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ABSTRACT

Charging electric vehicles (EVs) with renewable energy can lessen
their environmental impact. However, the fluctuating availability
of renewable energy affects the sustainability of public EV charg-
ing stations. Nearby public charging stations may utilize differ-
ing energy sources due to their microgrid connections - ranging
from exclusively renewable to non-renewable or a combination
of both - highlighting the substantial variability in energy supply
types within short distances. This study investigates the near-future
scenario of integrating dynamic renewable energy availability in
charging station navigation to impact the choices of EV users to-
wards renewable sources. We conducted a within-subjects design
survey with 50 car users and semi-structured interviews with 10 EV
users from rural, suburban, and urban areas. The results show that
when choosing EV charging stations, drivers often prioritize either
time savings or money savings based on the driving scenarios that
influence drivers’ consumer value. Notably, EV users tend to select
renewable-powered stations when they align with their main prior-
ity, be it saving money or time. This study offers end-user insights
into the front-end graphic user interface and the development of
the back-end ranking algorithm for navigation recommender sys-
tems that integrate dynamic renewable energy availability for the
sustainable use of electric vehicles.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In Human-Computer Interaction (HCI) research, supporting eco-
friendly decision-making exhibit as a common topic, including
adapting sustainable mobility [35, 58, 61], reducing food waste
[34, 36,37, 75], promoting sustainable tourism [71], saving energy
at home [9, 10, 66-69, 72, 72], and planning photovoltaic systems
[83, 84]. While the importance of eco-friendly charging for domes-
tic electric vehicles (EVs) is growing [23, 44, 801, it is still largely
unknown how to support EV users in making eco-friendly choices
in public charging scenarios.

Electric vehicles (EVs) have been proposed as a cleaner alter-
native to internal combustion engine vehicles (ICEVs), primarily
due to their potential to reduce greenhouse gas emissions through
charging with renewable energy sources [31]. Countries worldwide
are transitioning from ICEVs to EVs, reflecting a global shift to-
ward sustainable transportation. In the European Union and the
United Kingdom, this transition is evidenced by the ban on selling
new petrol and diesel cars from 2035 as part of a broader strat-
egy to achieve climate neutrality by 2050 [59]. In China and the
United States, policies have been established aiming to promote
electric vehicle development and adoption [57, 100]. Central to this
transition is the development of EV charging stations and infras-
tructures, which presents an opportunity to integrate renewable
energy. Different energy sources exhibit significant variations in
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carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions, with fossil fuels having the worst
carbon footprint, while renewables demonstrate a footprint close
to zero [63] excluding battery production emission. By optimizing
the carbon footprint in long-distance travel planning, EV users can
choose charging stations powered by renewable energy to align
with their environmental values [56, 77].

However, renewable energy, despite its clean nature, is subject
to fluctuation due to variation, thus making it challenging to guar-
antee the availability of energy and power on demand [7, 48]. To
maintain a steady renewable energy supply, solutions such as sus-
tainable hydropower storage [74], diversifying energy sources [29],
and enabling grid stability for increasing photovoltaics through grid
management [8] are employed to mitigate the fluctuating nature
of renewable energy sources. However, the availability of renew-
able energy for use differs across electricity grids in various areas
and regions, influenced by the diversity of their regional electricity
generation mixes [89] and the varying levels of renewable energy
penetration and infrastructure [49]. As microgrids increasingly
adopt distributed renewable energy generation [27, 73], regional
variations significantly influence the type of renewable facilities
implemented, such as solar PV and wind energy systems. These
differences play a critical role in shaping the energy source distri-
bution within the grid. With the growing differences in microgrid
configurations, the phenomenon of regional variations in renew-
able energy availability is expected to escalate, leading to high
variability even between neighboring areas. Some charging sta-
tions are off-grid, powered by distributed energy sources instead of
the conventional utility grid [47].

Thus, addressing regional and local variations in renewable en-
ergy availability requires further research into integrating sustain-
ability considerations into vehicle navigation systems. This could
involve empirical studies about EV users’ public charging experi-
ence to negotiate navigation choices toward renewable-powered
charging stations. However, how to integrate and meaningfully
present environmentally friendly options to users and contract sus-
tainable practices is still an open question that this paper tries to
address. In summary, this study adopts a Research Through Design
Approach [103], using graphic user interfaces (GUI) of navigation
recommender prototypes to explore user experience in choosing
green charging stations. This approach aims to gain insights into
EV user decision-making processes and preferences on their con-
sumption value of renewables, seeking to understand the rationale
behind their public charging station choices. The investigation is
structured around the following research questions:

RQ1: How to influence EV users to choose renewable-powered
charging stations by integrating renewable energy availability into
the GUI of navigation recommenders?

