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The transition to renewable energy is likely to require the creation of growing numbers of energy communities: collectives
organized around shared, local renewable resources. Unlike individual households however, the requirements for such
communities to share a resource and demand-shift their consumption are still unexplored. By deploying a custom sensor
energy monitoring kit and data physicalization workshops with 17 households, we examine the factors that impact their
coordination around the shared resource. We found that collective demand-shifting has an extended set of considerations
including trade-offs related to privacy, flexibility and social cohesion which are core for navigating already delicate neighborly
relations. We use these factors to propose design considerations for a digital system that can act as a mediator among
households. Such a system should enable multiple levels of immediacy to account for people’s routines, should have adjustable
levels of privacy to balance policing and fairness and should be able to offload some of the mundane decision-making. This
study moves beyond individual energy consumption behavior to help identify energy as a collective issue that demands
collective action. Accordingly, our findings contribute to the development of a next generation of Ubicomp technologies that
can support collective action for environmental sustainability.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Shifting from fossil fuel to renewable energy sources (such as solar and wind) is recognized as a key priority by
governments around the world and by the UN [8, 37]. Such a shift implies a fundamental change from centralized,
demand-led grids, which provide energy once requested, to supply-led grids, whose output varies in relation
to sources of renewable energy. Supply-led grids may thus require the alignment of household activities such
as washing or cooking with energy availability, to avoid exceeding grid capacity. Although technologies such
as batteries and other forms of energy storage may alleviate these challenges in the long term [46], collective
local shifts towards more sustainable consumption practices can reduce the need for such technologies and thus
enable a quicker, more affordable and accessible energy transition [7].
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Prior research in Ubicomp and HCI proposed systems to support householders in shifting energy consumption.
This work centered around awareness of the available resource [34], nudging towards other time-slots [2, 9] and
even partial automation of the decision-making [1, 2]. However, the existing demand-shifting work so far has
focused on households shifting to match their own renewable generation, or responding to grid management
signals such as time-of-use tariffs. Less attention has been paid to the emerging need for energy communities to
coordinate around a renewable resource [20, 30, 52] with no work so far, to the best of our knowledge, examining
the shared access of a common renewable source. Energy communities are household collectives organized
around shared, local renewable energy sources, forming supply-led micro-grids. It is estimated they can play a
crucial role in the transition to green energy, to the extent that they may end up producing up to half of the EU’s
renewable energy by 2050 [7]. Communities sharing a renewable resource, have different needs from individuals
and the optimal technique for shifting may not be the most obvious. For instance, if many households shift to
the same time-slot where generation is high, their collective consumption may be much higher than the energy
availability.

To address this gap, this paper reports on a study designed to focus on energy consumption beyond individual
behavior and helps identify energy as a collective issue that thus demands collective action. The study involved
the deployment of a Ubicomp sensor kit and a series of workshops. It took place within a urban UK context
drawing parallels to how other studies have similarly centered on site-specific settings [53]. Using the sensor kit,
14 households without solar panels, monitored and contextually annotated their electricity consumption for a
period of 5-15 days. For the workshops the participants’ energy data and annotations were ‘physicalized’ into
cardboard blocks so that participants could collectively interact with them to explore coordination strategies. Our
sensor-based study design was built on the premise that by having concrete understanding about their own data,
households can engage in more grounded discussions about collective energy use. Moreover, the households we
worked with, sensitive to sustainability issues, are potential early-adopters of energy collective schemes thus
making their perspectives valuable in the design of future coordinating technologies. Accordingly, this work
places itself in what Di Salvo et al. [14] refer to as a formative user study for sustainable HCI that is meant to
show how individuals are embedded in social and cultural systems which constrain the potential sustainability of
their behavior.

Our findings offer evidence that collective demand-shifting has an extended set of considerations beyond those
relevant to individual households, as there is an inherent need for coordination among households. Specifically,
we uncovered trade-offs related to privacy, flexibility and social cohesion, some of which could potentially be
mediated through the design of interactive systems. We discuss our findings and offer a set of design implications
including how such a system should enable multiple levels of immediacy to account for people’s routines, should
have adjustable levels of privacy to balance policing and fairness and should be able to offload some of the
mundane decision-making. The main contributions of this work can thus be summarized as: (1) a qualitative study
grounded in energy data on how people understand and relate to demand-shifting coordination, (2) implications
for the design of technology to support solar coordination, and (3) a methodology based on energy sensing, data
annotation and data physicalization to elicit perspectives surrounding solar coordination.

2 LITERATURE REVIEW
This work relates to how eco-feedback can inform collective decision-making regarding energy choices. We thus
start by describing some of the most popular means for eco-feedback namely the use of digital and physical
energy representations. We then specifically discuss research prototypes that are meant to support demand
shifting. Finally, we survey emerging work in HCI which, like this research, examine the collective and social
dimensions of energy management.
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2.1 Annotating, Visualizing and Physicalizing Energy
Energy is a difficult concept to understand and there is a tendency to regard it as something invisible and
abstract [40]. To counter this, various types of visualizations have been used which combined with qualitative
interviews, they can encourage a richer examination of domestic practices [17]. Visualizations that represent
energy data as part of eco-feedback systems, range from statistical representations to more ambient artistic
physicalizations (see [6] for a recent overview). For instance, taking an emotional visualization approach, Watts-
Burning [44] visualized household energy consumption using elements of the local landscape, making them seem
more burned the higher the consumption. In another approach, FigureEnergy [10] visualized energy consumption
as a line graph which could be annotated by participants to disaggregate the different devices they were using.
Such an activity-level disaggregation (e.g. identifying washing or meal preparation) has been shown to support
better understanding of energy consumption [23] with annotation helping this learning process [10, 35].

