climate framework and
objectives of the Nordic countries in light of freight transport developments
(CO,-emissions and transport volumes). At the current rate, all Nordic
countries will face sizable emission reduction gaps given their 2030 climate
commitments. In discussing several types of policy measures, we show
what the Nordic countries are currently doing to reduce CO,-emissions
from freight, and illustrate differences and similarities. Finally, we discuss
the cost-effectiveness of different measures, and provide a set of policy
recommendations.
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