RQ2: What impact does integrating renewable energy availabil-
ity into the GUI of the navigation recommender have on EV users’
decision-making preference in selecting charging stations?

We analyzed the screen designs of Tesla models’ in-car naviga-
tion systems and then simplified these designs for our investigation
(refer to Fig. 1: Design Context). Subsequently, we created three
different versions (refer to Fig. 1: Design Focus) to investigate how
time, money, and eco-information influence EV user consumer
value.
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Figure 1: Three within-Subjects Survey GUI Variants: Top
figure: Variant 1, middle figure: Variant 2; Bottom figure:
Variant 3.

+ Variant 1 (Time vs Money): Participants were asked to
choose between a faster and more expensive charging option
and a cheaper and more time-consuming option.

+ Variant 2 (Time vs Eco-Friendly): Both charging stations
were priced equally, with the most time-consuming one of-
fering the added benefit of renewable energy.

+ Variant 3 (Time vs Money + Eco-Friendly): Participants
were asked to choose between a more expensive and faster
charging station and a less expensive but more time-consuming
option equipped with renewable energy.

Our main contribution is a consumer behavioral study supported
with both quantitative Chi-Square test statistics results and quali-
tative interview analysis on electric vehicle (EV) drivers’ rationals
for choosing charging stations, highlighting the influence of fac-
tors including time, money, and renewable energy availability. The
results indicate that EV users often prioritize either time savings
or money savings, depending on the driving scenario, which influ-
ences their consumer value. Importantly, EV users are inclined to
choose renewable-powered charging stations when it aligns with
their main priority - whether their consumer value prefers saving
time or money.

2 RELATED WORK

This section discusses current research on regional variations of
renewable energy availability, followed by prior work on navigation
systems for EV charging stations and EV users’ experience with
charging stations.

2.1 Regional Variation of Renewable Energy
Availability

Renewable energy sources are being promoted worldwide, with the
International Energy Agency predicting a stabilization in electricity
generation emissions from 2023 to 2025 with 42 countries from
Asia, Africa, North and South America, Europe, and Australia [29].
In the United States, the share of renewable energy in the electric
power sector increased from 9% in 2008 to 17% in 2018 [33]. In
2022, Sweden led the EU with 66.0% of its energy from renewables,
primarily hydro, wind, biofuels, and heat pumps; Finland followed
at 47.9%, using hydro, wind, and biofuels; Denmark (41.6%) used
wind and biofuels [16].
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To reduce carbon emissions, EVs can ideally be charged with
renewable sources rather than non-renewable energy [31, 89]. The
carbon footprint of an EV is correlated with varying patterns of
charging of renewable energy availability, as well as with the coun-
try and the area within a country where the charger is located
[89]. However, varying levels of renewable energy availability are
observed, notably experiencing spatial and temporal heterogeneity.
Various factors, such as investment efforts, consumption intensity,
and generation efficiency, influence the mechanisms for renewable
generation and infrastructure penetration[98]. These can be influ-
enced by the diversity of weather and geographical conditions and
the renewable energy availability in different areas and regions [97].
Although electricity networks are generally interconnected on a
regional, national, and international level, the energy produced
is first consumed locally and then exported to other regions, as
transportation of energy over long distances carries high costs due
to the inherent complexity of constructing and maintaining the re-
quired high power lines, and due to losses in the transportation and
distribution network. These losses (circa 8% of the total electricity
produced) are responsible for approximately 1Gt of CO2 emissions
per year [28]. In the USA, in 2022, more than 0.8 quadrillion British
thermal units were lost due to the transmission and distribution
of electricity [87]. In China, smart grids experience a regional im-
balance between power resources that requires long transmission
distances from 1000-3000 km [99]. The renewable energy avail-
ability of each microgrid can vary greatly between microgrids of
different areas. In the United Kingdom, across the 14 different areas
of the Distribution System Operators grids, the difference in pene-
tration of renewables (especially between North and South) leads
to a significant discrepancy between the availability of renewable
energy [49].