To counter the de-materialization [40] of energy, researchers have also experimented with the physicalization
of consumption data. Data physicalization, i.e., the physical representation of data [26] is shown to be an
accessible way to introduce data to novices [16, 24, 26] and in the context of energy, it is shown to facilitate
awareness [11, 36, 45, 55]. For instance, the abstract data sculpture Ecorbis [55] consisting of circular clock-style
physicalizations, was deployed within a household to represent the effect of various common household activities
on the environment such as transportation and electricity usage. The authors found that the translation of such
abstract topics into a tangible and personal artifact facilitates environmental awareness. CairnFORM, an ambient
spatial display of (solar) generation data, shape-shifts according to amount of renewable energy available [11].
Similarly, Watt-I-See, an interactive installation that depicts the different levels and types of renewable energy
sources onto four vortexes, finds that their encoding of the vortexes’ movement and the electricity production
increased energy literacy and awareness towards renewables [45]. WattsBurning on My Mailbox [44] took a
more participatory approach in which the households themselves assembled magnets that represented their daily
consumption on their mailboxes, effectively forcing them to reason about their ecological footprints.
Still, as we also return to in our discussion, eco-feedback systems have been critiqued for their tendency to

focus on individuals rather than collectives [56]. Besides representing energy outputs and prompting individual
reflection, a few physicalization projects have also aimed to facilitate conversation or discussion around energy.
Energy Babble [18], for instance, is a home talk-radio device that sonifies news related to energy and the
environment. Its playful character allowed it to act as a research tool that highlighted concerns, beliefs and energy
practices within the different energy communities it was deployed in. Tidy Street [51] is another community
project in which the energy consumption of different households was drawn with chalk on the public streets,
encouraging people to reflect on each other’s consumption.

Inspired by these projects and work on participatory physicalization [39] we materialize energy consumption
and explicitly encourage the collective negotiation of a renewable resource across households. Accordingly, our
study examines the collective dimensions of energy physicalization and additionally uses the physicalisation of
real data to ground the still mostly speculative, scenario-driven discussions around energy communities.

2.2 Supporting Energy Demand-shifting
Demand-shifting refers to the alignment of energy consumption to the generation of a renewable energy resource.
Some household practices such as laundry and bread-making are in fact much more shiftable in comparison
to non-negotiable practices such as meal preparations [42]. Yet, domestic consumption habits overall are often
highly particular to lifestyle, values and the specificity of homes so that what maybe flexible for one household
may not be for another [32].
The use of eco-feedback for demand-shifting has been a rich field of HCI and Ubicomp research. To provoke

and help households reflect on their washing practices, Jensen et al. designed a prototype they referred to as
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the ‘Box’ that indicated the availability of renewable energy before participants started their laundry [27]. They
found that the feedback provided was successful in making families do their washing when renewable energy
was available even though, originally, those same families believed that adapting would be too difficult. Similarly,
Rasmussen et al. [48] develop ClockCast, a clock-type physical device that displays the best times to use electricity
rather than when not to. They found that even with this overall more positive approach, some participants were
still accompanied by feelings of guilt when they do not follow the forecast. Kluckner et al. [34] used a traffic light
system of green, yellow, red to indicate the forecast of green energy and grid status. They found that there are
‘zones’ in which shifting occurs, explaining that participants can shift into adjacent colors - not necessarily from
red to green. Studying households with solar panels, Bourgeois et al. [2] found that their participants required
high-level information such as best shifting time or percentage of green energy over raw energy consumption
and generation patterns to help shift laundry and maximize local energy usage. Costanza et al. [9] additionally
tested a booking system modeled from a calendar view that took into account the weather forecast to create
dynamic pricing of the different laundry slots during the day.
Moreover, the implications of deploying technology for supporting demand-shifting go beyond just energy

changes, to also give rise to new social practices such as repeatedly consulting the energy status, or force-spending
energy when there is an excess [41].

2.3 Designing for Collective Energy Management
Energy communities are citizen-driven energy actions which generate energy from renewable sources in micro-
grids, outside of the main national grid so as to advance local energy efficiency and pursue their individual
and collective economic, environmental and social goals [19]. Such communities are considered key actors for
achieving a clean energy transition [7]. Accordingly, there is an emerging strand of HCI and Ubicomp research
which examines the collective and social dimensions of energy management.

Collaborating with a remote island community in the UK, Simm et al [52] created visualizations that were
used to inform and synchronize households’ energy consumption with a renewable energy supply. Similarly,
working with housing cooperatives in Sweden, Hasselqvist et al. [21] developed an application that visualized
the cooperative’s energy usage and compared it to other cooperatives in the region. They found that by linking
community decisions to changes in the data, their visualizations bothmotivated the cooperative to conserve energy
and enabled them to learn from other cooperatives. Dilahunt et al. [13] deployed a social-energy monitoring
application in which households in the same community could monitor each other’s real-time energy use.
They found that being aware of contextual factors of the other households as well as having opportunities for
additional in-person interactions permitted more social engagement around the deployed application. Examining
the potential of IoT kits to automate activities in individual households, Salovaara et al. [50] found that the
most unexplored uses related to social automation services such as facilitating family members’ agreement on
joint household practices (e.g. trash handling) and the use of shared resources (e.g. showers). Wilkins et al. [57]
surveyed household reactions to peer-to-peer energy trading to derive design considerations for digital platforms
that can support it. They document how peer-to-peer energy trading, i.e. micro-grid collectives that trade energy
among themselves, has ecological, economical as well as social benefits for communities. Accordingly, they claim
that platforms that are meant to support such trading should provide infrastructure to interact between groups.
Within this strand, we have identified two studies closely related to the present one: Lumen [20] and the

Community Energy Planner [30]. The Lumen ambient display aimed to support an energy community in
shifting domestic energy-consuming practices to align with times of high availability of sustainable energy [20].
The Community Energy Planner is an eco-feedback app which helped a group of households collaborate and
collectively shift around renewable energy [30]. Our work departs from these studies in that we examine the
sharing of a single common solar resource among the participating households. In such a case, the resource at
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Fig. 1. Process of deployment. During the "Export and Send Data" phase, participants downloaded their annotation and energy
consumption data from the annotation interface and shared them with the researchers who prepared the physicalizations.

Fig. 2. Left: Home monitoring sensor kit that included a Raspberry Pi (C) and an OpenEnergyMonitor EmonTx sensor (A).
Due to shortages we also custom-soldered a monitoring device based on the same EmonTx design and an Adafruit Feather
microcontroller board (B). Right: The clip installed on a participant’s meter.

any given time is shared and ‘finite’ (as it comes from local production) which therefore changes the dynamics
among the households.

