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Abstract

In many countries, declining demand in energy-intensive industries (EIls)
such as cement, steel, and aluminum is leading to industrial overcapacity.
Although industrial overcapacity is traditionally envisioned as problematic
and resource-wasteful, it could unlock EIls’ flexibility in electricity use. Here,
using China’s aluminum smelting industry as a case, we evaluate the system-
level cost-benefit of retaining EII overcapacity for flexible electricity use in
decarbonized energy systems. We find that overcapacity can enable alu-
minum smelters to adopt a seasonal operation paradigm, ceasing production
during winter load peaks exacerbated by heating electrification and renewable
seasonality. In the 2050-net-zero scenario, the seasonal operation paradigm
can reduce China’s electricity system investment and operational costs by 15-
72 billion CNY /year (or 8-34% of the aluminum smelting industry’s product
value), sufficient to offset the costs of maintaining overcapacity and product
storage. It also reduces workforce fluctuations across the aluminum smelting
and thermal power generation sectors by up to 62%, potentially mitigating
socio-economic disruptions from industrial restructuring and energy transi-
tion.

1. Introduction

Industrial restructuring — the transition of economies from heavy indus-
try to higher-added-value sectors [1] — is leading to declining demand for
industrial products and overcapacity in energy-intensive industries in many
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countries. China’s steel and cement industries, for instance, have averaged
20-30% overcapacity in the last decade, resulting in declining profitability
and asset utilization [2]. China’s aluminum smelters will confront substan-
tial excess capacity in the near future, as China’s domestic aluminum de-
mand is increasingly met by recycled aluminum (potentially fulfilling 70% of
future demand [3]). Traditionally, this structural overcapacity is viewed as
problematic, causing resource waste and economic risks [4]. Consequently,
governments typically strive to eliminate overcapacity through policy mea-
sures [5], such as China’s Supply-Side Structural Reform (SSSR), which was
initiated around 2016 to tackle massive industrial overcapacity.

On the other hand, excess capacity also unlocks operational flexibility
for energy-intensive industries, as it frees them from operating at full ca-
pacity at all times to meet demand. In decarbonized power systems reliant
on variable renewable energy, the demand-side flexibility of energy-intensive
industries may become more valuable for balancing electricity supply and
demand [6, 7, 8]. By shifting electricity consumption to periods of high re-
newable energy availability, energy-intensive industries can reduce both the
energy system operational costs and carbon emissions [9]. Furthermore, un-
like “fast-burst” demand-side resources such as electric vehicles and air con-
ditioning [10, 11], industrial facilities with overcapacity and material storage
could potentially provide long-duration flexibility by scheduling their pro-
duction over longer time horizons. In decarbonized energy systems with in-
creasing variability in electricity prices [12], this flexibility is also essential for
lowering the energy input costs of energy-intensive industries like aluminum
smelting, where electricity costs exceed 30% of operational expenses [13].

In this context, determining whether industrial overcapacity should be
decommissioned or retained requires a system-level cost-benefit analysis of
the two competing mechanisms: decommissioning excess capacity to reduce
maintenance costs versus retaining it to reduce energy system costs and emis-
sions. To quantitatively assess this trade-off, we select China’s aluminum
smelting industry as a representative case. China is likely to face over 50%
overcapacity in the aluminum smelting industry by 2050 [3], due to a shift
towards secondary production using aluminum scrap [14, 15]. Furthermore,
the energy input for the aluminum smelting industry is almost entirely from
electricity, accounting for 7% of China’s electricity demand. The aluminum
smelting industry also has technical capability for flexible operation [16].
These make it an ideal example of an industry for examining the benefits of
flexibly operating in the context of a decarbonized electricity system.
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Figure 1: Conceptual framework for overcapacity-enabled seasonal flexibility
in energy-intensive industries. The left panel illustrates the spring to autumn time
period when renewable energy generation is abundant, with aluminum smelters operating
at full capacity, producing aluminum for both meeting immediate demand and storing
in inventory. The right panel illustrates winter scenarios where renewable generation is
limited and heating electrification exacerbates peak demand, compelling coal and natural
gas power plants to operate. During this period, aluminum smelters shut down and meet
demand by drawing from product inventory. This seasonal operational paradigm lever-
ages excess capacity to create complementary patterns between industrial production and
energy system dynamics, enabling cost-effective decarbonization.

Existing studies have demonstrated the rapid power adjusting capabilities
of aluminum electrolytic cells, validating the technical feasibility for flexible
operation [16, 17]. While existing studies analyze plant-level thermal balance
and restart processes of aluminum electrolytic cells [18, 19], a comprehensive
assessment of the system-level value of this flexibility remains absent, particu-
larly its combined impact on energy system and aluminum smelter operation.
Understanding these integrated impacts and their key determinants is essen-
tial for charting a sustainable path for the aluminum industry. However, the
computational complexity of modeling and optimizing the intricate coupling
between two already large and complex systems—the electricity system and
aluminum smelters—has been a significant barrier to such analysis.