With the ever-increasing pace of penetration of small-scale dis-
tributed renewables, distribution and transmission losses are ex-
pected to decrease, as electricity will need to travel less distance
between the production and consumption point [81]. Introducing
distributed sources will result in a highly complex system with
different generation mixtures (and carbon footprints) even at the
subregional/neighborhood level, with research focusing on optimal
ways to distribute this generation sources [81]. This will lead to dif-
ferent availability of energy, power, and pricing, even within close
proximity, based on the specific characteristics of the generation
mixture in each area connecting to its microgrids.

Different approaches have been proposed to harness energy from
distributed sources or to recover wasted energy for EV charging.
In [43], energy otherwise lost from overhead lines due to design
properties and the deceleration of light rail rolling stock is used to
charge EVs in parking lots located near Edinburgh Tram electricity
substations. Furthermore, approaches using distributed renewables
for EV charging have been proposed in the literature [65], with
the authors proposing using local energy storage systems for peak
saving and reducing the dependency on the utility grid. Although
distributed renewables can help provide locally produced energy,
these sources are characterized by high variability due to the sto-
chastic nature of the physical phenomena responsible for renewable
generation. Renewable sources generally exhibit diurnal and sea-
sonal variations due to different solar insolation levels, wind speed,
water flow, force, etc. Therefore, renewable energy’s temporal and
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spatial availability and cost should be communicated to end users
through information and communication technologies (ICT), such
as the navigation system of EV charging stations, to make sustain-
able decisions.

2.2 Navigation Systems of EV Charging Stations

Traveling long distances with EVs requires recharging, making
travel time optimization planning essential for practical purposes
[64]. The existing state-of-the-art EV charging systems focus on
integrating renewable energy availability into eco-friendly recharg-
ing navigation systems [56, 77, 96]. Two classes of EV charging
navigation applications differ mainly in terms of their workflows;
one is function-based, and the other is context-based, each cater-
ing to different user needs and preferences, shown in Figure 1.
Function-based navigations [3] focus on presenting a straightfor-
ward and function-centric interface. Upon launching the app, users
are greeted with a menu or a ranking list of functions such as
finding the nearest charging station, checking station availability,
filtering stations by charger type, or viewing charging prices. The
usage is linear and task-orientated; users select a function and
are then taken to a new screen that delves into the details of that
particular function. This approach suits users who prefer direct
interaction with specific features without additional contextual in-
formation. On the other hand, context-based navigations [62] take
a more holistic and immersive approach. It typically opens with
a map view, displaying the user’s current location and nearby EV
charging stations. Such navigation systems contain essential infor-
mation, such as the availability of charging ports and connector
types, pricing, and even user reviews. Users can interact with the
map to find stations, plan routes, or get recommendations based on
their current battery level and destination. The context-based ap-
proach is ideal for users who appreciate a comprehensive overview
and prefer to make decisions based on a wide range of information
presented within their current context.

EV Supply Equipment (EVSE) is the infrastructure facility de-
signed to charge EVs. These stations provide electrical power to
EVs to recharge their batteries. The proliferation of EV charging
stations is a critical factor in the adoption and convenience of us-
ing EVs. Public charging stations can be found in various public
locations, such as shopping centers, parking lots, and dedicated
charging stations. The overall EV charging system includes vehicles,
EV customers, and the charging station center [5]. Most navigation
applications for EV charging stations include maps, navigation,
and recommender systems for charging stations. The map function
enables finding nearby EV charging stations and provides detailed
information. The navigation function enables guiding to the nearest
EV charging station; the recommender of charging stations pro-
vides a list of optimal choices and routes that connect the battery
remaining with the available charging station. In addition to the
main function, several other factors, such as weather and traffic
conditions provided in navigation, can also influence the results of
the selection route [5]. Navigation strategies can arguably be very
important for EV users, even more so than for drivers of cars with
combustion engines. By using these strategies, drivers can not only
choose less congested routes but also charge their vehicles at less
busy charging stations. This can result in a number of benefits for
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both the driver and the community as a whole, including better
resource management, reduced range anxiety for EV users, and
optimized overall costs. Without navigation, EV users may face
traffic congestion, high energy consumption, long waiting times at
charging stations, and ultimately higher costs [25].