3 METHOD
Drawing on the Literature Review, we started from the idea that a concrete understanding of participants’ own
data would allow them to engage in more grounded and less speculative discussions about their collective energy
use and actions. Therefore, we developed and deployed a sensor kit and interactive software to enable our
experimental approach. A visual overview of the process is presented in Figure 1. The work was approved by our
university’s ethics commission.

3.1 Process
After getting consent, two researchers visited the participants’ homes to install the sensor kit (Figure 2, Section
3.2) and give a short demonstration of the visualization and annotation tool (Figure 3, Section 3.2). We then asked
participants to annotate their activities by encouraging them to identify consumption peaks and fluctuations
in the interface. When annotating such fluctuations in consumption we also asked participants to document
which appliances were used and whether their activity could be shifted in time (Figure 3-right). Each household
monitored their energy use for a minimum of 5 days, to a maximum of 15 including a weekend (mean: 8.8,
SD: 3.04) and they were asked to annotate at least once a day so as not to forget what the fluctuations in their
consumption were referring to. We did not explicitly specify or track which household members took part in the
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Fig. 3. Left: Web-paged screenshot from the visualization and annotation interface. This specific instance is from participant
H1. Highlighted in blue are the activities that that household has annotated. Right: The annotation screen from which
participants select an activity type, add an optional description and note their flexibility for that activity.

Fig. 4. Snapshot from the workshop. Each participant has their own colored blocks that represent the energy consumption of
the devices in a busy day in their household. The length of the block represents time (in 30minute intervals) and the height
represents average power, so that the total area represents kWh consumed.

annotation process. We expect however that the majority of the annotations were made by the member to which
we introduced the annotation interface to.

Following the monitoring phase, the same participants were invited to three workshops in groups of 3-5 (based
on participant availability). We invited one participant per household to permit more scheduling flexibility and
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so as not to overburden each household. Approximately three days before each workshop, we asked them to
email us their annotation and consumption data, which could be downloaded from the interface. We then used
the EnergyBlocks (Section 3.2) application to create physical representations of this data.
At each 2-hour workshop, we asked participants to consider a scenario where they were sharing a solar

installation with the others present. In this scenario, participating households had the opportunity to access
cheaper or free electricity when the solar panels were generating. Savings depended on solar generation and
total demand among the group: Higher generation coupled with lower collective demand led to greater savings.
Households could therefore potentially maximize savings by coordinating their consumption, so as to ensure
their total demand stayed as close as possible to solar generation at all times — rather than (for example) all
consuming at the same time.
At the workshop, each participant was given blocks corresponding to their most consumption-intensive

day with each thus receiving 4-12 blocks (6.68 on average). Typical activities included laundries, dishwashers,
ovens, TVs and kettles, although some especially large blocks stood out, representing the charging of an electric
vehicle as well as the batch cooking of 2-weeks worth of bread (the large purple block in Figure 4). Participants
were then presented with three exercises. First, they were encouraged to place their blocks on a graph curve
that represented the energy generation of a day in June (Figure 6-Right). The x-axis of the curve represented
time, so the participants needed to place each block on the time they had originally done this activity. Once all
blocks where placed, and after reflecting on individual and collective activity patterns, participants were asked
to negotiate if and how they could shift their activities so as to maximize their collective use of solar power.
They were also asked how they could coordinate such a shift. The same exercise was then repeated for a more
sun-constrained day in March which made it even more difficult to fit all activities ‘under the solar curve’1. The
source of the data for both the days in June and March were drawn and scaled down from our partner charity’s
solar installation. These two specific dates were manually chosen for their potential to encourage an interesting
discussion among participants. We contrasted an ‘energy abundant’ day in June with March, for instance, as
a winter cloudy day would not permit almost any meaningful shifting to take place regardless of participant
negotiation.

The researchers then presented the BatterySim application (Section 3.2) on a large screen, to get participants
to reflect on how a battery might change the situation. This visual simulation used the same generation curve, as
the previous activity. Finally, participants were asked some debriefing questions about their overall experience
and reflections using the various visualizations and physicalizations of this project.
Due to individual availability, a workshop with three participants who already owned PV (photovoltaic)

installations was conducted online, and lasted approximately 1:30h. For these participants, we did not monitor
their electricity use as the sensor kit could not track their consumption. Specifically, our clip-based tracking did
not work with PV installations because the meter cable in these cases both imported electricity to be consumed
from the grid as well as exported excess production of solar energy to the grid. Accordingly, the clip miscalculated
the total grid consumption. Instead, in the online workshop we used data prompts, where we asked them to
reflect on the same scenario of shared local generation. During this time participants were guided through similar
scenarios with the main differences being that (1) their own consumption data was approximated, (2) they only
focused on the more constraining solar generation curve from March and (3) we asked them separately to imagine
sharing a PV all together as well as with their real-life neighbors. In further two cases (H7, H13) due to the
participants’ availability we organized individual online interviews. In all online cases we used the collaborative
tool Miro to replicate the physicalization and guide the discussion on coordination.

1The full protocol of the workshop is included as supplementary material
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Fig. 5. The BatterySim web application interface which was projected in the workshop on a separate large screen. This
specific instance is from Workshop 3.

3.2 Enabling Technology: Sensor Kit and Interactive Software
To allow participants to reflect on the relation between their domestic practices and their electricity consumption,
we re-implemented and extended FigureEnergy: an “interactive visualization that allows users to annotate and
manipulate a graphical representation of their own electricity consumption data” [10]. We employed open source
hardware, the OpenEnergyMonitor EmonTx2, to measure electricity consumption at the household level. The
EmonTx uses a standard current clamp attached to one of the cables coming out of the participant’s energy meter
(Figure 2-Right). Due to supply shortages for some of the kit we used a simpler and less expensive custom-made
device (Figure 2-B), based on the same EmonTx design3, and an Adafruit Feather microcontroller board4.