In this work, we quantitatively evaluate the system-level flexibility value
of retaining aluminum smelting overcapacity in China’s decarbonization path-
way by embedding a refined aluminum smelter operation model [20] within
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a provincial-resolved power system capacity expansion model to co-optimize
the hourly operations of both systems. The problem is made computation-
ally tractable by the dimensionality reduction framework developed by Lyu
et al. [21] and a tailored iterative solution algorithm. We find that in net-zero
electricity systems, overcapacity enables aluminum smelters to shift opera-
tions away from periods of winter electricity supply scarcity, which are driven
by low renewable availability and heating electrification (Figure 1). This flex-
ibility lowers overall electricity system costs by reducing peak loads, which in
turn decreases the renewable capacity required to meet those peaks and low-
ers utilization of coal, natural gas, and nuclear generation. In a 2050 net-zero
scenario, retaining 30% aluminum-smelting overcapacity reduces electricity
system costs by 15-72 billion CNY /year (or 8-34% of the aluminum smelting
industry’s product value), as compared to a no-overcapacity case. We also
find that, in such a scenario, aluminum production costs are lower by over
1,500 CNY /tonne, due to aluminum smelters consuming cheaper electricity.
Furthermore, because thermal power plants may also operate seasonally in
decarbonized systems, complementary seasonal operation in the aluminum
smelting industry could help reduce workforce fluctuations across the alu-
minum smelting and power generation sectors by 62%, potentially helping to
stabilize employment.

Although we are using aluminum smelting as a case, our findings can
be generalized to other energy-intensive industries, such as steel and cement
industries, where seasonal operation could potentially bring significant energy
input cost savings to offset the costs of maintaining overcapacity and product
storage. More broadly, our work suggests that industrial overcapacity should
be reframed from a problem to an opportunity to reduce energy system costs,
lower industrial production costs, and mitigate socio-economic disruptions
from energy decarbonization.

2. Results

2.1. Inevitable overcapacity in aluminum smelting in the recycle era

This study employs a scenario analysis approach to explore the impact
of uncertain parameters on the value of overcapacity in providing flexibility
in the energy system. We evaluate three key dimensions: primary aluminum
demand, smelter operational flexibility, and electricity system technology
costs (Table 1). We assume that annual primary aluminum demand equals
total aluminum demand minus demand met by recycled aluminum, which
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Table 1: Outline of Model Scenario Settings.

Smelter operational flexibility

Case Min. power consumption Restart costs
(per unit of nameplate value) (CNY/MW)
Low 0.9 760,000
Mid 0.7 110,000
High 0.5 22,000
Unconstrained 0.0 0
Primary aluminum demand
Stock Scrap import Scrap Product mean
Case . cp s
saturation level rate recycle rate lifetime
(kg/capita) (year)
Low 500 10% 75% 18
Mid 600 5% 70% 16
High 700 0% 65% 14
Technology costs
(per unit of core-scenario costs)
C Wind /solar Battery Long-duration =~ Methanation
ase CAPEX CAPEX storage CAPEX  /direct air
capture costs
Low 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8
Mid 1 1 1 1
High 1 1.5 1.5 1.5

The normalized costs for restarting potlines of 110,000 CNY /MW [22] and 760,000
CNY /MW [23, 24] are based on historical events. The restart-up costs are measured

from the electricity input side. As for the Mid-demand scenario, we set the per capita

aluminum stock demand saturation at the level of U.S. demand (approximately 600 kg

per capita). The historical scrap aluminum recovery rate in 2024 is 70% [25], which is

used in the Mid-demand scenario. The electricity system cost data is primarily from the

PyPSA-China project, originally established and open-sourced by Zhou et al. [26].

Long-duration storage includes H2 and water storage.
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Figure 2: China’s projected aluminum demand and smelting overcapacity un-
der different scenarios. The top solid line represents total aluminum demand, the
green area shows recycled aluminum production (RA), and the yellow area indicates pri-
mary aluminum production (PA) up to 2050. China’s aluminum smelting capacity at the
end of 2024 (45 million tonnes (Mt) per year) is represented by the red dashed line. The
area between the red dashed line (smelter capacity at 2024 level) and the yellow area
represents the excess capacity of aluminum smelters unless decommissioned. The over-
capacity rate is represented by the purple line, and is given by one minus the utilization
rate (1 - demand/capacity). Different scenarios are constructed based on various assump-
tions regarding economic development and aluminum product import/export levels, with
the variable settings outlined in Table 1. Even under the high-demand scenario, China’s
aluminum industry would retain 46% excess capacity — and as much as 86% under the
low-demand scenario — posing a significant challenge to the sector.

is prioritized due to its significantly lower costs and lower carbon emissions
compared to smelting [27, 28], but also constrained by scrap availability [3].
Detailed scenario settings and considerations are provided in the Methods
section and Supplementary Notes.

