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A B S T R A C T
In this paper, we are proposing a policy innovation for both a more sustainable and a more inclusive
electrification strategy, particularly for improved energy access in the Global South: combining the
extension of national grids whilst taking advantage of existing decentralized renewable energy infras-
tructure allowing their collective feed-in to the national grid. We are introducing community power
purchase agreements as a regulatory instrument for compensating and incentivizing the actors active at
the intersection of the two infrastructures (prosumer, grid operator, state utility). We use both a mixed
complementarity and a linear model for analyzing the concept in a case study of Pirgacha village,
Bangladesh, in which a cluster of solar home system prosumers are interconnected into a renewable
energy swarm grid. We determine the energy infrastructure cost components and their split among the
actors. The results demonstrate a series of co-benefits: (a) the prosumer is monetarily rewarded for the
utilization of her assets and for electricity trading with no additional infrastructure investment; (b) if the
state utility takes over the investment costs with the interconnection infrastructure and outsources the
integrated grid operations and maintenance to the private sector, the otherwise high grid expansion costs
can be saved and repurposed in other infrastructure investments; (c) the operations of the decentralized
renewable energy company are no longer threatened by the grid expansion and it can become an
Integrated Grid Operator.

1. Introduction
Between 2010 and 2019, the population without access to electricity decreased from 1.2 billion to 759 million (IEA et al.,

2021). Electricity access can be provided in two ways: either through top-down, centralized electrification via national grid
extension or bottom-up through decentralized renewable energy solutions (DREs), that is, standalone solar systems, mini grids,
and swarm grids1.

The IEA (2020) estimates that the number of people connected bottom-up to DREs between 2010 and 2019 more than
doubled, reaching 11 million people. GOGLA et al. (2020) calculate that by 2019, 105 million people had access to off-grid
solar systems (lanterns and solar home systems (SHSs)). To achieve the United Nation’s Sustainable Development Goal (SDG)
72, Tilleard et al. (2018) estimate that in Africa alone, by 2030, more than 290 million people could be connected to mini grids
(this translates to more than 4,000 mini grids). These represent the most economically viable option for servicing the part of the
population that is too remote or for which the national grid extension is too expensive.

Following a top-down approach to electricity access, countries of the Global South, with support of international aid and
development funding, are accelerating their national grid expansion. As the national grid reaches their customers, the private
sector (DRE companies) is put at danger of having to either relocate their assets or abandon them (Asian Development Bank,
2020). At the same time, the DRE end-user, reached by the national grid, faces several challenges due to being exposed to a
double infrastructure. These challenges can be of technical and financial nature and are caused by the assets becoming abundant
or needing additional equipment to be suitable for national grid and DREs.

This paper investigates a technically and economically viable solution for the co-existence of the national grid—a centralized
infrastructure—with the decentralized, renewable energy infrastructure in Global South countries. At the intersection of these
two electrification pathways the question arises if the two approaches can be integrated to the benefit of society by maintaining
existing assets. For this paper we assume the technical link to be a bidirectional inverter and a battery representing the point
of common coupling (PCC) between national grid and currently off-grid systems. We then suggest to apply a cost recovery
approach to calculate the economic value of a community power purchase agreement (C-PPA) that allows the community to
enter into a trade agreement with the national grid to export at a specified rate. To verify and assess the feasibility we run an
optimization model to simulate allocation of revenues and track trade activity for a case study. In this analysis, we find that the
C-PPA would bring economic benefits to end-users (consumers and prosumers) by decreasing network charges and increasing

⋆This is the accepted pre-print of an article that first appeared in Economics of Energy & Environmental Policy, Vol. 11, No. 1, pages 127-144, 2022,
DOI: 10.5547/2160-5890.11.1.rdum. – Reproduced by permission of the International Association for Energy Economics (IAEE).

∗Corresponding author: raluca.dumitrescu@microenergy-systems.de
ORCID(s): 0000-0002-2361-0851 (R. Dumitrescu); 0000-0001-5778-0464 (A. Lüth); 0000-0003-1202-1709 (J. Weibezahn);

0000-0003-4103-0479 (S. Groh)
1Swarm grids are built bottom-up, through the interconnection of decentralized renewable energy assets such as solar home systems. Mini grids can be

defined as a set of centralized electricity generators (e.g. solar, diesel, hydro, wind) and possibly energy storage systems, connected to a distribution network
that supplies electricity to a localized group of customers.

2Access to affordable, reliable, sustainable, and modern energy for all by 2030.

R. Dumitrescu et al. CSEI Working Paper 2021-09 Page 1 of 12

https://doi.org/10.5547/2160-5890.11.1.rdum
mailto:raluca.dumitrescu@microenergy-systems.de


Prosumer Empowerment through Community Power Purchase Agreements

revenue from additional sales of electricity. Based on the indication of this being beneficial we suggest a framework where the
private sector and national utilities work in a collaborative effort through a public-private partnership.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows: Section 2 reviews the status quo of DREs. We suggest and investigate an
integrated and coordinated approach between DREs and national grids, and describe the technical and economic implementation
in Section 3. To verify the approach and test for its economic feasibility, Section 4 describes a case study using data from
Bangladesh. Drawing on the general insights and the case specific results, Section 5 discusses the novel C-PPA approach.
Section 6 concludes by presenting policy implications and gives an outlook on further research.

2. Background
The progress in electrification has been unequal across geographic regions, and urban and rural population. In Sub-Saharan

Africa, by 2017, more than 570 million people still did not have any access to electricity. At the same time, Latin America, the
Caribbean, and South and South-East Asia managed to provide 98% of their population with access to electricity (IEA et al.,
2021). Across the urban vs. rural divide, in the last decade, the access rate in rural areas improved faster than in urban settings.
This was particularly due to the deployment of DREs enabled through international funding, private sector innovations, and
supportive national policies. Nevertheless, rural areas still account for the largest proportion of unelectrified population, with
more than 759 million people underserved (IEA et al., 2021). The front runners of the previous decade in national electrification
were Bangladesh, Kenya, and Uganda, with an average increase in coverage of three percentage points per year since 2010.

Each of these three countries has employed different electrification strategies. Through its micro-financed solar home system
program between 2010 and 2016, Bangladesh managed to install more than 4.5 million solar home systems in a bottom-up
approach (Cabraal et al., 2021). During 2016 to 2019, Bangladesh also heavily focused on a rapid expansion of the national
grid (top-down), which now reaches 92% of its population (IEA et al., 2021). With VAT exemptions on DREs and other solar
components, a high penetration of mobile money, and supportive national and international financing mechanisms, Kenya and
Uganda are two of the countries in which DREs have the widest reach.

Countries of the Global South in general and Bangladesh in particular are yet to achieve their potential for renewable energy
for electricity generation. Currently, the Global South’s energy sector faces five main challenges:

• meeting growing energy demand (both retail and industrial) while transitioning to a cleaner energy mix,
• improving the governance and transparency of the energy sector institutions,
• increasing affordability and access particularly for rural consumers,
• addressing environmental degradation and climate change, and
• achieving power sector financial viability.
To address these challenges, many countries could take advantage of the great outreach DREs have even to the most remote

areas. The national grid is needed for power generation and transmission to large urban and industrial loads. But to reach the large
number of dispersed rural customers, the energy infrastructure needs to stay simple and low-cost, both for the national utility
and the consumer. For example, Ferrall et al. (2020) suggest the integration of DREs into the national grid infrastructure to
allow for one system to serve peak load to the other in order to reduce load shedding. Additionally, transmission losses could be
reduced by avoiding the long distances to rural areas. In a scenario analysis conducted by Tilleard et al. (2018) for Sub-Saharan
Africa, the national grid extension was deemed to be the least costly option for the urban and peri-urban population. Mini grids
were considered the least-cost option for the remote but densely enough populated areas to support the CAPEX of the mini
grid infrastructure. Standalone SHSs were the optimal solution for remote and sparsely populated areas, where the mini grid
infrastructure becomes too expensive.