2.3 EV Users’ Experience on Charging Stations

According to ISO 9241-210:2019, User experience is defined as "a
consequence of the presentation, functionality, system performance,
interactive behavior, and assistive capabilities of an interactive sys-
tem, both hardware and software; it is also a consequence of the
user’s prior experiences, attitudes, skills, habits and personality" [1].
When specifically examining EV users’ experience, EV users’ inter-
active behaviors with such navigation systems focus on their ratio-
nale for choosing charging stations powered by renewable energy.
Many considerations are known to influence the decisions of EV
users regarding charging stations. Factors such as budgets of time
and money have been discussed to be important for selecting charg-
ing stations [11, 78, 91]. Time and money budgets are intertwined
with several other factors that influence EV traveling decisions
for selecting charging stations, such as EV characteristics (e.g., the
type of battery) [101] or maximum AC / DC charging ratings [39],
user travel time and plans [76, 94], environmental and situational
context such as weather, road and traffic conditions [6, 38], as well
as charging infrastructure attributes like availability of charging
spots [24, 60] and surroundings [60].

With the transition towards renewable energy use for EV charg-
ing, linking electrical power systems and ICT navigation systems
aims to engage EV users in providing demand response [19]. Real-
time monitoring and updates on renewable energy availability
require municipal administration to collect data from infrastruc-
ture, sensors, and energy sources for energy management [42].
Recent studies have demonstrated the significant potential of ICT-
embedded recommender systems in optimizing the integration of
EVs with renewable energy sources for changing purposes. Das
et al. proposed a multi-objective techno-economic-environmental
optimation approach for EV charging, which reduces energy costs
and grid utilization [14]. Chen et al. introduced a blockchain-based
EV incentive system to maximize renewable energy utilization by
scheduling EV charging consumption [13]. Tang et al. proposed
distributed routing and charging scheduling optimization problems
for an Internet of Electric Vehicle (IoEV) network to minimize the
money and time cost for EV users while accommodating changes
in renewable energy availability [82].

3 METHODOLOGY

The ongoing research on the integration of sustainability consider-
ations into navigation systems for EV charging stations discussed
in the related work section has demonstrated the importance of
investigating end-user experiences to enhance the development of
navigation recommender systems with sustainability metrics. Build-
ing on this foundation, our approach aims to develop a nuanced
understanding of end-user experiences with navigation interfaces
that integrate time, money, and sustainability considerations. This
exploration is guided by a Research Through Design approach [103].
To explore this impact, our approach employed a mix of qualitative
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and quantitative methods, with a focus on the impact of integrat-
ing renewable energy availability on end-user GUI. This approach
combined qualitative insights from 10 EV users’ interviews with
quantitative data from 50 driver/passenger surveys, providing a
comprehensive understanding of the EV charging experience. This
mixed-method approach facilitated an in-depth exploration of end
users’ decision-making processes from the qualitative data, as well
as a validation of those interview insights through the Chi-Square
test of independence on the survey data.

3.1 Gather User Preferences: A Within-Subjects
Design Survey Approach

The study initially involved a total of 50 participants (drivers and
passengers) for the quantitative methodology: a within-subjects sur-
vey approach [12, 55]. The within-subjects design of the survey en-
abled us to gather data on user preferences for EV charging stations
by comparing different GUI variants. In Human-Computer Inter-
action research, a within-subjects design involves simultaneously
presenting users with comparable variants, enabling researchers to
compare responses across each interface. The survey presented to
the participants three GUI variants of a charging station navigation
recommender system [55]. This setup was designed to determine
how user preferences are affected by the display of renewable en-
ergy availability. The eco-feedback has to be positioned as the
second alternative option to avoid first-option bias where users are
affected by the ranking of the option [21], as shown in Figure 1.
Gathering user preferences, we compared survey responses as the
GUI variables were presented together and explained to 50 par-
ticipants. We analyze how their responses varied across the three
variants. Additionally, we tracked how each of the 50 participant’s
responses changed between each of the two conditions and com-
bined these shifts statistically to gather the impact of displaying
renewable energy availability on user preferences.

3.2 Understand Decision-Making Processes: An
Interview Approach

After the quantitative survey, we conducted in-person field in-
terviews while driving with 10 EV users who were specifically
recruited for this study from a combination of 3 rural area partici-
pants, 3 suburban area participants, and 4 urban area participants.
Participants reported their demographic and driving information
(see Table 1), as well as their usual daily driving duration and the
percentage of battery used. Notably, two participants were EV taxi
drivers, requiring more than one battery cycle per day, labeled
as 100% + 80% daily battery usage, indicating significantly higher
daily usage compared to others who primarily used their EVs for
commuting or personal travel. Participants typically charged their
EVs once every two days at home. However, participants P7 and P8
often charged more than once per day, either at home or at public
stations.