Our analysis shows that over the next one to two decades, China’s pri-
mary aluminum demand will rapidly decline and remain low as more alu-
minum is produced from scrap, leading to unprecedented overcapacity in the
aluminum smelting industry. As shown in Figure 2, the proportion of re-
cycled aluminum production in total aluminum demand will increase from
25% in 2024 [25], to the United States level of exceeding 60% by 2050 [29].
While this transition entails substantial reductions in the industry’s energy
consumption and carbon emissions, due to the lower energy intensity of pro-
ducing aluminum from scrap [27], it would result in over 60% overcapacity
for existing aluminum smelters. The rapid increase in China’s recycled alu-
minum output stems from a significant increase in available scrap aluminum,
which is a delayed effect of China’s climbing aluminum production over the



past two decades, as aluminum products typically have a lifespan of 10-20
years [30].

From a modeling perspective, the projections for available scrap alu-
minum and, thus, recycled aluminum production are a calculated result of
China’s historical aluminum production and are not significantly affected
by model assumptions. For example, the model uses aluminum production
data from 1990 to 2023 to calculate scrap aluminum availability, resulting in
approximately 15 million tonnes (Mt) of available scrap aluminum in 2024.
Then, the projected recycled aluminum production in 2024 is 10.5 Mt, which
is the available scrap multiplied by the 70% scrap aluminum recovery rate.
The number is very close to the historical production of 10.6 Mt [25].

In contrast, total aluminum demand is more susceptible to uncertain fac-
tors such as China’s economic development level, as well as the import and
export amount of aluminum products. Nevertheless, even in the most opti-
mistic scenario for total aluminum demand, the nationwide annual primary
aluminum demand is projected to fall to 24 Mt by 2050, which is less than
54% of the 2024 level.

2.2. Electricity system cost reduction as a result of overcapacity-enabled flex-
wbility

Figure 3 shows the reduction in electricity system costs in a 2050 net-
zero emissions scenario when the operation of aluminum smelters with over-
capacity is co-optimized with the electric power system, compared to a no-
overcapacity operation scenario, which represents the value of flexibility in
smelting electricity use. Here, the power system cost includes operational
costs and the annualized capital investment for new generation, storage, and
transmission capacity. The costs of the aluminum smelters are not included
in the electricity system costs, but are discussed later in the paper. The
results show that the overcapacity of aluminum smelters adds a flexibility
value of 15 to 72 billion CNY to the power system, which is equivalent to
8-34% of the aluminum smelting industry’s product value in 2050. National
aggregated results are shown here, while a provincial resolution for smelter
and electricity system modeling is implemented (see the Methods section and
Supplementary Notes 3.2 and 4.2 for details).

Across all scenarios, the cost reductions are primarily driven by lower
investment costs in renewable energy and lower operational costs for coal,
natural gas, and nuclear energy (mainly fuel costs). Two mechanisms can
explain the dominance of these cost reduction sources. First, wind and solar
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Figure 3: Reduction in electricity system costs due to overcapacity-enabled flex-
ibility in aluminum smelting, compared to the no-overcapacity case. Colors rep-
resent different sources of changes in system cost: renewable investment costs (green) and
non-renewable operational costs (orange) account for the largest system cost reductions.
The reduction in renewable investment costs reflects improved renewable energy utiliza-
tion efficiency through concentrating smelting during periods of high renewable generation.
The reduction in non-renewable operational costs reflects a decreased reliance on firm gen-
eration resources (coal, gas, biomass, and nuclear) to ensure power supply reliability. Cost
reductions range from 15 to 72 billion CNY (8-34% of the aluminum smelting industry’s
product value in 2050) across scenarios with different aluminum demand, smelter flexibil-
ity, and technology costs. The only increased investment is in heating electrification. By
mitigating winter peak loads, flexible smelter operation reduces the need for costly clean
firm generation and long-duration storage, thereby lowering the grid integration barriers
for heating electrification.

power exhibit high variability, resulting in low utilization rates without flex-
ibility mechanisms such as storage or demand response. Flexible operation



enables aluminum smelters to concentrate electricity consumption during pe-
riods of high renewable energy generation, thereby improving the efficiency
of renewable energy utilization and reducing the required renewable capacity
to meet electricity demand. Second, from a reliability perspective, flexible
operation also reduces the need for firm energy (energy from non-renewable
resources that can be dispatched whenever needed [10]) to maintain reliabil-
ity and meet demand during periods of renewable scarcity. The reduction
in non-renewable operational costs reflects this second mechanism, which re-
duces the need for coal- and/or natural gas-based generation (with carbon
capture and storage) and nuclear power (see Supplementary 3.4 for details).
However, non-renewable investment costs remain relatively unchanged, sug-
gesting that flexible aluminum smelting primarily reduces the utilization of
non-renewable resources, rather than replacing the need for non-renewable
capacity.