Innovative technical and operational solutions that try to integrate the two types of infrastructures—centralized and
decentralized—are also currently being tested in Uganda. Umeme Ltd., the centralized power utility company, together with
several partners, are piloting Utilities 2.0 Twaake3 through a public-private partnership. With the average cost of grid extension
connection at USD 1,400, if grid extension is the sole method of service provision, the required investment to electrify the
entire population of Uganda would likely be in the range of USD 7 billion. Utilities 2.0 Twaake aims at halving these costs by
integrating DREs (specifically mini grids) into the national grid infrastructure for the rural communities, whilst also providing
asset financing for appliances. Among the DREs that help address energy access and energy poverty challenges are the peer-to-
peer (P2P) energy exchange grids.4 In the case of Bangladesh, the P2P grids function on the principles of swarm electrification
(Groh et al., 2015b). Hence, also their designation "swarm grids", in which direct current (DC) standalone solar generation and
storage assets (in this case, SHSs) can be interconnected into a smart decentralized grid, which allows for sharing of surplus
electricity among the members of the grid. In the case of Bangladesh, the SHSs owned by households in rural areas currently
generate surplus electricity that exceeds own demand. The surplus electricity often stems from oversized SHSs compared to the
household’s energy demand, or if the SHS is charged during the day, when the inhabitants of the households are not around and
unable to consume electricity. By trading (selling and buying) the surplus electricity generated by their SHS, the households
step up from their passive role of consumers to prosumers who are able to generate income from their solar asset.

However, with the aggressively subsidized expansion of national grids to rural and more remote population already covered
by DRE solutions, prosumers face two outcomes. Due to the highly subsidized grid connections and energy prices, DREs

3See Power For All (https://sun-connect-ea.org/utilities-2-0-twaake-pilot-universal-electrification-for-half-the-cost-
as-grid-only/).

4P2P energy exchange describes trading of electricity among actors in close vicinity that are connected with each other by the same grid (Soto et al., 2021).
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could become economically infeasible for the private sector, since households would consume electricity from the national
grid at lower tariffs. The DREs would either become stranded assets or—in the best case—continue to operate as redundant
infrastructure for cases of national grid failures and power outages. This would come at higher financial and operational risks
for the infrastructure owners and operators, though. Alternatively, DREs could be integrated into the national grid system in
a co-operative manner: the existing decentralized grid infrastructure built through the interconnection of the DREs would act
as bidirectional DC distribution system, allowing households to consume electricity from the local grid and prosumers to feed
their surplus electricity into the national grid. This way, the existing DC appliances could still be used without the need for
replacement or investment in additional converters at the household grid connection point.

Figure 1: PCC and C-PPA layout. Source: own depiction derived from insights of Hannes Kirchhoff.

PCC

$

Point of Common Coupling (PCC)
— AC and DC technical infrastructure
— intermediate storage
— energy balancing

Community Power Purchase Agreement (C-PPA)
— tariff per kWh fed back into the national grid
— service charge for usage of swarmgrid
     (particularly batteries)

The main technical and economic challenge with integrated electrification pathways is in linking the centralized electrifica-
tion infrastructure (the national grid operating on alternating current (AC)) with the decentralized electrification infrastructure
(direct current (DC) DREs). One technical solution is the installation of the point of common coupling (PCC)—a single access
point for interconnecting a DRE community to the national grid consisting of a converter, inverter, and batteries. In the case of
Bangladesh, the PCC is the integration of the country’s two major electrification efforts: grid extension and SHS dissemination
(see Figure 1). The national grid connects to the one side of the PCC. On the other side stands a decentralized renewable
energy grid, which in our example is a swarm grid where SHSs are interconnected with each other. The swarm grid can sustain
itself through individual SHS generation and storage, and peer-to-peer energy trading. But it can also provide last mile national
grid infrastructure: renewable energy feed-in, load balancing, reduced load shedding, and increased service stability. For the
Bangladesh case, the existing infrastructure of 4.5 million+ SHSs (representing approximately 250 MAh of storage capacity and
approximately 200 MW of generation) can be leveraged to address the national grid’s resilience and reliability by:

• Smartening the grid: Enabling advanced metering at the customer level allows for automatic outage detection and service
restoration.

• Distributing generation: Swarm grids can integrate into the national grid and be part of its operational and resource mix.
They can also “island” if need be to keep running during grid outages, particularly relevant for extreme weather conditions
and damages to distribution lines. The interconnected battery systems would out-perform any existing generators in the
market as first respondents to the national grid, providing short-duration emergency power to arrest a frequency decline,
allowing larger generators to ramp up and do the heavy lifting.

While it makes little sense that a small SHS feeds into the national grid (the expense of connecting each SHS is not
economically justifiable for a national utility), a multitude of interconnected SHSs could help Bangladesh achieve its Nationally
Determined Contributions (NDCs) goals. In our proposed solution swarm grids would be interconnected to the national grid,
both technically—through a point of common coupling—and contractually—through a community tariff (see Figure 1).

The following section describes our core suggestion for a contractual framework when interconnecting swarm grids with the
national grid. We present a so-called community power purchase agreement (C-PPA) as the regulatory instrument enabling the
interaction between private and public actors.

3. Community Power Purchase Agreements
A PPA is usually a performance-based long-term contract to buy the electricity generated by a (renewable) energy installation.

The contract is arranged between the owner or operator of the installation as the seller and an electricity utility (merchant PPA) or
R. Dumitrescu et al. CSEI Working Paper 2021-09 Page 3 of 12
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Figure 2: C-PPA calculation scheme. Source: own depiction.
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an end-user company (corporate PPA) as the buyer. PPAs are based on the levelized costs of electricity (LCOE) of the renewable
installation (that is, the total capital costs and O&M costs of the installation broken down to the amount of electricity produced),
amended by return and risk adjustments as well as additional conditions on the minimum and maximum amount of electricity
to be delivered (Miller et al., 2017). Bruck et al. (2018) extend the LCOE approach for PPAs by developing new cost models.
Mendicino et al. (2019) develop frameworks and business models for PPAs in the corporate context while Mirzania et al. (2020)
assess innovative financing models for PV projects by introducing a community-owned energy storage with a time-of-use PPA
and balancing services to the national grid.

We are proposing a regulatory instrument called community power purchase agreement (C-PPA) as a special manifestation
of a PPA. Under a C-PPA, the interconnected SHS end-users in a swarm grid are rewarded for stepping up from their roles as
passive power suppliers during daylight hours to battery-enabled energy service providers to the national grid, available at any
hour. Under such a scheme a ‘poor’ household can be a net importer of electricity while still being a net-earner given a fair
evaluation of her timed renewable power contribution at the edge of the grid and improving her payback time for the battery
installation (as part of the SHS). This section 3 presents a methodology to determine the price level of such a C-PPA.