The interviews adopted a hybrid approach, combining retro-
spective and speculative methods. Participants were first asked to
recount their experiences with navigating to charging stations. Sub-
sequently, they were invited to speculate based on the survey GUI
conditions. They reported their choices and then explained why
they made their decision to choose certain charging stations. This
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Table 1: Participant Demographics, Driving Profiles, Region,
and Occupation

Participant Gender Age Region Occupation Driving Time Daily Battery Usage

Pl M 28 Rural Commuter 50 min/day 25%

P2 M 29 Rural Commuter 50 min/day 25%

P3 M 62 Urban Retired Older Adult 30 min/day 10%

P4 A\ 61 Urban Retired Older Adult 15 min/day 5%

P5 M 26 Suburban Commuter 120 min/day 40%

P6 w 27 Suburban Commuter 120 min/day 30%

P7 W 46 Suburban E-taxi Driver 600 min/day 100% + 80%
P8 M 53 Suburban E-taxi Driver 600 min/day 100% + 80%
P9 w 42 Urban Commuter 180 min/day 60%

P10 A\ 25 Rural Commuter 70 min/day 30%

interview process focused on understanding how the visibility of
renewable energy availability influences the decision-making pro-
cesses of EV users when choosing charging stations. Interview data
were analyzed to identify factors influencing participants’ decision-
making processes, with a focus on the contextual elements that
influenced their choice of charging stations.

Participants vary in age from 25 to 62 years old. They reside in
different areas: rural, urban, and suburban. Most participants are
commuters, with commute times ranging from 15 to 180 minutes
per day, while two are e-taxi drivers with 600 minutes per day. P7
and P8 are taxi drivers who drive about 10 hours per day on average.
This includes approximately 8 hours of work-related driving and 2
hours of personal driving (such as grocery shopping, commuting,
and picking up children). Therefore, they use more than one full
battery charge cycle daily, which is why their usage of 180% exceeds
100%, as they charge their EV during the day 1-2 times.

3.3 Converge Mix-Method Results

After the data analysis based on the gathered user preference data
from the survey and understanding the decision-making process
from the interview, we explained the meanings of our results in the
format of a user consumer journey [18] as a visual representation.
A consumer journey map visually represents a user’s interactions
with a service, from when they first become aware of it to when
they make a purchase. By mapping out the steps in the user journey,
researchers can identify the factors that influence users’ choices
when choosing a charging station, thus developing strategies for
improving front-end user interface design and back-end ranking
algorithm development for EV charging navigation recommender
systems.

4 RESULTS
4.1 User Preference: Survey Result

This section presents the results of our within-subject design survey.
In Figure 2, we present a comprehensive statistical comparison of
user preferences among 50 participants under three GUI variants.
This statistic provides a clear overview of how preferences are
distributed and vary in each scenario, with the answers given for
the different variants being:

Figure 2 presents a comprehensive statistical comparison of
user preferences among 50 participants under three GUI variants.
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Figure 2: Overall Statistical Comparison of User Preference

This statistic provides a clear overview of how preferences are dis-
tributed and vary in each scenario, with the answers given for the
different variants being:

+ Variant 1 (Time vs Money): 31 chose the faster, more expen-
sive charging option, and 19 chose the more time-consuming,
cheaper option.

+ Variant 2 (Time vs Eco-Friendly): 29 participants opted for
the faster charging option, priced equally to the other option,
while 21 chose the more time-consuming option powered
by renewable energy.

+ Variant 3 (Time vs Money + Eco-Friendly): 17 partici-
pants selected the more expensive and quicker option, and
33 opted for the less expensive, more time-consuming option
powered by renewables.

The results for Variant 1 show that despite the higher price,
Charger X is preferred due to its shorter charging time. The results
for Variant 2 and Variant 3 indicate that the preference for Charger
X is influenced not only by charging time but also by price and the
option to use green energy. A Chi-Square test of independence was
conducted to examine the differences between the categories (V1,
V2, V3) for Charger X. The results were significant, 2((2, =3) =
9.18, = .01. This indicates that the different conditions impact
the choice behavior. In the second step, we examined how choice
behavior changes between the three variants (V1 vs V2, V2 vs V3,
V1vs V3).