Comparing the different scenarios, we find that the flexibility value of alu-
minum smelting is higher in scenarios with high aluminum demand, because
the aluminum smelting sector is bigger and the impact of load flexibility is
therefore larger. As smelter operational flexibility increases, the cost savings
from reduced battery capacity become larger; however, these are secondary
to reductions in renewable investment and non-renewable operating costs.
The overall electricity system cost savings are also similar between the Non-
constrained-flexibility scenario and the Mid-flexibility scenario, suggesting
diminishing returns in increasing smelter operational flexibility.

We also observe that flexible operation of aluminum smelting results in
more investment in heating electrification (purple), such as the deployment
of electric heat pumps. The increased investment reflects the fact that alu-
minum smelters can reduce winter peak loads through flexible operation,
thereby enabling the greater deployment of clean heating technologies.

2.3. Cost-benefit analysis of retaining overcapacity

While flexible aluminum smelting with overcapacity can reduce power
system costs, it also entails higher maintenance costs and extra expenditure,
such as product storage. As shown in Figure 4(a), the reduced power system
costs increase with overcapacity but plateau after smelter capacity exceeds 35
Mt /year (60% overcapacity), while operational costs increase approximately
proportionally with excess capacity. A smelting capacity of 18 Mt/year (36%
overcapacity) is found to maximize the net system cost reduction at 17 billion
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Figure 4: Trade-off analysis and cost-effective strategy for retaining overca-
pacity. In (a), electricity system cost savings (blue), smelter operational cost increase
(orange), and net system benefit (black line) are shown for 2050 in the core scenario (Mid-
flexibility, Mid-demand, and Mid-technology costs). The maximal net benefit (electricity
system cost reduction minus smelter operational costs) is achieved with 36% overcapacity
in 2050. In (b), the mean optimal overcapacity rate increases from 6% in 2030 to 30% in
2050, due to higher flexibility requirements as the electricity system approaches net-zero
emissions. However, it should be noted that the cost-effective capacity of aluminum smelt-
ing still decreases across the years due to declining primary aluminum demand. The net
benefit across different scenarios first decreases as primary aluminum demand declines to
2040 levels, then increases in the net-zero emissions scenario in 2050, where load flexibility
is more valuable.

CNY, where the marginal decrease in power system cost equals the marginal
increase in smelter operational cost.

Figure 4(a) also shows the impact of smelter load flexibility for carbon
emission reduction, indicated by the red line. The reduction in carbon emis-
sions represents a decrease in the system’s need for negative emission tech-
nologies, such as biomass with carbon capture and storage (CCS). This value
continues to increase with overcapacity when it exceeds 36%, implying that
more maintenance costs can be spent to achieve carbon reduction benefits.
Retaining more excess capacity could be an even more attractive option if
the cost of retiring capacity is taken into account (dismantling retired elec-

10



trolytic cells, compensating affected smelters, and relocating displaced indus-
trial workers, etc.). These additional costs could further justify maintaining
higher levels of excess capacity beyond what our results suggest.

Figure 4(b) shows the optimal smelter capacity and corresponding net
system cost reduction for different years and scenarios. The average optimal
overcapacity rates across all scenarios are 6%, 20%, and 30% for 2030, 2040,
and 2050, respectively. The corresponding net value first decreases from 2030
to 2040, as the primary aluminum industry demand declines to 2040 levels,
then increases by 2050, approaching net-zero emission targets.

2.4. Seasonal operation paradigm enabled by overcapacity

Figure 5 illustrates how the seasonal nature of renewable energy genera-
tion and heating electrification significantly alters the operational dynamics
of aluminum smelters, which adjust their production schedules to align with
the seasonality of the energy system. Panel (a) reveals clear seasonal opera-
tional patterns: production largely ceases from mid-November to mid-March
(the winter heating season), with demand met by inventory, while operating
at or near rated capacity from late March to early November. The lower panel
shows that even with unconstrained flexibility, seasonal operational patterns
remain dominant in aluminum smelting, indicating that system needs for
seasonal flexibility are the primary driver. Although China’s energy sys-
tem faces significant cooling demand in July and August, smelters maintain
maximum power consumption because air conditioning load appears as short-
duration peaks that can be balanced by batteries or vehicle-to-grid (V2G)
technologies, making smelter load reduction less valuable.

Panel (b) of Figure 5 reveals the underlying reason for flexible aluminum
smelting: smelter electricity consumption is largely complementary to China’s
overall heating demand, strategically avoiding high winter electricity demand
caused by heating electrification. During these winter periods, renewable en-
ergy output, especially from hydropower, is at its minimum while heating
demand peaks, forcing the power system to rely more heavily on gas and
coal generation to ensure power supply reliability. This results in signifi-
cantly higher electricity costs, because the system must deploy more direct
air capture and/or bioenergy with CCS to offset the carbon emissions, creat-
ing strong economic incentives for smelters to avoid production during these
high-cost periods and instead rely on inventory to meet demand. Interest-
ingly, the averaged optimal overcapacity rate of 30% roughly corresponds to
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Figure 5: Seasonal operation of aluminum smelters is complementary to energy
system seasonality. In (a), smelter production largely ceases from mid-November to
mid-March with demand met by stored inventory, but operates at full capacity from late
March to early November. In (b), the electricity consumption of aluminum smelting is
largely complementary to China’s heating demand, avoiding the severe winter electricity
peaks driven by heating electrification.

the proportion of winter time in a year, suggesting that seasonality is the
driver behind this.