In general, a C-PPA determines a framework for trade between swarm grid prosumers and national utilities. The trade is
technically enabled through the installation of a PCC allowing for the exchange of electricity between the national grid and the
swarm grid. As the regulatory instrument for interconnecting the national grid and the swarm grid, the C-PPA will govern the
price at which the national grid buys electricity from the prosumers, that is, the swarm grid. In the following, we describe an
approach to derive a C-PPA in general. The levelized price will need to cover a range of costs that occur in the supply chain
until the electricity is fed into the national grid. Costs arise from production of electricity, use of swarm grid infrastructure,
and the introduction of the technical infrastructure around a PCC. These clusters of costs can be grouped into variable cost and
fixed cost as depicted in Figure 2. The PCC’s fixed costs and the network reinforcement or extension costs are split over the
quantity of energy available to be traded through the interconnection. Fixed cost for the PV and battery system (components of
the SHS) owned by the prosumers are in this approach already transferred into the marginal cost of one unit produced and thus
only reflected in variable costs, that is, the price per Watt hour (Wh) at which a prosumer would sell her production. Generally,
marginal production costs arise per Wh produced and possibly stored, while network components, including the PCC, are fixed
costs that are a one-time investment, with an average lifetime of five years5.

Depending on the given situation where an introduction of a C-PPA is considered, different cost components may be excluded.
As the setups for a PCC and the regulatory structure can vary, we suggest a range of possible combinations to calculate the
network component of a C-PPA. Table 1 lists the different approaches to define the network component either as split of costs
included in the C-PPA or a fixed one-time investment negotiated. This refers to the furthest right box in Figure 2. We list different
variations on how to distribute network infrastructure costs among the actors and thereby vary the amount transferred into the
C-PPA. While in all cases we suggest to split costs for the swarm grid infrastructure over all local trading activity including
exchange with the grid, we vary the way we split cost for the additional trade enabling technology of the PCC. The option
indicated by the black triangle suggests to split the costs only over trade activity, thus making the infrastructure fully supported
by the C-PPA, while the options with a white square partially make swarm grid activity cross-subsidize the grid link. In the
options I-IIa where PCC infrastructure is not financed over the quantity traded, we consider the investment to be subsidized or
supported by other one-time funding.

Overall, the C-PPA would thus include variable cost for distributed generation, variable operational costs, and fixed costs
split over the final or estimated amount traded. Besides the characteristics of each cost component, the calculation of the C-PPA
is also highly influenced by the given infrastructure, regulatory framework, and consumer characteristics.

5On Bangladesh’s market, lead acid batteries come with a five years warranty. They are expected to last longer, yet based on the number of charging cycles
five years are used as an assumption here.
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Table 1
Network component of C-PPA.

PCC Swarm Grid Description
CAPEX OPEX CAPEX OPEX

I ◊ ◊ split of swarm grid cost over all swarm grid
activity

II ◊ ◊ ◊ I including PCC operations split over all swarm
grid activity

IIa ▴ ◊ ◊ I including PCC operations split over exchanged
electricity

III ◊ ◊ ◊ ◊ II including PCC investment split over all swarm
grid activity

IIIa ▴ ◊ ◊ ◊ II including PCC investment split over exchange
◊ – split over swarm grid activity ▴ – split over exchange

The PCC, as the technical solution, together with the C-PPA as the regulatory instrument, create a setup in which renewable
energy can be used more efficiently and at a higher rate. As part of this setup, new organizational roles emerge for the participating
actors: the private sector operator of a swarm grid becomes an Independent Grid Operator (IGO) who operates an integrated
distribution grid connected to a higher level grid, manages customer relations, and is the contracting seller of the C-PPA in the
form of an aggregator. The national grid continues its role as network operator, but transfers parts of its responsibilities to the
IGO. In addition, the national utility is the buyer and contracting party of the C-PPA, and gets access to renewable electricity
and battery flexibility from the swarm grids, as well as access to a larger range of customers who are already part of the swarm
grid.

4. A Case Study from Bangladesh
With a population of approximately 164 million, ranking it as the world’s 8th largest country by population (UN Department

of Economic and Social Affairs, 2019) and a GDP per capita of USD 1,970 in 2020 (CEIC Data, 2020), Bangladesh is a
developing country that has emerged as one of the fastest growing economies in the world.

Annual per capita electricity consumption in Bangladesh is relatively low at 320 kWh6. While the peak demand occurs during
the evening hours due to lighting load, there is a significant use (500-2,500 MW) of expensive liquid fuel-run generation during
daytime, which can be cost-effectively replaced by renewable energy. Currently, 57.4% of supplied energy is generated from
natural gas, followed by diesel and oil (32.39%). Imported power contributes at 6.12%, whereas coal (2.76%) and renewables
including hydro and solar (less than 2%) are used least (Asian Development Bank, 2020).

Since 2010, Bangladesh has been one of the countries making the most progress with reducing the electricity access deficit,
at an annual rate of over 3% (IEA et al., 2021), through decentralized and centralized electrification infrastructures, which
are crucial in the fight against the energy poverty penalty (Pachauri et al., 2004; Groh, 2014). On-grid electrification has now
reached about 92% of the population according to official numbers (IEA et al., 2021). Off-grid penetration reached about 14% of
its population or approximately 20 million people in rural communities, with SHSs as the main electrification pathway, making
Bangladesh one of the most successful off-grid energy access implementer in the world (Cabraal et al., 2021).7

Bangladesh’s energy infrastructure is now at a crossroad between the integration of centralized and decentralized energy
systems and the consumer level redundancy created by overlapping infrastructures. On the one hand, Bangladesh has proven to
be an innovator in the off-grid sector (Chowdhury et al., 2015; Groh et al., 2015b; Alam Hossain Mondal et al., 2010; Palit and
Chaurey, 2011): it is the world’s first country in which SHSs are interconnected into P2P networks or swarm grids (Groh et al.,
2015a), allowing for the sharing of surplus electricity among peers (transforming consumer households into prosumers), enabling
a circular economy based on prosumerism and local value creation. This modular infrastructural approach allows consumption
to grow dynamically while the asset ownership is distributed.

On the other hand, Bangladesh is among the world’s ten most vulnerable countries to climate change (Eckstein et al., 2018).
Every year, Bangladesh experiences frequent flooding and salinity problems, displacing a growing number of people from
rural areas and forcing them to move to urban areas. While this could benefit energy distribution planning by focusing the
grid extensions to consolidated urban regions, that trend also hinders the country’s economic growth by limiting large-scale
economic activity from growing beyond the major urban areas. The national grid has a very low reliability and resilience8.
Bangladesh has enough generation capacity at approximately 22,000 MW against a demand of 9,000 MW (Hossain, 2020). Yet
brown- and blackouts continue to occur, with power cuts longer than one hour and frequent voltage fluctuations (Fairley, 2020),
due to age-old infrastructure incapable of carrying the load needed, overloading of transformers to a point of non-functionality
or burning, and hampering with the distribution lines. In addition, extreme climatic events impact the already vulnerable grid.
As outlined in Section 2, in the presence of a developed off-grid sector, national grids can benefit from interconnecting with the

6See World Bank (https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/EG.USE.ELEC.KH.PC?locations=BD).
7The rural electrification program started in 2003, and has been implemented through the governmental agency IDCOL (https://idcol.org/home/s

olar), with financial support from World Bank, JICA, KfW, ADB, IDB and USAID.
8Grid resilience is the ability to avoid or withstand grid stress events without suffering operational compromise or to adapt to and compensate for the

resultant strains so as to minimize compromise via graceful degradation (Taft, 2018).
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Table 2
Network component of C-PPA for case study, Bangladesh.