+ V1 vs V2 The difference between V1 and V2 is that V2 offers
the option to use green energy, which is more expensive
compared to V1. We analyze whether this affects the choice
preference. The Chi-Square test shows no significant dif-
ference, 2(1, =100) =0.042, = 0.838, indicating that
price plays a more important role than sustainability aspects.
V2 vs V3 The difference between V2 and V3 is the opposite
of the previous comparison. In the variant V3, the green
energy at Charger Y is cheaper than in V2. The test was
significant, X2(1, N = 100) = 4.871, p = 0.027. This supports
the analysis that price has a significant influence on charger
preference.

+ V1 vs V3 The comparison between V1 and V3 allows us to
analyze the effect of green energy when the price remains
constant between the variants. The Chi-Square test was sig-
nificant, X2(1, N = 100) = 6.771,p = 0.009. This indicates
that green energy can be an additional motivation, even if it
is not the dominant factor in user behavior. The price factor
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is a motivational element for users to consider compromising
time for the green energy station.

In Figure 2, we present the changes in individual choices in
response to different variants. Specifically, we show the impact of
displaying renewable energy availability on users’ preference for
charging stations, with participants responding:

+ 21 participants disregard sustainability intel: 12 for
more time-efficient and more costly (Pattern: XXX) + 9 for
cheaper but more time-consuming charging stations (Pat-
tern: YXY).

+ 24 participants shifted preferences due to awareness
of renewable energy availability: 10 switched from time-
efficient and expensive stations to slower ones powered by
renewable energy, regardless of cost (Pattern: XYY) + 8 chose
time-consuming charging stations for the environmental
benefits, even if it did not save them money (Pattern YYY) +
6 switched to renewable-powered ones when cost savings
were available despite the extra time spent (Pattern: XXY).
5 participants’ data appeared differently: 3 initially chose
renewable energy stations with no price or time benefits
but later switched to faster and more expensive options
(Pattern: XYX) + 2 initially chose time-consuming stations
but later prioritized factors over renewable energy and opted
for costlier and less time spent (Pattern: YXX).

4.2 Decision Making: Interview Results

To understand the decision-making processes of choosing charging
stations, we interviewed 10 EV drivers who completed the survey
and asked about the reasons and their thoughts on why they chose
to use specific charging stations. The most common theme emerged
among the participants, highlighting a general phenomenon of
disregarding sustainability in favor of either saving time or money.
Participants P1, P2, P8, and P10 favored time-saving options.

“My time is more valuable than the money that I save.”
(P1)

“Depending on how much time it takes to move there (to
a renewable-powered station), my answer would differ.

2 minutes are fine; 10 mins are too much.” (P2)

P8, working as a taxi driver, emphasized the economic aspect of
time value:

“I am likely to make more money for the 10 minutes 1
waste, so 1 would definitely not drive extra because it
Jjust doesn’t make sense to me.” (P8)

Similarly, P10 prioritized efficiency, stating,

“I'don’t care. I have to go to work. I don’t want to be
stuck in traffic, and also, it’s early in the morning when
1 am really sleepy, or when I am off work, I just head
home ASAP.” (P10)

Moreover, participants P3, P5, P7, and P9 showed a preference for
money-saving, even if it required extra time.

“Definitely the cheaper one even though it’s further. It’s
likely to be on my way already.” (P3)

“If it’s on my way, I would go to the cheaper one even if
it’s further. It’s just obvious to do that.” (P5)
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“It’s actually almost the same; we are talking about
whether I should save a certain amount for this much
time. I think it’s worth it as I calculate.” (P7)

“If I am not in a rush, most likely [ want to save some
money unless I am in a rush. We are talking about if
we have some extra time or not.” (P9)

While cost and time were predominant, P4 and P6 also included
sustainability in their decision-making but still leaned towards
economic benefits.

“If it can save some money and also protect the envi-
ronment, I am willing to do so.” (P4) “It’s rewarding
me some money for choosing the green earth one. I like
doing that because it makes me feel happy.” (P6)

In addition, participants frequently highlighted that their choices
were influenced by a variety of contextual factors. They mentioned
considering aspects such as weather, parking availability, local
amenities, surroundings, and traffic conditions. These factors, as
explained, were crucial in determining both the time spent and
the money invested in their travels. Interestingly, several partici-
pants also shared that, over time, they began relying more on their
memory for station locations than the navigation recommender
app. This shift often led them to overlook real-time updates on
renewable energy availability that were neglected due to drivers’
growing reliance on spatial memory. Participants also reported
that a potentially frustrating experience could jeopardize drivers’
trust in an eco-friendly recommender, such as encountering traffic
congestion on the way to a further renewable-powered charging
station or the available charging spots getting occupied before they
arrive.