Electricity consumption data was transmitted from the EmonTx every 30s to a Raspberry Pi equipped with a
compatible radio module, and stored in an InfluxDB database5. The Raspberry Pi was connected to the household’s
WiFi and configured as a local web server running Node.js. We developed a custom Node.js web application to
implement energy visualization and annotation functionality (Figure 3), along the lines of FigureEnergy. However,
while the original FigureEnergy system represented data at 2-minute resolution, we chose to work at 30-minute
resolution to match the resolution available from most smart meters. Our intention was to explore whether such
lower resolution would still enable meaningful reflection, so that in the future smart meter data could be used,
removing the need to install a current clamp and making our kit more widely applicable. The web application
can only be accessed by computers connected to the household’s WiFi, to avoid transferring energy data outside
the home (given the potential privacy concerns). Practically, the sensor kit was set up by firstly installing the clip
on the household’s meter (as in Figure 2-right) and by plugging in the RaspberryPi into a socket nearby. The
RaspberryPi was then set up to connect to the household’s WiFi at which point anyone on that same network

2https://guide.openenergymonitor.org/technical/emontx/
3https://learn.openenergymonitor.org/electricity-monitoring/ct-sensors/interface-with-arduino
4https://www.adafruit.com/product/3076
5https://www.influxdata.com/products/influxdb-overview/
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Fig. 6. Left: Snapshot from the workshop. The large blue block represents the electric car charging of one of the participants.
Right: A solar generation curve for a sunny day in March. We used this curve and asked participants to align their energy
data blocks on it. This way they could easily compare when their collective consumption was going over the generation (out
of the curve).

had access to the energy visualization and annotation page. All the software is being released as open source6. To
enable the workshops we also developed:

• EnergyBlocks: a web application to translate the participant’s annotations into unfolded rectangular cuboids
on a svg file ready to be lasercut. These physical blocks were designed to be used as data physicalizations in
our workshops, to support collective discussion of energy consumption, together with energy generation
data curves from solar panels printed out on A1 sheets (Figure 4).

• BatterySim: a web application providing a simple simulation of how a battery could help the workshop
participants coordinate their consumption around solar generation. The simulation was based on the
participants’ energy annotations, and it included a slider to adjust the size of the battery. The output of the
simulation was presented during each workshop on a large screen, and it included a visualization of how
much solar generation was consumed by participants and how much energy would need to be imported
from the grid (Figure 5).

3.3 Recruitment
We recruited participants through the newsletter of a partner energy charity organization7. We posted an ad
asking participants to contact us if they would like to be part of a research project that explored collective solar
energy. In total we recruited 17 individuals, representing 14 non-PV and 3 PV households. There was considerable
variation in household composition as can be seen in Table 1 even though there was a skew towards people who
were already keen on issues of solar and sustainable energy, as well as towards older/retirement-age, professional
backgrounds and two-parent households.

3.4 Analysis
All sessions were video recorded resulting in 8 hours and 48 minutes of material. Video recordings were revisited
by the first author to extract snapshots of relevant interaction with the physicalizations. These recordings were
then transcribed verbatim and analyzed through thematic analysis [3] by the first author. The first pass generated
6https://github.com/ecostanza/sensor-pi-js
7removed for anonymous review
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Ages Genders Occupations Solar Workshop
H1 55, (60,14) f, (f,f) gardener, (retired,-) no 1
H4 60, (60) m, (f) retired, (doctor) no 1
H5 66 f not working no 1
H2 62 f textile artist no 2
H10 62 f operations lead no 2
H8 47, (45,14,11) m, (f,f,m) project manager, (-,-,-) no 2
H9 57, (58) m, (m) artist, (healthcare manager) no 2
H11 27, (28) f, (m) project manager, (association manager) no 3
H12 44, (34) m, (f) IT worker, (IT worker) no 3
H15 41, (39,13,11,8) m, (f,f,m,m) researcher, (teacher, -,-,-) no 3
H14 59, (61,24) m not working, (-,student) no 3
H6 50+ f community development no 3
H3 55, (48, 16, 11) m, (f,f,m) senior furniture conservator yes 4
H16 50s, (50s, teens) m, (f,f,m) entrepreneur, (admin,-,-) yes 4
H17 61 m systems engineer - retired yes 4
H7 34, (34,2) m, (f,f) engineer, (TV worker,-) no (online interview)
H13 59, (57,21,19) m, (f,m,m) trainer (journalist, retail, student) no (online interview)

Table 1. Participant distribution. Mentioned in brackets are the other household members.

82 codes that were grouped into 13 sub-themes and and 4 themes after discussion with the other authors (see also
supplementary material). We coded all related aspects to energy and its perception by participants so as to gain a
more contextualized and complimentary picture of our data. Still, the codes were informed by our research focus
on coordination and energy communities leading to a more nuanced description of these topics rather than for
instance individual perceptions of demand-shifting which have been examined in depth in previous research. For
instance, a participant’s quote on energy being cheaper at night was coded as such, which together with another
2-3 quotes formed the sub-theme "Energy Preconceptions". Then we grouped this theme under the "Individual
Household Practices", as these quotes gave us insight on the individual dimensions of energy usage patterns.

The annotations of the participants where analyzed quantitatively to complement the qualitative data regarding
the participants’ engagement. Moreover, the open fields of the annotation interface such as the field of ‘flexibility’
were analyzed qualitatively and quantitatively to understand their patterns of use. Specifically, we extracted the
participant responses regarding their flexibility and then manually grouped them in similarity for their level of
flexibility.
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4 RESULTS
Each of the following subsections reports on one of the four themes that emerged from the qualitative analysis.
We also augment the first theme that relates to the participant engagement with quantitative data from the
annotation logs.

4.1 Engagement
Annotating. Participants used the sensor kit for 5-15 days and made a total mean of 39.7 annotations (ranging

from 14 to 84). The process seemed to be engaging as participants reported using annotations more often and
more creatively than we instructed them “I found it very interesting. You said do it once a day, obviously, I’m
on there every half an hour just to see what I’ve [consumed]" (H10). It also seemed to have impacted people’s
understanding of their own consumption patterns. “having someone monitor and annotate their data for a week
gives [..] a really good perspective." (H15) "being [..] asked to think about the flexibility of my consumption has made
me more inclined to think we could make solar really work." (H1). Some participants also expressed a wish to repeat
the annotation process during the winter months, further demonstrating its perceived value.

Critically, our decision to present data at 30-minute resolution did not seem to discourage annotation or impact
activity recognition. Our participants produced on average 4.79 (SD:3.53) annotations per day per household,
which is well above the number reported in the original FigureEnergy study [10] (2.56 annotations per day
per household), which used 2-minute resolution. Nevertheless, some of the participants with more technical
background wanted to examine their consumption data on finer granularity than 30-minute blocks, to reflect on
the patterns of consumption that different appliances have. Similar to the original FigureEnergy study [10] some
participants commented that the annotation interface made it difficult to differentiate among the various devices
that were simultaneously running at any one time.