PCC Swarm Grid
CAPEX OPEX CAPEX OPEX

I 482.39 ¢/kWh
II 208.73 ¢/kWh
IIa 235.80 ¢/kWh
III 376.06 ¢/kWh *
IIIa 449.32 ¢/kWh *
* – not considered in the model calculations

existing decentralized infrastructure (Ferrall et al., 2020) to improve resilience and reliability for larger parts of the grid. While
electricity from the national grid can be bought at low rates (0.082 USD/kWh), prosumers may not want to give away their
achieved security of supply from owning their own assets and being in a cooperative environment with their peers. Therefore,
the suggested integration by using a C-PPA can be a good fit for the case of Bangladesh.

In the following sections this paper gives sample calculations for a possible C-PPA derived from the schemes developed in
Section 3 and presents a simulation based on data from an existing swarm grid in Bangladesh (see Section 4.1).
4.1. Data and Simulation

We use the village of Pirgacha in the Rangpur district of Bangladesh as case study. 25 interconnected households (thereof
eleven consumers and 14 prosumers; 21 households operate micro enterprises) and ten micro utilities9 form one of the 100 swarm
grids operated by ME SOLshare Ltd.10 The data set for the swarm grid contains information on the type of appliance (i.e. LED
bulbs, table fans, fridges, TVs, laptops, printers, sewing machines, hotguns, and soldering irons), size of PV panel (between 20
and 300 Wp) and battery storage (between 20 and 130 Ah), and detailed trading data for the local electricity exchange, that is, P2P
trade on SOLbazaar11. We use the given data set to estimate household demand applying a self-developed load generator12. The
load time series generator uses information about households’ appliances and their general usage pattern from customer surveys,
simulating randomized usage of appliances and consolidating them to hourly load time series for every simulated household.
Variable cost for PV and battery use are derived from investment and operations and maintenance cost using the concept of
levelized cost of electricity (LCOE). The data and description on PV and battery technology is listed the Appendix. For PV
generation data we use simulations from renewables.ninja (Pfenninger and Staffell, 2016) applying tilt variations as described
in Mamun et al. (2017).

Combining all this data, we obtain a data set with time series for household consumption, PV generation, and storage
information, which is then used to simulate demand-supply-matching in the village. The calculation of the specific C-PPA
for Pirgacha, Bangladesh is based on SOLshare’s information on costs from contractors, suppliers, and collaborators, as well as
common market players selling appliances and SHS components in Bangladesh. Given the investment cost for network, PV and
battery technology, as well as the PCC (see the Appendix for an overview of the cost input), we compute annual fixed cost to be
split over the electricity quantity traded using the swarm grid. The specific values for this case following the different options
presented in Section 3 are shown in Table 2. For the variable cost component of the C-PPA, we account for the cost of generation
(determined as LCOE) by PV and add 20% of the batteries marginal production cost where the 20% equal the share of exports
to the grid that originate from batteries. This adds up to 13.61 ¢/kWh. The transmission limits on the swarm grid lines have
been neglected. It is assumed (and confirmed by swarm grid operators) that they are sufficient given the number of connected
households and would grow with an increasing participation rate in the village. Used connection costs already reflect this issue.

To assess the impact of a C-PPA on SHS owners, micro utilities, and consumers in a swarm grid, we use both, a mixed
complementarity and a linear model for evaluation. These models were developed by Lüth et al. (2018) and Lüth et al. (2020)
and are used with minor modifications. For the mathematical formulation please see the Appendix. The mixed complementarity
model allows for the determination of a local market price for trade within the swarm grid based on supply-demand matching
and enabled trade. When this local trading price is obtained, the trade behavior and the available feed to the national grid through
the PCC are simulated in the linear model to observe the allocation of quantities over time and be able to conclude on additional
revenue streams.
4.2. Results

The results of the simulation show that for the chosen village of Pirgacha, Bangladesh, the costs for electricity of the
households would not increase when introducing a C-PPA, but end at a lower level for all participants: consumers profit from
decreased network charges, prosumers can earn additional money from sales through the C-PPA, and the micro utilities can
profit most from trades under the C-PPA. The IGO in this context can cover all expenses while facing a higher usage of the grid.
The costs are compared between groups of participants and across the different cases, that is, today’s swarm grid, C-PPA under
calculation scheme II, and C-PPA scheme IIa; see Figure 3.

9Micro utilities are additional SHSs installed by the swarm grid operator to increase the amount of electricity produced and stored in the swarm grid.
10See SOLshare’s website for more information (https://me-solshare.com/).
11SOLbazaar is SOLshare’s proprietary IoT-driven trading platform.
12The load time series generating tool SGDemTool is available on GitHub (https://github.com/weibezahn/SGDemTool).

R. Dumitrescu et al. CSEI Working Paper 2021-09 Page 6 of 12

https://www.renewables.ninja/
https://me-solshare.com/
https://github.com/weibezahn/SGDemTool


Prosumer Empowerment through Community Power Purchase Agreements

Figure 3: Cost savings and profit increase for swarm grid participants, relative to base case.
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The used input data gives clear indication that the decreased network charges occurring due to the split among more traded
electricity will lead to lower electricity costs. Nonetheless, a set of sensitivities has to be considered looking at the given setup.
The size of the community is decisive for the amount of electricity consumed and produced. The chosen data set comprises a
small number of electrified households with a limited set of appliances, a few micro enterprises, and some micro utilities. The
current development shows that more and more households are eager to invest in a SHS increasing the aggregated capacity in a
swarm grid and leading to extensions. The higher the number of participants in a swarm grid, the larger the capacity that can be
made available under a C-PPA. In addition, easier access to electricity enabled by a connection to the national grid may lead to
increased demand. Due to a lack of indicators whether demand will increase and to what extent, the connection between swarm
grid and national grid is only represented as a one-directional connection. In real applications, the implementation of a PCC
would lead to bidirectional electricity flows, and may thus impact trading and consumption behavior.

Overall, although absolute numbers of available overproduction in the community are small due to a small data set, the
community faces empowerment on different levels: On the one hand, the existing investments, infrastructure, and achieved
progress can be utilized to create synergies with the state to accelerate electrification while maintaining profitable agreements
between rural communities and top-down major state players. On the other hand, utilization of SHS increases the share of clean
and sustainable energy sources in the setting of this case study where coal-fired power plants fuel the national utility.

5. Discussion
Integrating two distinct electricity infrastructures (one centralized–the national grid, the other decentralized–the swarm grid)

and two electricity markets (one centralized–encompassing consumers, the other decentralized–renewable energy prosumers)
can be done technically, through the PCC, and regulatory and economically synergetic through the C-PPA. The results presented
in Section 4.2 show that for each of the stakeholders active in the new energy infrastructure, several benefits, limitations, and
risk mitigation strategies can be derived.