5 DISCUSSION

In this section, we first discuss the end user insights on their charg-
ing station selection experience with different GUIs that integrated
renewable energy availability in a format of the consumer jour-
ney [18], shown in Figure 3. Furthermore, we provide heuristic
design implications for motivating EV drivers to choose more sus-
tainable charging stations.

5.1 Consumer Journey of Choosing Renewable
Powered Charging Station

Our consumer journey [18], Figure 3, illustrates how EV drivers
select renewable power charging stations and what considerations
they make while doing so. Our results show that EV drivers often
prioritize money or time budgets when selecting charging stations.
By demonstrating the benefits of time or cost savings, we should
hence be able to motivate drivers to choose charging stations pow-
ered by renewable energy. This phenomenon extends the concept
of consumer surplus in consumer theory [15, 85], representing a
trade-off between the amount a consumer is willing to pay or the
time they are willing to spend versus what they actually do. Here,
the consumer surplus arises from the notification of sustainable
energy, perceived as offering time-saving benefits for time-focused
drivers and cost-saving advantages for cost-conscious ones.
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Figure 3: Consumer Journey of Choosing Renewable Powered
Charging Station

Our study discovered that sustainability considerations are of-
ten secondary unless linked to time or cost savings. Moreover, our
interview participants reported various factors aligned with recent
research. Those influencing factors for making EV charging station
choices include weather conditions [38], traffic [6, 38], surround-
ing amenities [60], availability of charging spots [24, 60], price
[91], convenience [91], and charging speed [91]. Our findings on
time and money budgets as significant considerations also align
with research on programming management algorithms and models
[11, 78]. Interestingly, our findings imply that people alter their prac-
tices toward sustainability, which are mostly related to their bud-
gets, and that they prioritize either money or time-saving. To some
extent, this finding is also consistent with a recent mixed-methods
study in a Norwegian positive energy neighborhood, where partici-
pants were motivated to change some energy-intensive practices,
such as EV charging, due to the considerable impact this would have
on their energy bills [23, 88]. Hence, providing sustainability infor-
mation alone does not significantly influence drivers unless coupled
with time or cost benefits that align with their preferences. This
observation opens up possibilities for personalized, content-based,
and scenario-based recommendation systems [20, 40, 46, 50-54].
Such systems need to understand users’ general preferences for
time or money and special scenarios of their time and money bud-
gets, whether they are in a rush, have limited funds, or find the
pricing too high based on their perceived value. The trade-off be-
tween drivers’ time and cost benefits interacts with the EV grid
load agenda, where sustainability is primarily a governmental en-
vironmental concern. This interplay also fits within the framework
of game theory [92], suggesting that a negotiation between dri-
ver preferences and sustainability agenda and policy can lead to a
cooperative and mutually beneficial outcome.

On top of that, our interview data also indicated that long-term
practice of charging might not rely solely on recommender systems
but also on drivers’ spatial memory. This means they might choose
charging stations based on familiarity rather than recommenda-
tions, regardless of whether they are in rural or urban areas, where
the density and surroundings of charging stations differ. This aspect
challenges the effectiveness of sustainable recommender systems
in influencing drivers’ mobility practices. Moreover, the lack of
timely updates on the availability of charging stations can lead to
frustration among drivers, such as when they arrive at a station
only to find it occupied or encounter traffic delays. These experi-
ences could deter EV drivers from relying on recommender systems
in the future, making it even more important to consider how to
embed recommendations into the information infrastructures so
that consumers can be nudged towards changing their behaviors in
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effective ways without requiring active investigation and planning.
In the longer term, time aspects might be mitigated with the greater
availability of renewable charging options, while cost savings might
be affected by increased CO2 taxes and further development of sus-
tainable energy sources. But until we are there, it seems paramount
to consider the design of interfaces and how we can support EV
drivers in making more sustainable decisions now based on their
expressed preferences and decision-making strategies.