This seasonal operational paradigm could decrease the cost of producing
aluminum (Figure 6). If the historical overcapacity rate of 5% is retained, the
average cost per tonne of aluminum may slightly increase by 2050. Although
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Figure 6: Comparison of the composition of levelized cost per tonne of aluminum
between the 2020 baseline and various 2050 overcapacity levels. The composition
of the levelized cost per tonne of aluminum is shown across three overcapacity levels in
the core scenario (Mid-flexibility, Mid-demand, and Mid-technology costs) and compared
against a 2020 baseline. We find that maintaining 36% overcapacity is beneficial for the
smelters, reducing aluminum production costs by over 1,500 CNY /tonne, or approximately
9% of current production costs, with the drop in electricity bills offsetting the maintenance
costs of overcapacity and increased restart and storage costs.

electricity costs decrease due to increased renewable penetration, total costs
remain the same due to equipment depreciation costs and early decommis-
sioning costs. In contrast, maintaining 36% overcapacity allows smelters to
consume zero-marginal-cost renewable energy during high-generation peri-
ods, thus largely reducing electricity bills to offset overcapacity maintenance
and product storage costs, and reducing total costs by over 1,500 CNY /tonne
of aluminum. The reduced aluminum production costs, along with the elec-
tricity system cost savings shown previously, demonstrate that the seasonal
flexibility strategy creates a win-win scenario for both the grid and aluminum
producers, altering the economic viability of maintaining excess capacity.
As Figure 7 illustrates, the aluminum smelting industry, with overcapac-
ity, and the power sector have complementary workforce patterns, with coal
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Figure 7: Estimated monthly workforce requirements for aluminum smelters
and coal/gas power plants in 2050 with and without aluminum smelting over-
capacity. In the overcapacity scenario, complementary employment patterns between
smelters and thermal generators reduce workforce variability (calculated as the standard
deviation of employment throughout the year) by 62% and increase average employment
by 18,000, as compared to the scenario in which all excess capacity is retired.

and gas power plants needing more workers in the winter, and the aluminum
smelting industry needing more workers in the summer. Because China’s
largest aluminum companies have historically operated their own captive
power plants, there exists a possible scenario in which China’s aluminum
companies move workers between aluminum smelters and power plants from
season to season [31]. This workforce management paradigm could reduce
total seasonal employment fluctuation across the two sectors by 62%, while
maintaining a larger capacity also increases average employment by 18,000
workers compared to the no-overcapacity scenario. While implementing
inter-industry labor mobility depends on factors such as worker training and
flexible employment relations, this coupling could potentially mitigate social
disruption from job losses that may result from both energy system transi-
tions and industrial restructuring, highlighting the potential societal value of
overcapacity-enabled flexibility.

3. Discussion

In power systems with increasing penetration of renewable energy, the
volatility of electricity supply is often compounded by load fluctuations from
heating electrification, creating significant seasonal variations in electricity
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costs. Concurrently, many traditional energy-intensive industries face struc-
tural overcapacity, which reduces capacity utilization and creates uncertainty
on their profitability. This convergence of challenges makes it increasingly
urgent to understand how energy-intensive industries can adapt and thrive
in decarbonized energy systems.

In this work, we use China’s aluminum smelting industry—a highly energy-
intensive sector facing unprecedented overcapacity in the coming recycling
era—as a representative case to explore the flexibility value of overcapacity
in decarbonized energy systems. We developed a comprehensive framework
that co-optimizes power system capacity expansion planning with detailed
smelter operations, capturing key technical constraints such as temperature
limits, restart costs, and operational limitations. This co-optimization was
evaluated across more than 500 scenarios, varying flexibility settings and
competing technology costs, to inform cost-effective strategies for retaining
overcapacity and leveraging it for seasonal flexibility.

Our findings reveal that overcapacity unlocks seasonal flexibility of smelt-
ing electricity use, allowing them to curtail production during the winter
when peak demand is exacerbated by heating electrification and reduced re-
newable output. In the 2050-net-zero scenario, seasonal flexibility reduces
annual power system costs by 15-72 billion CNY through improved renew-
able integration and decreased reliance on firm generation, sufficient to offset
the maintenance and operational costs of excess capacity and product stor-
age, thereby cutting aluminum production costs by approximately 9% of the
current level. We identify an optimal overcapacity rate of approximately
30% for the aluminum smelting industry in China, which closely matches
the fraction of the year that is the winter heating season, indicating that
the seasonality of the energy system is the fundamental driver of a seasonal
smelter operation paradigm.