Prosumers benefit on several levels. Rural households generate revenue from the sale of the surplus electricity through
the swarm grid into the national grid (13.61 ¢/kWh as explained in Section 4.1) and are compensated by the national grid for
the utilization of their generation (PV panel) and storage (battery) assets. Through the unfettered access to electricity, bigger
loads (productive use appliances) can be used, thus diversifying the economic activities within the community. And through
the integration of the two electricity infrastructures, the households are no longer required to invest in new appliances (to
account for the AC/DC connections). Also some risks are mitigated: as the PCC enables the bidirectional transfer of electricity
between the national grid and the swarm grid, households have 24/7 access to a source of electricity, eliminating the need of
complementary generation sources (hence avoiding an investment in a fossil-fuel based technology, such as diesel generators). In
case of national grid failures, the swarm grid can continue to function in "island" mode, hence the households’ access to electricity
is uninterrupted. These benefits might be limited by a possibly low community social buy-in due to unclear ownership roles for
generation and storage assets (Kirchhoff and Strunz, 2019) within the swarm grid, and by extension, the C-PPA compensation
for the prosumer.

The private swarm grid operator also benefits from the PCC/C-PPA setting. Through access to the national grid as a source
of additional electricity, investment in additional micro utilities is avoided and the payback time of the existing micro utilities
is reduced. As the swarm grid interconnection to the national grid becomes more complex, in the future, new ancillary grid
R. Dumitrescu et al. CSEI Working Paper 2021-09 Page 7 of 12
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services could be provided, diversifying the operator’s business and operational model. On the risk mitigation side, the swarm
operator is no longer in the position of having to abandon or relocate the decentralized grid, as the C-PPA contractual framework
allows them to continue the business operations as an IGO. However, the easiness with which the contractual C-PPA can be set
up highly depends on the public sector institutional setup. For the case of Bangladesh, several governmental institutions13 need
to provide their approval. Yet, the private operator needs to constantly monitor the performance of the swarm grid and of the
nodes (SHSs) to assure that the optimal provision of ancillary grid services can be provided–otherwise, they risk being penalized
(as in any PPA). In addition, the cost of the PCC should be taken over by the national utility as the implementation primarily
benefits the national grid (for the increase of reliability and resilience in specific parts of the grid).

At the grid level, the national utility profits through the reduction of high costs for the interconnection of rural households, as
a one time PCC interconnection (investment cost approximately USD 4,000) is cheaper than an individual household connection
(expert assessments estimate the individual connection cost at USD 4,000 in Sub-Saharan Africa, and at around USD 5,000 in
South-East Asia). A one time PCC interconnection can reach a cluster of households (minimum 15), while through normal
national grid expansion, distribution lines, transformers, and household meters need to be installed in order to reach each
household. Technical failures in the grid (voltage spikes, frequency irregularities) can be serviced through the utilization of
the newly integrated decentralized storage units (the batteries of the SHSs as part of the swarm grid) and through the integration
of the more than 4.5 million SHSs, the national utility is able to diversify its energy generation sources with renewables, instead
of relying on traditional energy sources, contributing to the country’s NDCs. According to our estimates, if the swarm operator’s
current energy infrastructure (100 swarm grids) would be interconnected to the national grid through the PCC, this can lead to
annual saved emissions of approximately 120 t CO2.14 Additionally, there is a high potential of increasing the environmental
impact, by sustainably interconnecting another 4.5 million SHS users not part of a swarm grid or not feeding into the national
grid. The risk of losses due to failures to collect consumer payments are reduced or eliminated, as the activity is now outsourced
to the IGO. The approach is limited, though, by the need for the national grid to be "smart" so that it can activate and utilize
the full range of offered trade quantity and in the future potentially ancillary services provided by the swarm grid. Additionally,
such services need to be quantifiable and monitored, so that they can be priced in the C-PPA.

Despite outlining many benefits, there are shortcomings in both the model and the setup of the C-PPA as a regulatory
instrument. The outcome of the used simulation model is limited to the quality of the data set and its ability to reflect a valid
setting. We observe missing data points and limitations in availability of consumer demand and trading patterns to benchmark our
tool against. For the calculation of the C-PPA, the value is indicative, as information on components costs may vary depending
on contracts with suppliers. The introduction and functionality of a C-PPA is bound to a transparent and cooperative institutional
setup, public sector willingness to finance the support of decentralized infrastructure, and the political consensus on engaging
with the private sector on electrification topics. Due to lack of or conflicting information on value of subsidies to national utilities,
and cost parameters on grid enhancement and improvements, we are not able to calculate revenues and profits for any other actors
than the prosumers and the micro utilities, under the assumption that the status quo will simply extend by trade options. The
integration of the two systems may only be achieved if the current financial support of the energy system can be re-balanced,
allowing the C-PPA to become an instrument supporting clean energy supply. Currently, the model only considers the feed-in
of electricity; theoretically, ancillary services could also be provided to the national grid, yet, as of today there is no framework
for pricing these services. Generally, the case study indicates a direction of where this can lead to and supports the benefits of
this. The full appreciation of values remains slightly uncertain as they will only be visible in an agreed setup which this paper
can help to develop based on indications and arguments.

6. Policy Implications and Outlook
The pilot projects in Uganda, and the case analysis in Bangladesh display modalities through which state utilities can leverage

distributed private-sector business models to extend the grid to rural or remote areas and by doing so, make critical upgrades
to their infrastructure. In this context, our analysis shows that through the introduction of a C-PPA, multiple co-benefits can be
achieved for the actors situated at the intersection of the two electrification pathways, while fighting climate change. Nevertheless,
to assure the uptake of the C-PPA, a clear institutional setup and policy framework need to be in place. This implies several
recommendations for each of the actors.

State utilities need to define the grid interconnection requirements (i.e. delivery voltage, special requirements and conditions,
point of supply, interconnection arrangement) so that the C-PPA can be accurately calculated. The private sector needs to be
informed about the range of services it can provide to the national grid and the discussion to differentiate between a feed-in
tariff and the C-PPA tariff need to be taken up. Finally, due to its better access to financing, the state utility should take over
the cost of the DRE interconnection–in our case analysis, the cost of the PCC. Our estimations show that the cost of the PCC
is lower than that of the grid extension and that its CAPEX can be recovered faster if the risk is taken over by the national
utility. As the scenario analysis shows (see Section 4.2) the OPEX of the newly interconnected infrastructure can be priced in
the C-PPA. As the C-PPA is a derivation of a standard PPA, energy regulators (such as energy ministries or renewable energy
agencies) need to ensure that the contractual framework is defined and standardized15. Moreover, regulators could also consider
setting up utility concessions that can allow the IGOs to obtain the rights to provide services under the C-PPA, under public

13Ministry of Power, Energy and Mineral Resources, Power Division, Bangladesh Power Development Board, the Sustainable and Renewable Energy
Development Authority, the Bangladesh Rural Electrification Board.

14Based on Bangladesh’s energy CO2 intensity (Climate Analytics, 2019) and estimated avoided grid electricity usage through C-PPAs.
15E.g. operation, metering, delivery and acceptance of buyer’s entitlement, relationship of partners, liability limitations, penalties, dispute resolution, force

majeure, term and termination.
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sector oversight or public-private partnership (PPP). These PPPs are a means to leverage private capital and must have a clear
legal structure balancing between ensuring adequate financial returns and meeting the public objectives of the governing agency,
particularly given that the fundamental economics of grid-based rural electrification remain difficult (Attia and Shirley, 2018).
Finally, tracking and making public the costs incurred with the national grid extension and individual consumer interconnection
could enable researchers, international development organizations, and policymakers in further investigating the cost-benefit
analysis of centralized vs. decentralized electrification, in quantifying the investment required to reach the remaining unelectrified
population, and in supporting more targeted policy recommendations.