The ‘flexibility information was provided for 336 (60%) of the 557 annotations. In fact, 5 of the 15 participants
added flexibility to more than 90% of their annotations, while 2 of the 15 added to less than 10%. For 170 annotations
(51% of 336), participants stated they were flexible and for another 34 (10%) somewhat flexible (noting e.g.: “ish",
“possibly"). Besides noting ‘yes’ or ‘no’, flexibility was expressed through more ambiguous phrasing such as
“very flexible/somewhat flexible/possibly/not really/a bit". Precise time was stated only twice (both from H1):
"yes 30-mins either way" and "within an hour". Many responses also included some justification which was often
conditional to other activities: "Best done in afternoon when grass is driest" (H4 - referring to lawn mowing) or
"Had to do this before holiday" (H11 - referring to their laundry).

Physicalization. Participants were very engaged with the physical blocks in the workshop exercises, as their
tangibility was overall well received. They mentioned liking the fact that blocks could be easily and collectively
manipulated and that they were fun and intuitive. “I really liked this. I like the fact that we could stack things and
and move them around." (H15). “I really liked the physicality of the blocks, it was a good idea. For me it really – that
taps into the way my brain works." (H9).
Analyzing the videos of the in-person workshop sessions, we noted multiple moments in which the energy

blocks were used to compare or discuss scale of the phenomena they represented. This was evident in how
participants pointed, physically compared but also used the blocks to make sense of the data in their conversations.
“that is awe inspiring huge.. and very expensive looking [pointing to the electric vehicle block of H1]" (H5). “Actually,
this block here cost me. . . That cost 15p, that block roughly, OK, so it’s still cheaper, than going to Starbucks."(H4).
We also noted many instances of comparisons among the blocks and household energy consumption, even

among participants who stated they were skeptical of the accuracy of the blocks. H12 for instance, who directly
states that they are conscious of the blocks’ inclusion of the base-load consumption, actively compared their TV
with those of other participants to inquire about it’s model and energy rating. “Who’s gray? What model TV you
got? This is ridiculous! [comparing the blocks]" (H12).
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Nevertheless, some commented on the actual necessity to make the blocks three-dimensional as they perceived
that this prototyping effort did not offer much to the process. “You’ve taken a great amount of time to make 3
dimensional. I don’t know if they need to be 3 dimensional.." (H12).

4.2 Renewables and Individual Household Practices
The energy monitoring and the workshops made participants reflect and question some preconceptions and
habits around how they manage their household. For instance two households (H4, H8) documented how they
routinely planned their dishwashers overnight even though they were not on a special tariff8. H12 similarly
explained to have been educated into some less sustainable practices “I’m left wondering sometimes if my 60
[degrees] wash is just my mother’s talk sitting in my head versus the realism of I need to wash my towels at 60."(H12).
Participants who had smart meters seem to be in agreement that they preferred our annotation interface

because it gave them a graphical representation of their consumption over time as well as included a historical
overview of what their household was consuming. Most smart meter in-home displays (IHD) instead give live
status information and coarse aggregations of a day or a week’s time. "[The monitoring kit] made me more acutely
aware of how we’re using energy. I suppose it was kind of what I want in my smart meter, or I thought my smart
meter was going to do which has been a bit of a disappointment." (H8). Moreover, given the current energy climate
with raising prices in the UK, one participant highlighted how the ability to relate specific activities and their
timing to the availability of solar energy, in the workshops, gave a more positive view than typical smart meters,
which focused on cost. "it’s a lot more positive than you know what’s gonna be going on in everyone’s living room,
which is the cost. You know, the smart meter just going up and up and not being able to do much about it. This is a
positive message. Like ‘use it now! It’s good!’" (H7)
As past research has also revealed [2, 27, 42, 48], participants stated that there were only so many activities

that could be shifted into hours with renewable energy generation. However, in contrast to previous studies, this
study also reflects the impact of two years of living with a pandemic. Many participants now work from home,
increasing their ability to shift activities to times of solar availability. As one of the participants, who owns a
solar panel, put it:

“Before there was a certain amount of hit and miss with going to the office, but working from home
allowed much more control and and scheduling of when things would be done and knowing how sunny
it was here rather than being based in an office a few miles away, and being able to control when to put
the immersion heater on. All these sorts of things you can micromanage by yourself." (H17).

Still, in the workshop many participants favored convenience over reduced consumption even if they generally
self-identified as sustainability-conscious since “not everybody can just change at the drop of the hat when the
sun comes out" (H5). When translating their energy blocks from kWh into currency they exclaimed how they
preferred to pay for the benefits. “I always want to watch TV at 8:00 PM. There’s no solar at that point [so] I’m
gonna pay to get the power to run my TV." (H12). Feelings of inconvenience were also coupled with stress from
having to care not only about the availability of solar energy but also about the practices of other people. “It’s..
this is terribly tricky. This is because at the moment we have complete freedom of choice. And by liaising with other
people, you’re then restricting your freedom of choice. Hmm, and that’s the sort of the hurdle to overcome." (H13).

4.3 Coordinating the Use of a Common Renewable Resource
Past Experiences of Coordination. Participants had first and secondhand experiences of other systems of

coordination, many of which were not mediated by tailored digital tools. For instance H12 mentioned how their
friends in Switzerland use shared bookable washing machines located at their building’s basement. H10 belongs
to a street mailing list that shares resources such as hand-tools. H11 coordinates among the neighbors of seven
8We use the term tariff in its British English meaning of an electricity pricing scheme.
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flats over things like service charges. H9 spoke of a WhatsApp group they had created with their neighbors to
help coordinate the use of the single electric car charging post on the street.
These experiences of coordination had a double effect on the discussion on coordinating the use of a solar

panel. On one hand discussions on common laundries came to show that coordination is possible given that there
is enough willingness from the participating neighbors. For them, being environmentally-oriented for instance,
the need for coordination seemed obvious. On the other hand, this process of coordination was not presented as
easy or straightforward for everyone else. As H9 mentions for their electric charging post, “the house is more
personal than the car", making them more conscious of the potential problems that can arise from sharing a
resource such as electricity.