Our findings suggest that the increasing seasonality of decarbonized en-
ergy systems can be strong enough to drive energy-intensive industries to
shift to a seasonal operation paradigm. Energy-intensive industries, such as
aluminum, steel, and cement, will be the first to experience these impacts,
given their high exposure to energy cost variations and structural overcapac-
ity. As electricity cost variability becomes more seasonal, these sectors can
leverage overcapacity and product storage capabilities to adapt to volatile
electricity prices, reducing both their own operational expenses and overall
energy system costs.

Interestingly, overcapacity can facilitate complementary workforce pat-
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terns between energy-intensive industries and the energy sector, which can
help mitigate social disruption from energy decarbonization and industrial
restructuring. Nevertheless, converting the co-benefits of overcapacity into
financial incentives for energy-intensive industries will require careful design
of financial instruments, targeted subsidies or market mechanisms, as is re-
quired for the seasonally operating agriculture sector.

4. Methods

4.1. Scenario analysis framework

The factors that have significant and uncertain impacts on the value of
overcapacity in the aluminum industry include the demand for primary alu-
minum (from smelting), the operational flexibility of the smelters, and the
costs of competitive technologies for load flexibility (batteries, long-duration
storage, etc.). This study employs a scenario analysis approach, grouping
these factors into three-dimensional parameter sets (Table 1) to explore the
impact of different assumptions and uncertain parameters on the research
findings.

In the model, China’s domestic aluminum smelters are required to meet
the country’s annual primary aluminum demand, which is equal to the total
aluminum demand minus the demand that can be met by recycled aluminum,
as recycled aluminum is prioritized for production due to its per-unit min-
eral, energy, and investment costs being orders of magnitude lower than those
for aluminum smelting. We focus exclusively on primary aluminum smelters
and do not consider recycled aluminum production to be overcapacity, as its
output is currently increasing and does not face overcapacity issues. Addi-
tionally, recycled aluminum production has limited grid interaction flexibility
value due to its low electricity intensity (only 5% of the electricity used in
primary aluminum production) and is not traditionally considered an energy-
intensive industry.

Using performance data from numerical simulations of aluminum smelter
operations, as well as existing literature on the shutdown, restart processes,
and costs of real-world aluminum smelters, we developed a reduced-order
model that represents the key characteristics of aluminum electrolytic cell
temperature constraints and restart costs (see Supplementary note 3 for
more details). However, the cost uncertainty is large because there are
few historical cases of aluminum smelters being restarted. Thus, we eval-
uated three comparative scenarios: Low: No progress has been made in
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improving smelter operational flexibility, and restart costs from historical
high-cost reports are being used. High: New technologies and methods have
significantly improved smelter operational flexibility, and restart costs have
dropped substantially. This represents the goal of ongoing research, devel-
opment, and demonstration efforts to enhance smelter-grid interaction [32].
Un-constrained: This is an idealized scenario that disregards the tempera-
ture constraints, startup/shutdown constraints, and restart costs of potlines.
It only considers rated power constraints, and the value of grid interaction
in this scenario represents the theoretical maximum.

Finally, we consider three main power system technology cost scenarios
(see Table 1) that reflect different levels of power generation technology de-
velopment. All scenarios assume that a variety of competitive, clean, and
stable technologies are available, covering a range from high fixed costs and
low variable costs to low fixed costs and high variable costs. We also assume
the availability of cost-competitive long-duration storage technologies (in the
form of hydrogen and hot water) and a certain degree of flexibility in resi-
dential heating. By modeling combinations of different scenarios for primary
aluminum demand, smelter flexibility, and technology costs, we are able to
evaluate the sensitivity of the main power system and aluminum industry
outcomes to changes along these dimensions.

4.2. Aluminum demand projections

Our objective is to project China’s primary aluminum demand for the
coming decades, which requires projecting both total aluminum demand and
the future supply of recycled aluminum. Our methodology is based on the
assumption that per capita aluminum in-use stock tends to saturate as the
economy develops, a common approach for projecting the demand for metal
raw materials like steel and aluminum [33, 34]. To obtain historical alu-
minum in-use stock data, which is not explicitly tracked in official statistics,
we sourced historical aluminum production data from the China Statistical
Yearbook. We then calculated the aluminum stock by accumulating his-
torical production and accounting for product retirement. Specifically, using
China’s primary and secondary aluminum production data from 1993 to 2023
and assuming that the lifespan of aluminum products follows a Weibull dis-
tribution, we calculated the annual aluminum in-use stock up to 2024. Next,
we input this data into the EnergyPathways model [35], a mature, open-
source software for forecasting various types of demand, which has been used
in the Net-Zero America [36] and Net-Zero Australia [37] projects. Using the
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stock-based method, with the projected population by Chen et al. [38] as the
driver, we selected logistic regression as the extrapolation curve for future
aluminum demand. The saturation level is set differently for various scenar-
ios, as detailed in Supplementary Note 1. The EP model projects the annual
aluminum stock, total aluminum demand, and retired aluminum products
(the available scrap in that year) up to 2060. The calculation formula is as
follows:

Stockyear = Stockyear—1 + Productionye, — Scrapye,, (1)

Here, Stockyear represents the extrapolated aluminum stock, Productionyea,
is the total demand/production for aluminum, and scrap is calculated from
the historical stock based on the assumption that product lifespan follows a
Weibull distribution. Therefore, the total aluminum demand and available
scrap can be calculated from the above formula. Based on the scrap, we
can calculate the recycled aluminum production (Production,ecycle = Scrap X
Recycle,,..). By subtracting the recycled aluminum production from the
total aluminum demand for that year, we obtain the primary aluminum
demand/production (Productionpimary = Production — Production,ecycie)-
China is also a major aluminum exporter. Based on current export lev-
els, we have also established two scenarios: reduced exports and increased
exports (see Table 1), with further details provided in Supplementary Note
1. Having obtained the annual aluminum demand projections, we assume
that the hourly aluminum demand remains constant throughout the year,
which simplifies demand distribution yet imposes a stricter supply-demand
balance. This demand must be satisfied either through production from alu-
minum smelters or by drawing from existing aluminum inventories.

4.83. Modeling smelter operational flexibility

This study employs a mixed-integer linear model, an initial version of
which was developed by Shen et al. [20] as a linear model for production and
energy consumption decisions in smelter operations. The model is capable
of representing the relationships between internal temperature changes and
electrolysis rates in response to applied voltage and current in a potline, as
observed in both numerical simulations and experiments [39, 40]. It is trans-
formed into a linear programming model through piecewise linearization and
numerical approximation. To model the shutdown and startup decisions and
their associated costs for smelters, we introduced startup and shutdown con-
straints and costs into the aforementioned linear model, transforming it into

18



a mixed-integer model (see Supplementary note 3 and 5). This enables our
model to optimize the smelter’s operational decisions over a longer timescale.
However, the introduction of integer variables makes it computationally in-
feasible to directly embed a plant-level operational model into a power system
planning model. Therefore, we design a decomposition-based iterative algo-
rithm for solving this problem. To determine the production capacity of
smelters, based on the Chinese government’s policy that primary aluminum
capacity will not exceed 45 million tonnes per year, we assume that the pro-
duction capacity of aluminum smelters remains unchanged at the 2024 level
of 45 million tonnes per year, unless early retirement is chosen. This assump-
tion is based on the typical lifespan of an aluminum smelter, which exceeds
50 years, and the fact that more than 90% of China’s aluminum smelters
were built after 2000.

Since not all provinces have complete statistical data on aluminum smelt-
ing capacity, we distributed the national capacity to each province based on
its 2023 production. We assumed that the capacity share of each province re-
mains unchanged when reducing overcapacity (see Supplementary Note 3.3
for more details). This approach is justified by the fact that China’s alu-
minum smelting industry currently operates at a high capacity utilization
rate of approximately 97%, meaning that most provinces are running at near
full capacity. For estimating the needed workforce for smelters and power
plants, we use the average number of workers required per unit of operating
capacity, assuming a certain proportion of variable workforce (see Supple-
mentary Note 3.5).

4.4. Smelter costing

The investment, operation, and maintenance costs of aluminum smelters
are estimated from annual reports from Chinese smelters [13]. However, it
is challenging to determine the idling and startup/shutdown costs, as there
are not many historical cases where smelters were idled for long periods
or shut down due to insufficient demand. According to publicly available
reports, the normalized cost for restarting potlines can vary from 110,000
CNY/MW to 760,000 CNY/MW [22; 23, 24|, which is 1000 times higher
than restarting coal-fired units [41]. This study does not attempt to predict
the future trajectory of smelter restart costs, but rather presents extreme
cases in addition to the baseline case to represent the two extremes of the
spectrum for the development of flexible aluminum smelting technologies,
resulting in a total of four smelter flexibility cases. In the Low-flexibility
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and Mid-flexibility cases, the smelter flexibility parameters are set based
on current literature and reports. The former’s restart cost is estimated at
760,000 CNY /MW in a case of a U.S.-owned smelter. The latter’s restart cost
is from a documented restart event at a smelter in Yunnan, China, estimated
at 110,000 CNY/MW. For smelters to conduct seasonal production and help
adapt to fluctuations in the power grid’s supply and demand, they may
need to increase the storage period of aluminum products to act as a buffer
for balancing production and demand. Therefore, we also need to model
the warehouse costs of aluminum products. Product warehouse costs are
estimated by multiplying the actual short-term warehouse rental fees in each
region for 2023 by the required warehouse area [42]. However, this may lead
to an overestimation, as long-term rental fees are typically lower. A more
detailed description of the smelter operational cost calculation method is in
Supplementary note 3.3.