Further research is needed for the concrete organizational and institutional structure of a C-PPA as well as the risk-sharing
agreements between the national grid and the IGO. A more in-depth technical and economic analysis on the type of ancillary
grid services (given also the availability and accuracy of data reporting) needs to be conducted in order to fully price the C-PPA.
Depending also on the tracking of DREs at national level and their contribution to driving down carbon emissions, NDCs could
be revised, in light of the opportunity of interconnecting DREs to the national grid (hence, increasing the share of renewable
energy in the country’s energy mix). Lastly, the importance of digitalization for each of the actors could be investigated—for
example, utilization of blockchain for tracking prosumer contribution, asset financing, or other smart (IoT) technologies for
monitoring grid service and performance.

In our paper, we have developed and assessed an economically feasible solution for integrating two electrification pathways
in the Global South. The community power purchase agreement and its scenario analysis show that a combination of cost-
sharing agreements, decentralization of operations, asset financing, and a well-designed tariff regime can transform un- or under-
electrified households into prosumers—consumers and producers of renewable electricity in a decarbonized integrated energy
infrastructure.

A. Appendix
A.1. Data

The case study for a swarm grid in Pirgacha, Bangladesh, uses the following data to calculate annual cost of technology.
While the cost for production and storage make use of the concept of LCOE (Tegen et al., 2012; Brown et al., 2015) and calculate
values split over annual production, we specify annuities for the investment costs, which are then turned over to the grid operator.

The concept of LCOE uses Eq. 1 and Eq. 2 where investments 𝐼0 are discounted using the annuity factor 𝐴𝑁𝐹 . Operations
and maintenance costs 𝑂𝑀 are considered at a level of approximately 10% of the investment cost for equipment in the Global
South and annual production 𝑀 is individual to each producer. The interest rate 𝑖 is set to 5%. Table 3 presents the final cost
input with specific investment costs, lifetime, and a link to the data origin.

𝐿𝐶𝑂𝐸ℎ =
𝐼0 ⋅ 𝐴𝑁𝐹 + 𝑂𝑀

𝑀
(1)

𝐴𝑁𝐹 =
𝑖 ⋅ (1 + 𝑖)𝑇

(1 + 𝑖)𝑇 − 1
(2)

A.2. Simulation
We apply two models to assess the value of a C-PPA in a case study for Bangladesh. First, the mixed complementarity model

by Lüth et al. (2020) is used to determine the market price in a peer-to-peer grid setting. The model and its description can be
found in Lüth et al. (2020).16 Only the prosumer’s problem is applied in the context of the case study using Eq. (1)-(8) without
the possibility of grid procurement 𝐺𝑛,𝑡 and feed 𝐹𝑛,𝑡.Second, the calculated C-PPA and the estimated market price for the local market are set as input to simulate the electricity
trading and sales into the national grid. The linear program described in a basic version in Lüth et al. (2018) in Eq. (1) - (10)
calculates costs for electricity for each participant in the village and determines the impact of introducing a C-PPA. The reason for
using a linear model in this step is to avoid the C-PPA influencing the local balancing price. The basic model is slightly adjusted
to the following set of equations using the nomenclature in Table 4. Each member of the swarm grid aims at minimizing costs
of electricity according to Eq. 3 while still maintaining the specific supply and demand balance in Eq. 4 that allows for trade
and sales to the national grid. Local trade happens according to Eq. 5 and in order to avoid loop trading, the aggregated amount
is limited through Eq. 6. In addition, the prosumers’ storage levels, Eq. 7, are constrained by the physical characteristics of the
individual batteries that are reflected in the bounds, Eq. 8, charging rate, Eq. 9, and discharging rate, Eq. 10.

min
𝑅𝑛,𝑡,𝑋𝑛,𝑡,𝐼𝑛,𝑡,𝑆𝐶𝑛,𝑡,𝑆

𝐷
𝑛,𝑡,𝑆𝑛,𝑡,𝐹𝑛,𝑡

∑

𝑡

[

𝑅𝑛,𝑡 ⋅ 𝑝
𝑚𝑐
𝑛 + 𝐼𝑛,𝑡 ⋅

(

𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑚𝑡 + 𝑝𝐼
)

+ 𝑆𝐷𝑛,𝑡 ⋅ 𝑝
𝐷
𝑛 −𝑋𝑛,𝑡 ⋅ 𝑝

𝑙𝑒𝑚
𝑡 − 𝑝𝐶𝑃𝑃𝐴 ⋅ 𝐹𝑛,𝑡

]

(3)

16The modeling framework code is available on GitHub (https://github.com/weibezahn/NRGdingo).
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Table 3
Cost input for Bangladesh case study

Unit Cost Lifetime (years) Source
PV $/Wp 0.67 25 Rahimafrooz Solar
Battery $/Ah 1.5 5 Rahimafrooz Batteries Ltd.
Grid Node $/node 305 5 ME SOLshare Ltd.
PCC $/unit 4132 5 ME SOLshare Ltd.

Table 4
Designated sets, parameters, and variables of the mathematical model.

Sets
𝑛 ∈  prosumer 𝑛 in community 
𝑡 ∈  hour 𝑡 in time horizon 
Scalars
𝑝𝐼 local balancing mechanism consumption tariff per kWh
𝑝𝐶𝑃𝑃𝐴 community power purchase agreement per kWh
𝜓 losses on power lines
𝜂 battery round trip efficiency
Parameters
𝑑𝑒𝑚𝑛,𝑡 demand of player 𝑛 in time step 𝑡
𝑝𝐷𝑛 discharge penalty per kWh for player 𝑛
𝑝𝑚𝑐𝑛 marginal cost per kWh for player 𝑛
𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑚𝑡 local market price in 𝑡
𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑛,𝑡 renewable energy production of player 𝑎 in time step 𝑡
𝑠𝑛 upper bound of storage level in battery for player 𝑛
𝑠𝑛 lower bound of storage level in battery for player 𝑛
𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑛 initial storage level in battery for player 𝑛
𝛼𝑛/𝛽𝑛 maximum charge/discharge rate of battery for player 𝑛
Primal Variables
𝐹𝑛,𝑡 ∈ ℝ+ feed into the grid for player 𝑛 in time step 𝑡
𝐼𝑛,𝑡 ∈ ℝ+ consumption from swarm grid for player 𝑎 in time step 𝑡
𝑅𝑛,𝑡 ∈ ℝ+ consumption of renewable energy for player 𝑛 in time step 𝑡
𝑆𝑛,𝑡 ∈ ℝ+ battery storage level for player 𝑛 in time step 𝑡
𝑆𝐶
𝑛,𝑡 ∈ ℝ+ battery storage charging for player 𝑛 in time step 𝑡
𝑆𝐷
𝑛,𝑡 ∈ ℝ+ battery storage discharging for player 𝑛 in time step 𝑡
𝑋𝑛,𝑡 ∈ ℝ+ export to swarm grid of player 𝑛 in time step 𝑡