Coordination Mechanisms. When negotiating the placement of their blocks, participants proposed quite a few
types of coordination mechanisms that varied from having allocated time-slots, booking time-slots, or even
proposing direct device-to-device coordination. In an allocated time slot for instance, different households might
agree to using their larger devices such as laundry and dishwashers different days in a week (workshops 1 and 2)
or hour bands (workshop 3). These proposals were the result of trying to take into account the specific conditions
of the various individuals in the sessions.

“We’re gonna set our [timetable] to help our dishwasher or washing machine for example. So alright,
you’re gonna put your washing on at 11:00 o’clock. That’s your slot, and my slot is at 1:00 o’clock." (H7).
“I also just think it’s more inclusive if we can have so, so we could easily agree really washing Mondays
or Tuesdays, Wednesdays and Thursdays, Fridays and Saturdays [pointing at different workshop par-
ticipants]. So [..] you can have those kind of rules and that could work for kind of maybe any kind of
household." (H1)

Booking slots or bidding were further proposals for coordination. For instance, participants suggested that
households could use a calendar with dynamic pricing and ‘smart’ notifications (workshop 1 and 2), spend a
variable number of ‘points’ to book more desirable time-slots such as weekend mornings (workshop 3), or bid for
amounts of kWhs during a day (H7).

“But it’s the perfect application for machine learning, it could basically say ‘hey, [NAME] we noticed
you do X, Y, and Z at a certain time, maybe you should move it a half hour to this time because you’re
more likely to get free energy, all that is readily available to do.’ ” (H8).
“But I do like the idea you mentioned earlier about like you’re booking [and] you’re spending more of
your points on the high demand areas [..] a Friday night might be really high for for certain activities
Umm, you know more lights on, cooking or because even having friends over whatever it may be. But
like on a Wednesday morning, no one really wants that just because it’s Wednesday” (H15).

More technically savvy participants proposed device-to-device coordination or ‘demand sculpting techniques’
(H12) in which the larger household appliances themselves coordinated without the need for intervention from
their owners. Such a device-to-device coordination would allow for more detailed timing of the devices as their
electricity consumption patterns are not uniform over time even if such technology is only now being developed.

“I would like that. I’m happy to submit to the robot overlord, but yeah, if I could just close the dishwasher
and I knew it was going to run at the best time, load the washing machine and press on automatic, the
same with the electric car, I like the stuff that would be – that’s just the way it’s going to go.” (H8).

The participants of the second workshop proposed a longer-term progressive learning mechanism using
visualizations such as those offered in the workshops. They argued that by collectively looking at their consump-
tion graphs, they can eventually, intuitively learn how to align their consumption without straining neigborly
relations. “I think if you had that real-time view of what other people are doing, it probably could be awkward, but I
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think looking at it more historically saying, this week we did really well, this week we didn’t do so well, would be
probably less contentious."(H8).

Automation, Engagement and ‘Smartness’. Allowing for more flexibility in engagement was perceived as more
inclusive. “But to have less of that to-ing and fro-ing about the micro consumption feels a bit more inclusive, so
that different sorts of households could participate." (H1). The workshop with the PV owners highlighted how
meticulously detailed decision-making on energy consumption is necessary to make the most out of solar energy.
Enthusiasm for this level of daily engagement was not shared by all participants. Some stated how “I’ve got other
things to think about rather than you know when’s the best time to use the solar energy"(H13). Even for one of the
households that has solar installed (H16), the expectation was that only one member would be responsible for
shifting activities to align with solar or battery availability. Accordingly most participants were in favor of using
a digital application for offloading some of the decision making in the coordination process. Firstly because of
time-efficiency and urgency household tasks have for them but also interestingly, so as to avoid interpersonal
friction.

"I could see it getting tense around people coordinating [..], whereas I think if you all agree to it at the
beginning that you’re going to allow these smart machines to do it for you, you’ve already agreed to the
idea of the machines doing it, so that to me would seem less potentially difficult and fractious." (H9).

What was being proposed therefore is that a more centralized coordination in which the technology or
algorithm served as core facilitator and expert within the system. When asked whether they would trust such a
system many participants seemed positive. Still, some participants (H1, H10, H6, H9, H13) were quite skeptical
of ‘smart’ devices, for various reasons, including security (H13) and overall trust in their abilities (H10,H1). H9
also remarked how our workshops made him realize the value of smart devices for the first time. "It’s the first
time I’ve figured out why anyone would want their dishwasher worked off their phone, I remember when we got our
dishwasher and there was – you know, ‘you can set it up as an app on your phone’, I thought that was completely
ridiculous, why on earth would you ever want that, and I couldn’t understand why." (H9).

Coordination with a Battery. When shown the BatterySim simulation which included a battery alongside a
solar installation and their collective consumption, participants in all of the workshops agreed that the battery
helped relax expectations and make coordination more ‘casual’ (H14, H9), ‘flexible’ (H2), ‘relaxed’ (H15) and
‘neutral’, avoiding ‘that terribly British kind of thing [of needing to coordinate]’(H15). “I suppose the kind of
democratic solution to that is the battery, isn’t it?"(H1). “The thing is actually; it can be a bit more casual. There’s,
like, you know, there’s a battery in there which has got power. So I mean, you know, ‘really I should be putting this
on now, but actually I will stay in bed for another half an hour, yeah – sod it’. So that’s the risk perhaps with it."
(H14). As the previous quote also demonstrates, relaxing such coordination by using a battery also runs the risk
of “making you a bit complacent and not bother to learn quite so much if it was easier." (H9).

Still, our simulation did not visualize the cost of installing or maintaining a battery. In reality, the size of battery
needed to completely iron out conflicts may be prohibitive in terms of both cost and space. This lack of a sense of
adequate scale pertaining to such infrastructure was also evidenced in comments comparing it to the National
Grid. “You can depersonalize it, can’t you? Yeah. [..] it’s just like, it’s just a bit like the National Grid, but it’s a bit
more local." (H5).