4.5. Power system capacity expansion model

This study aims to evaluate the load flexibility value of aluminum smelters
for China’s decarbonized power system. A provincial resolution is needed
because China’s aluminum industry is unevenly distributed across multiple
provinces, and the highly interconnected nature of China’s power grid means
that the impact of this flexibility is likely to span across provincial bound-
aries. We set the net-zero year of 2050, even though China’s overall carbon
neutrality target is 2060 [43], since the power sector is generally considered
the primary and critical area for achieving this goal and requires deep de-
carbonization at an earlier stage. According to several studies and scenario
analyses, China’s power sector is expected to achieve net-zero emissions be-
tween 2045 and 2055 [44]. To compare the effects of different carbon reduc-
tion constraints, we set up scenarios with 20%, 60%, and 100% reductions
in carbon emissions for 2030, 2040, and 2050, respectively, based on 2020
emission levels.

This study uses PyPSA, an open-source model described in detail else-
where [45], to explore China’s pathway to carbon emission reduction. The
model uses 2020 as the base year to formulate a brownfield capacity expan-
sion model, covering thirty-one provincial administrative regions of China,
with each province aggregated into a single node. Each node not only han-
dles electricity but also incorporates multiple energy carriers, including heat,
hydrogen, biomass, methane, and coal, reflecting the integration of a multi-
energy system. The connections between nodes include electricity trans-
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mission via high-voltage direct current (HVDC) and high-voltage alternat-
ing current (HVAC) lines, as well as hydrogen transmission via hydrogen
pipelines. The PyPSA model uses linear optimization to minimize annual
operational and investment costs while adhering to technical and physical
constraints. The system operation is modeled with an 8,760-hour time res-
olution over a single meteorological year (2020 as the representative year).
The optimization includes the capacity of generators, storage, converters,
and transmission, as well as the hourly operational dispatch of each tech-
nology. Exogenous variables include: demand curves for different sectors,
the ratio of district heating to decentralized heating, the capacity of hydro
reservoirs and run-of-river generators, and pumped hydro storage capacity.
HVAC and HVDC lines are assumed to be long-lasting and therefore perma-
nent. Thus, transmission network assets can be reinforced but not removed.
The detailed input data for the model are primarily derived from the PyPSA
China-specific project, originally established and open-sourced by Zhou et
al. [26], and have been used in peer-reviewed publications.

4.6. Dimensionality reduction and tailored iterative solution

Our objective is to address the computational intractability that arises
when integrating detailed smelter operation models (which include integer
variables) into a large-scale power system planning model. We adopt an iter-
ative decomposition framework based on the D3R method proposed by Lyu
et al. [21], which provides a computationally efficient linear approximation
of the complex industrial load constraints. The process begins by embedding
this linearized smelter model obtained through the D3R framework into the
main linear capacity expansion model. Solving this initial integrated model
yields a first estimate of electricity system capacity expansion results and the
hourly local marginal prices (LMPs) for electricity in each province. Then,
these LMPs are fixed and used as an exogenous price signal for the detailed
smelter operational models. This step, a core part of the decomposition, al-
lows each smelter’s 8760-hourly cost-minimization problem (including all unit
commitment constraints) to be solved independently and in parallel. Once
the detailed optimal operational schedule (i.e., the 8760-hourly load profile)
is determined for each smelter, we fix these schedules in the main capacity
expansion model and then re-optimize all remaining power system planning
and operational variables. This re-optimization generates a new, updated set
of LMPs, which are fed back into the detailed smelter models. This entire
process is iterated until the objective function of the planning model con-
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verges—which our tests show occurs within several iterations—indicating a
consistent, optimal solution for both system planning and smelter operation
has been found. For more details, see Supplementary note 5.

4.7. Limitations and opportunities

Our study has several limitations that offer avenues for future research.
Our model employs a top-down approach, projecting nationwide aluminum
demand, which may differ from granular end-use forecasts [46]. However, our
projected trends align with those of bottom-up studies [47]. We also simplify
the distinction between primary /recycled aluminum, as well as market /trade
dynamics. Regarding smelter representation, our model aggregates plants at
the provincial level (see Supplementary Note 5.2 for details) and, due to
computational constraints, assumes fixed capacity ratios between provinces.
Future work could leverage efficient frameworks to optimize the spatial dis-
tribution of smelter retirement or migration, thereby capturing regional flexi-
bility value, or, with enough data, offer plant-level operational strategies. We
also do not differentiate between smelting technologies, retrofitting options,
or stoichiometry of aluminum smelting [48, 31]. Finally, our co-optimization
focuses on the aluminum smelting industry — the most electrified energy-
intensive industry and one that is roughly ten times more energy-intensive
per tonne of product than steelmaking [49, 50]. The aluminum smelting’s
high electricity use and operational flexibility make it a prime candidate for
studying grid interaction, but subsequent research should explore the co-
optimization of multiple energy-intensive sectors to develop a more general
understanding of how other energy-intensive industries can collectively man-
age structural overcapacity and navigate the low-carbon transition. More
broadly, the question of how to leverage industrial-energy sector coupling to
mitigate the socio-economic impacts of energy decarbonization and industrial
restructuring represents a promising future research direction.
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