𝑑𝑒𝑚𝑛,𝑡 +𝑋𝑛,𝑡 + 𝑆𝐶𝑛,𝑡 + 𝐹𝑛,𝑡 = 𝑅𝑛,𝑡 + 𝐼𝑛,𝑡 + 𝑆𝐷𝑛,𝑡 ∀ 𝑡, 𝑛 (4)
𝜓
∑

𝑛
𝐼𝑛,𝑡 =

∑

𝑛
𝑋𝑛,𝑡 ∀ 𝑡 (5)

∑

𝑛,𝑡
𝑑𝑒𝑚𝑛,𝑡 +

∑

𝑛,𝑡
≤
∑

𝑛,𝑡
𝑅𝑛,𝑡 (6)

𝑆𝑛,𝑡−1 + 𝜂 ⋅ 𝑆𝐶𝑛,𝑡 − 𝑆
𝐷
𝑛,𝑡 = 𝑆𝑛,𝑡 ∀ 𝑡, 𝑛 (7)

𝑠𝑛 ≤ 𝑆𝑛,𝑡 ≤ 𝑠𝑛 ∀ 𝑡, 𝑛 (8)
𝑆𝐶𝑛,𝑡 − 𝛼𝑛 ≤ 0 ∀ 𝑡, 𝑛 (9)
𝑆𝐷𝑛,𝑡 − 𝛽𝑛 ≤ 0 ∀ 𝑡, 𝑛 (10)

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank ME SOLshare Ltd. for the valuable support in collecting and sharing data on the Bangladesh

case study, particularly to Hannes Kirchhoff (Chief Technical Officer) for critical inputs on the mechanisms on how the PCC
works, and Salma Islam (Head of Projects) and Eshrat Waris (Principal Product and Business) for their support in collecting
data and providing insights into the swarm grid economic and social ecosystem. Special thanks are extended to the MicroEnergy
Research Group of TU Berlin for many valuable discussions.

Financial support from the Copenhagen School of Energy Infrastructure (CSEI) is acknowledged. The activities of CSEI are
funded jointly in cooperation between Copenhagen Business School and energy sector partners. Jens Weibezahn acknowledges
funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program under grant agreement No. 101025788.

R. Dumitrescu et al. CSEI Working Paper 2021-09 Page 10 of 12

http://rahimafrooz-solar.com/
https://www.rahimafrooz.com/project/rbl/
https://doi.org/10.3030/101025788


Prosumer Empowerment through Community Power Purchase Agreements

References
Alam Hossain Mondal, M., Kamp, L.M., Pachova, N.I., 2010. Drivers, barriers, and strategies for implementation of renewable energy technologies in rural

areas in Bangladesh—An innovation system analysis. Energy Policy 38, 4626–4634. URL: https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S03
01421510002922, doi:10.1016/j.enpol.2010.04.018.

Asian Development Bank, 2020. Bangladesh Power System Enhancement and Efficiency Improvement Project. Technical Report 49423-006. Asian
Development Bank. Manila, Philippines. URL: https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/linked-documents/49423-006-ssa.pdf.
project Number 49423-005.

Attia, B., Shirley, R., 2018. Distributed Models for Grid Extension Could Save African Utilities Billions of Dollars. Greentech Media URL: https:
//www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/grid-extension-done-right-for-sub-saharan-africas-utilities.

Brown, C., Poudineh, R., Foley, B., 2015. Achieving a cost-competitive offshore wind power industry. Oxford Institute for Energy Studies, Oxford, United
Kingdom. doi:10.26889/9781784670375.

Bruck, M., Sandborn, P., Goudarzi, N., 2018. A Levelized Cost of Energy (LCOE) model for wind farms that include Power Purchase Agreements
(PPAs). Renewable Energy 122, 131–139. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117313046,
doi:10.1016/j.renene.2017.12.100.

Cabraal, A., Ward, W., Bogach, V.S., Jain, A., 2021. Living in the Light: The Bangladesh Solar Home Systems Story. Report. The World Bank. Washington,
DC, USA. URL: https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/35311.

CEIC Data, 2020. Bangladesh GDP per Capita. URL: https://www.ceicdata.com/en/indicator/bangladesh/gdp-per-capita.
Chowdhury, S.A., Aziz, S., Groh, S., Kirchhoff, H., Leal Filho, W., 2015. Off-grid rural area electrification through solar-diesel hybrid minigrids in Bangladesh:

resource-efficient design principles in practice. Journal of Cleaner Production 95, 194–202. URL: https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/p
ii/S0959652615001754, doi:10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.02.062.

Climate Analytics, 2019. Country Profile Bangladesh: Shifting energy supply in South Asia and South East Asia to non-fossil fuel-based energy systems in
line with the Paris Agreement long-term temperature goal and achievement of Sustainable Development Goals. Technical Report. Climate Analytics. Berlin,
Germany. URL: https://climateanalytics.org/media/decarbonisingasia2019-profile-bangladesh-climateanalytics.pdf.

Eckstein, D., Hutfils, M.L., Winges, M., 2018. Global Climate Risk Index 2019 Who Suffers Most From Extreme Weather Events? Weather-related Loss Events
in 2017 and 1998 to 2017. Briefing Paper, Germanwatch, Bonn, Germany.

Fairley, P., 2020. Bangladesh Scrambles to Deliver Electricity to Its 160 Million Residents in 2021. IEEE Spectrum: Technology, Engineering, and Science
News 2020, 6–7. URL: https://spectrum.ieee.org/energy/fossil-fuels/bangladesh-scrambles-to-deliver-electricity-to-its
-160-million-residents-in-2021.

Ferrall, I., Jacquiau-Chamski, A., Kammen, D.M., 2020. Electricity reliability patterns in grids and minigrids in East Africa: A collaboration between RAEL
and Sparkmeter. URL: https://energyeconomicgrowth.org/sites/eeg.opml.co.uk/files/2020-03/Isa%20Ferrall_presentation.pdf.

GOGLA, Lighting Global, Efficiency for Access Coalition, Energy Saving Trust, CLASP, 2020. Global Off-Grid Solar Market Report Semi-Annual Sales and
Impact Data. July - December 2020. Public Report. GOGLA. Amsterdam, The Netherlands. URL: https://www.gogla.org/sites/default/files/
resource_docs/global_off-grid_solar_market_report_h2_2020.pdf.

Groh, S., 2014. The role of energy in development processes—The energy poverty penalty: Case study of Arequipa (Peru). Energy for Sustainable Development
18, 83–99. URL: https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0973082613001087, doi:10.1016/j.esd.2013.12.002.

Groh, S., Philipp, D., Edlefsen Lasch, B., Kirchhoff, H., 2015a. Swarm Electrification: Investigating a Paradigm Shift Through the Building of Microgrids
Bottom-up, in: Decentralized Solutions for Developing Economies. Springer, Cham, Switzerland. Springer Proceedings in Energy, pp. 3–22. doi:10.1007/
978-3-319-15964-5_1.

Groh, S., Straeten, J., Edlefsen Lasch, B., Gershenson, D., Leal Filho, W., Kammen, D.M. (Eds.), 2015b. Decentralized Solutions for Developing Economies
Addressing Energy Poverty Through Innovation. Springer Proceedings in Energy, Springer, Cham, Switzerland. URL: https://doi.org/10.1007/97
8-3-319-15964-5. oCLC: 1074267056.