Comparison, Competition & Gamification. Three participants also mentioned experiencing a game-like feeling
that the collective coordination introduced. Unlike previous studies [20, 30], however, this was not perceived as
something necessarily negative. Participants who claimed to experience a sense of competition also mentioned
that they generally enjoyed goal-setting. “It is quite satisfying to see how you’re doing against a target, like a Blue
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Peter fundraising style thing9, so if you know collectively, maybe not individually, but you know collectively how well
you’re falling within a boundary, maybe that’s quite satisfying to see" (H10). “If you gave me this graph to follow
then I would want to follow it. Does that make sense? It’s like that, but that’s a part of my personality that isn’t all
shared with everyone.." (H7).

Notably negotiating with others during the shifting stage of the workshops participants treated the collective
energy consumption as a jigsaw to be solved by rearranging their individual energy blocks. “I think the physical
one [visualization] is good because we can physically manipulate it collectively. [..] here we’re doing more of that
comparative thing, aren’t we? You know, this is what your life looks like and this is what my life looks like and how
can we like the fit together?" (H1)

4.4 Relations to Neighbors and Barriers to Coordination
Fairness, Equity and Accountability. Overall participants seemed reluctant to put strain on what were often

already-delicate neighborly relations. And, when asked to consider their current neighbors, they often envisioned
coordination producing such strain. As participants noted, unlike recycling, which has no immediate effect on
one’s neighbors, using shared solar power excessively or out of turn has direct financial implications for the
energy community. For instance, people with high-consumption devices such as electric vehicles (H1) or those in
the process of purchasing a heat-pump (H8) were very conscious of their potentially outsized consumption needs
and the possible impact of such needs on their relationships.

“I’d be wary of doing shared solar if I wanted to go down the road of electrification of my house because
I’m going to be a big consumer of this, and that could be awkward." (H8).
“.. putting myself in this situation where we are sharing these panels in the summer, I would definitely
be plugging that [the electric vehicle] in middle of the day. Definitely. But in the winter I’d go and plug it
into a lamppost charger and charge it overnight somewhere else. I’d make a different decision because
we’re playing with different resources." (H1).
"I was thinking that this might have a really negative effect on the way that we interact with our
neighbors. Like we might be like. Ohh. ‘You know number 57 is using a lot of power when they shouldn’t
be let’s evict them and let’s find someone else who uses less energy’." (H15).

In order to ensure equitable use, participants proposed a peer-to-peer-style system [57] in which energy could
be ‘bought’ or exchanged within the community to balance out differences in needs that may emerge from
unequal household sizes or activity patterns. “..So you get a fifth, but you don’t need a fifth. But I know I need more
than a fifth, so yeah, I’d be quite happy to [..] get your extra power off this versus the 50p I’m gonna buy off the power
company. [..] Basically sell to me at 10p, and that works out pretty well." (H12).

The need for dealing with ‘free-riders’ was also raised in every workshop, although no participant offered any
concrete proposals for addressing this challenge. One suggestion was the reframing of potential penalties for
abusing the system as ‘discounts’ for proper use (at ‘correct’ times of day and/or within allocated slots). This
issue also related to what participants often identified as core motivations: to ‘tread lightly on the planet’ (H5) or
to maximize their energy savings. As they note, while it would be in their interest to use a renewable resource,
they could still draw from the grid when they need to.

“if he’s baking his bread, and then you want to do your washing, it’s not the end of the world, it just
means somebody is going to spend a few more pence from the grid isn’t it? So it’s kind of like it’s not a
massive penalty,[..] it’s not awful, and that’s probably to do with how much we [..] care about it from an
environmental perspective probably more than the money."

9Blue Peter is a long-running UK television show which introduced a fundraising thermometer to count collected donations.
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Privacy. Privacy was a recurring topic that related closely to feeling freedom in making personal choices.
Nevertheless, it was a divisive topic. Some participants stood categorically against the possibility of seeing
consumption data from each household - wanting only to contribute to and view aggregated data for the
collective as a whole. Meanwhile, for others, this was less of an issue. Some participants noted that they were
accustomed to living in households that already offered less privacy “I can hear my neighbors sneeze" (H1). Others
remarked that they were on such good terms with their neighbors that they shared much more personal data than
their consumption “I know their kids’ birthdays" (H7). Reflecting on the community solar, H13 was instinctively
against sharing or showing any data and mentioned that he would “find it slightly uncomfortable having a dial
say let’s say it’s a dial on the wall showing me the power consumption across 5 houses in the street, one of which was
mine. but you know, damn it, it’ll be interesting." (H13).
The discussion with the participants suggested three levels of aggregation or privacy preservation in data

sharing. The most open (least private) entailed sharing at the same level of detail as in the workshop — i.e.,
sharing which devices were turned on at different times during the day. This was the least popular option, and
was brought up only once, when discussing a coordination system that required almost-manual communication
among participants. The second involved sharing the total, aggregated consumption of each household without
being able to identify different appliances or activities. This was more popular, with participants describing a
system where they could track the daily overall consumption of different homes, much like how smart meters
currently allow for the live monitoring of individual homes’ consumption “I think human nature you just want to
know if it’s fair, if we’ve all put 25 percent of our share to this kind of thing, is it fair if someone consuming 60 percent
of it ? [so I would] like to know." (H8, on whether to show aggregated consumption individually or collectively).
Finally, participants also suggested systems where only collective aggregated consumption would be necessary -
so as not to be able to differentiate among households and therefore avoid ‘policing’ (H14). Indicating a similar
view, PV owner H16 suggested to only indicate the remaining available solar energy rather than those consumed
by the community.

5 DISCUSSION
Eco-feedback systems that are deployed for sustainable management of resources, have been critiqued for focusing
on individual behavior change, overlooking the cultural, political and social dimensions of sustainability [5, 15, 41].
They have even been shown to leave participants ‘helpless’ with a feeling of an ‘inability to act’ [43]. The approach
we presented went beyond the individual management of resources, towards examining how to empower
communities to share, utilize and manage a shared solar resource. As Dourish [15] explains, through this work
we are not trying to connect people to their actions but connect people through their actions to support them in
their collective endeavors.
Overall, besides confirming previous work on individual attitudes towards energy shifting (e.g. [29, 42]), our

findings indicate that in collective settings, participants are not only sensitive to their energy consumption but
also to other factors including neighborly relations. Examining the potential for Ubicomp technology to mediate
collective coordination in these settings, we find that it is a story of trade-offs. How can we avoid policing and
ensure accountability among households without infringing privacy concerns? How to support fair collaboration
without damaging delicate social fabric of a neighborly relations? How to bridge among the varying conflicting
priorities that people have in their daily lives which often do not involve around energy consumption? But also
more practically, how to balance the need for detailed information of energy patterns without overwhelming less
energy literate households? We address these questions through implications for design.