5.2 Design Implications

In the discussion of the consumer journey section, we have iden-
tified the pain points of EV drivers towards making sustainable
charging decisions. What we learned from our GUI design experi-
ment is that displaying such a sustainable indication of renewable
energy availability is not users’ major concern and will likely be
discarded. Users would prefer to recommend the best option to
them as the default first option. Based on the concept of nudge
theory [86] and its relationship with cognitive load [79], to mit-
igate the trade-off between drivers’ priorities (time and money
budgets) and sustainability concerns, it would be highly impactful
to set the most sustainable option as default selection based on
their preference profile. This design can nudge drivers to choose
renewable energy-powered stations without overwhelming them
with cognitive load decision-making or comprising their priorities.
To address the spatial memory problem, drivers may tend to reduce
reliance on navigation through GUIs, but their memory around the
area should be integrated. Voice-assistant features and real-time
geolocation GPS updates can allow drivers to receive spoken di-
rection recommendations. This design can embody the notions of
ubiquitous computing [41] and pervasive technology [17] by seam-
lessly blending the voice interface interface into the background of
people’s everyday practices. Lastly, we can also use gamification
[93, 102] to motivate drivers, for instance, by collecting points to
charge their EVs with renewable energy sources, and after reaching
certain times or points for charging their EVs with green energy,
we reward drivers with a one-time charge coupon to persuade
drivers as players to perform sustainable practices. However, fur-
ther design investigations on nudging, voice assistant interface,
pervasive system, and gamification design implications deserve
research attention due to the complexity of user experience in real
practice. Understanding those cybernetics connections between
end-users and the smart electricity grid by presenting eco-feedback
for sustainable mobility practice can be a potential path to a more
sustainable future [45].

5.3 Limitations and Future Works

This study presents findings on EV users’ preference changes and
interactive behavior in response to a navigation recommender sys-
tem’s graphic user interfaces, which integrate renewable energy
availability at public charging stations for long-distance travel. Sev-
eral limitations exist and warrant further research. Future studies
should investigate factors such as weather conditions [38], traffic
[6, 38], surrounding amenities [60], availability of charging spots

[24, 60], price [91], convenience [91], and charging speed [91], ur-
ban data [90], and spatial memory [90]. This research is essential to
improve the integration of renewable energy availability into public
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charging station navigation systems, thereby promoting sustain-
ability. Potential traffic congestion is a concern when navigation
systems direct multiple EV users to the same station. A negative ex-
perience may occur if two drivers are directed to a single available
renewable energy-powered charging station, causing one to wait
for an extended period and resulting in distrust of the system. Users’
trust in such navigation recommenders, once broken, is difficult
to repair. Driving speed and weather conditions across different
seasons also influence the battery life and driving range of EVs.
The infrastructure of charging stations, amenities, and information
about surrounding urban and community areas also affect EV users’
choices. Additionally, exploring interfaces that enable EV users
to rely on their spatial memory instead of graphic interfaces re-
quires rigorous investigation. Research into screen-gazing behavior
in the driving context, especially regarding traffic situations and
road segments to avoid car accidents [95], as well as participants’
reliance on their spatial memory of charging stations, is crucial.
Further research on the usability of user interface engagement and
voice assistant interfaces for such recommender systems would
help prevent information overload [4, 30, 90]. Additionally, aug-
mented reality applications should be designed carefully to avoid
over-immersion and distraction from driving reality [32]. While EV
owners are usually affiuent, they still care about privacy and data
security. Additionally, emissions from battery production must be
considered when evaluating the environmental impact of EVs. Long-
term studies with working products are essential to discovering and
solving emergent problems faced by EV users. The social practice
theory perspective [26, 70] and the conjoint analysis method in
consumer research [22] could benefit future research studies.

6 CONCLUSIONS

This study provides insights into the consumer value preferences
and decision-making process of electric vehicle (EV) users regarding
the choice of public charging stations powered by renewable energy.
Primary findings discovered that EV users’ decision-making process
is influenced by a complex interplay of factors, with particular em-
phasis on the trade-off between time and money spent. The results
indicate that EV users typically prioritize either time savings or
cost savings based on the driving scenario, affecting their consumer
value. Notably, they tend to opt for renewable-powered charging
stations when it aligns with their primary priority, whether that is
saving time or money. However, it is also evident that sustainabil-
ity considerations alone are insufficient to alter charging station
preferences. This highlights the need for a more nuanced approach
to designing EV charging navigation systems and interfaces. Such
systems should not only provide real-time updates on renewable
energy availability but also integrate contextual factors such as
traffic conditions, parking availability, and driving speed recom-
mendations to promote sustainable practices of the user experience.
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