Hossain, E., 2020. Power Cuts Make Households, Industries Suffer in Bangladesh. New Age URL: https://www.newagebd.net/article/101874/powe
r-cuts-make-households-industries-suffer-in-bangladesh.

IEA, 2020. World Energy Outlook 2020. OECD Publishing, Paris, France.
IEA, IRENA, UN Statistics Division, World Bank Group, WHO, 2021. Tracking SDG 7: The Energy Progress Report 2021. Report. World Bank Group.

Washington, DC, USA. URL: https://trackingsdg7.esmap.org/data/files/download-documents/2021_tracking_sdg7_report.pdf.
Kirchhoff, H., Strunz, K., 2019. Key drivers for successful development of peer-to-peer microgrids for swarm electrification. Applied Energy 244, 46–62. URL:

https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0306261919304076, doi:10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.03.016.
Lüth, A., Weibezahn, J., Zepter, J.M., 2020. On Distributional Effects in Local Electricity Market Designs — Evidence from a German Case Study. Energies

13, 1993. URL: https://www.mdpi.com/1996-1073/13/8/1993, doi:10.3390/en13081993.
Lüth, A., Zepter, J.M., Crespo del Granado, P., Egging, R., 2018. Local electricity market designs for peer-to-peer trading: The role of battery flexibility. Applied

Energy 229, 1233–1243. URL: https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0306261918311590, doi:10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.08
.004.

Mamun, M.A.A., Sarkar, M.R., Parvez, M., Nahar, M.J., Rana, M.S., 2017. Determining the optimum tilt angle and orientation for photovoltaic (PV)
systems in Bangladesh, in: 2nd International Conference on Electrical & Electronic Engineering (ICEEE), IEEE, Rajshahi. pp. 1–4. URL: https:
//ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8412910/, doi:10.1109/CEEE.2017.8412910.

Mendicino, L., Menniti, D., Pinnarelli, A., Sorrentino, N., 2019. Corporate power purchase agreement: Formulation of the related levelized cost of energy and
its application to a real life case study. Applied Energy 253, 113577. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S030626191
9312516, doi:10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.113577.

Miller, L., Carriveau, R., Harper, S., Singh, S., 2017. Evaluating the link between LCOE and PPA elements and structure for wind energy. Energy Strategy
Reviews 16, 33–42. URL: https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2211467X17300160, doi:10.1016/j.esr.2017.02.006.

Mirzania, P., Balta-Ozkan, N., Ford, A., 2020. An innovative viable model for community-owned solar PV projects without FIT: Comprehensive techno-
economic assessment. Energy Policy 146, 111727. doi:10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111727.

Pachauri, S., Mueller, A., Kemmler, A., Spreng, D., 2004. On Measuring Energy Poverty in Indian Households. World Development 32, 2083–2104. URL:
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0305750X04001500, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2004.08.005.

Palit, D., Chaurey, A., 2011. Off-grid rural electrification experiences from South Asia: Status and best practices. Energy for Sustainable Development 15,
266–276. URL: https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0973082611000500, doi:10.1016/j.esd.2011.07.004.

Pfenninger, S., Staffell, I., 2016. Long-term patterns of European PV output using 30 years of validated hourly reanalysis and satellite data. Energy 114,
1251–1265. URL: https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0360544216311744, doi:10.1016/j.energy.2016.08.060.

Soto, E.A., Bosman, L.B., Wollega, E., Leon-Salas, W.D., 2021. Peer-to-peer energy trading: A review of the literature. Applied Energy 283, 116268. URL:
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0306261920316585, doi:10.1016/j.apenergy.2020.116268.

Taft, J., 2018. Electric Grid Resilience and Reliability for Grid Architecture. Technical Report PNNL-26623. Pacific Northwest National Laboratory. Richland,
WA, USA. URL: https://gridarchitecture.pnnl.gov/media/advanced/Electric_Grid_Resilience_and_Reliability.pdf.

R. Dumitrescu et al. CSEI Working Paper 2021-09 Page 11 of 12

https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0301421510002922
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0301421510002922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2010.04.018
https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/linked-documents/49423-006-ssa.pdf
https://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/grid-extension-done-right-for-sub-saharan-africas-utilities
https://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/grid-extension-done-right-for-sub-saharan-africas-utilities
http://dx.doi.org/10.26889/9781784670375
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960148117313046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2017.12.100
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/35311
https://www.ceicdata.com/en/indicator/bangladesh/gdp-per-capita
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0959652615001754
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0959652615001754
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.02.062
https://climateanalytics.org/media/decarbonisingasia2019-profile-bangladesh-climateanalytics.pdf
https://spectrum.ieee.org/energy/fossil-fuels/bangladesh-scrambles-to-deliver-electricity-to-its-160-million-residents-in-2021
https://spectrum.ieee.org/energy/fossil-fuels/bangladesh-scrambles-to-deliver-electricity-to-its-160-million-residents-in-2021
https://energyeconomicgrowth.org/sites/eeg.opml.co.uk/files/2020-03/Isa%20Ferrall_presentation.pdf
https://www.gogla.org/sites/default/files/resource_docs/global_off-grid_solar_market_report_h2_2020.pdf
https://www.gogla.org/sites/default/files/resource_docs/global_off-grid_solar_market_report_h2_2020.pdf
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0973082613001087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2013.12.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-15964-5_1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-15964-5_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-15964-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-15964-5
https://www.newagebd.net/article/101874/power-cuts-make-households-industries-suffer-in-bangladesh
https://www.newagebd.net/article/101874/power-cuts-make-households-industries-suffer-in-bangladesh
https://trackingsdg7.esmap.org/data/files/download-documents/2021_tracking_sdg7_report.pdf
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0306261919304076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.03.016
https://www.mdpi.com/1996-1073/13/8/1993
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/en13081993
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0306261918311590
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.08.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.08.004
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8412910/
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8412910/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/CEEE.2017.8412910
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0306261919312516
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0306261919312516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.113577
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2211467X17300160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.esr.2017.02.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111727
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0305750X04001500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2004.08.005
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0973082611000500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2011.07.004
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0360544216311744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2016.08.060
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0306261920316585
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2020.116268
https://gridarchitecture.pnnl.gov/media/advanced/Electric_Grid_Resilience_and_Reliability.pdf


Prosumer Empowerment through Community Power Purchase Agreements

Tegen, S., Hand, M.M., Maples, B., Lantz, E., Schwabe, P., Smith, A., 2012. 2010 Cost of Wind Energy Review. Technical Report NREL/TP-5000-
52920. National Renewable Energy Lab. Golden, CO, USA. URL: https://www.osti.gov/biblio/1039814-cost-wind-energy-review,
doi:https://dx.doi.org/10.2172/1039814.

Tilleard, M., Davies, G., Shaw, L., 2018. Minigrids Are the Cheapest Way to Bring Electricity to 100 Million Africans Today. Greentech Media URL:
https://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/minigrids-are-the-cheapest-way-to-electrify-100-million-africans-today.

UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs, 2019. World Population Prospects. URL: https://population.un.org/wpp/.

R. Dumitrescu et al. CSEI Working Paper 2021-09 Page 12 of 12

https://www.osti.gov/biblio/1039814-cost-wind-energy-review
http://dx.doi.org/https://dx.doi.org/10.2172/1039814
https://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/minigrids-are-the-cheapest-way-to-electrify-100-million-africans-today
https://population.un.org/wpp/