Proc. ACM Interact. Mob. Wearable Ubiquitous Technol., Vol. 7, No. 2, Article 71. Publication date: June 2023.



Supporting Solar Energy Coordination among Communities • 71:17

5.1 Routines, Flexibility and Lifestyle choices
Our participants were keen to make coordination work and they proposed solutions that suited not only their
own interests, but also their whole group. From facilitating immediate shifting for those working from home
to longer-term planning for families with children, each workshop concluded with a different coordination
mechanism taking into account the peculiarities of each individual. Moreover, participants mentioned how in
other societies, similar coordination is already being practiced thus viewing demand-shifting coordination as a
matter of ‘getting used’ to things. Still, echoing past work [9, 29, 56], we also noted how existing energy usage
habits shaped expectations and routines that informed how households engaged with energy monitoring and
collective-solar scenarios, even as they sought to move beyond a focus on their own resource management. For
instance, even our sustainability-sensitive participants mentioned not wanting to give up their cups of tea and TV
time, regardless of the lack of solar. Previous studies examining such routines, found that households expected
an additional financial incentive to shift to more ‘green’ hours of the main grid if it meant that they would need
to change their existing practices [33]. Extending such prior work, our workshops revealed that such a need to
change routines and expectations is further exacerbated when the routines of multiple households need to align
as well. While these reactions initially come across as discouraging, the workshop discussions and the annotation
data support a somewhat more positive narrative of flexibility where more than half the activities annotated
for flexibility were deemed flexible (Section 4.1). This is especially relevant as this annotation was captured in
context and relatively close to the time of starting an appliance, rather than in an interview or workshop taking
place days or weeks after the fact.

The implication, therefore, is that there is potential for digital systems to support shifting among groups of
motivated individuals. Based on our findings, the design of such a tool would need to move beyond current IHDs
to offer historical view of the energy consumption and generation data. Moreover, our analysis of the participant’s
suggestions surfaced a need for three levels of planning or immediacy: (1) immediate action (e.g. notification
from the system that now is a good time to consume energy), (2) short-term (e.g. booking), and (3) long-term
(e.g. permanent dedicated time-slots, or ongoing feedback). These different temporal scales, and their proposed
solutions are indicative of the different realities and occasionally conflicting priorities people’s daily lives have.
One wants to be informed of an immediate opportunity to spend excess energy, can imagine themselves better
planning some of their activities but also expect the flexibility and non-policing of their and their neighbors’
actions. At the same time, energy consumption would need to be represented on multiple, interchangeable levels
of granularity in the visualizations. In this deployment, we experimented by using 30-minute bins to represent
the consumption data unlike previous work that has been using 2-minute representations. For the most part we
found that this was a successful strategy, and unlike other studies where for instance kettles were thought of as
the energy intense devices (e.g. [43]), participants here had a more accurate view of the kWh spent overall.

5.2 Privacy in Collective Shifting: Balancing Policing and Fairness
Like individual demand-shifting, collective shifting mostly centers around larger, more programmable devices
and less on appliances such as kettles and toasters. Such devices can be tracked, compared and programmed to
operate at specific times. To facilitate such responsive shifts, our workshops revealed the need for an interface
that could visualize the collective consumption data of all households in the energy community. Indeed, during
the workshops participants were excited to see and compare the consumption of their appliances. Previous studies
have found that real-time comparison to households with similar profiles (i.e. ‘social’ or ‘normative’ comparison)
has longer lasting effects on reducing electricity consumption rather than simply providing personal consumption
feedback [12]. However, our findings suggest that an interface with as much fidelity as the workshop exercise
was seen as potentially infringing on privacy (in contrast to comparing with an aggregated median of similarly
profiled households, as in prior work).
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Privacy and fear of profiling are evident considerations of households using smart energy technologies [25, 31,
35, 47, 49, 54] — even if households are motivated to share data for various reasons [47]. Our findings demonstrate
another, more local dimension of such privacy concerns, pertaining to neighbors. We find that trust in data sharing
through a digital system, at a local community scale, directly relates to the in-person interaction opportunities
that that local community has. Participants that ‘knew their [neighbor] kids’ birthdays’ or that already shared
personal information with their neighbors were more open to sharing the detailed information of their appliance
consumption.

An implication for design is that privacy needs to be adjustable. There needs to be a design around aggregated
versions of the participant’s consumption data in interfaces that are meant for wider consumption. Still, to ensure
accountability among the community, some disaggregated information over time for each household should
be added. As a concrete example, households can choose whether others can just see their events as ‘energy
blocks’ or whether they can see more detail like device type, or if they see anything at all. Another approach
would be sharing the activity’s flexibility rather purely the energy ‘reserved’. Many of the flexibility fields in
our annotation interface were filled-in indicating that it was both a useful reflective exercise as well as an easy
information point to enter. Moreover, more qualitative, ambiguous wording such as somewhat flexible, not very
flexible, seemed to capture the nature of their activities best. Signaling flexibility on a larger scale could even be
related to financial or other types of incentives – e.g. one could get some form of ‘points/credit’ by offering to
shift and even more by accepting to shift [38].

5.3 Automation in Energy Collectives
Our participants suggested or expected some form of autonomous technology to mediate the coordination of
demand, in such a way that would minimize interaction among households. This is because they approached
the possibility of coordinating with neighbors partly through the lens of past experiences, which have at
times seemed fragile and held the potential for becoming ‘fractious’. In the past, similar forms of autonomous
technology pertaining to domestic energy management have been approached with caution by individual
households [49, 57] — for instance, having been found to make it “difficult to understand who’s monitoring you
and how’s it been designed" [57]. Some of our participants presented a different more positive and accepting
stance towards autonomous systems. This is perhaps because in our study the benefit of such systems was
more easily comprehensible as an alternative to having to manually coordinate with neighbors: automated
methods are easier than manual ones as they require less micromanaging of all circumstances. Autonomous or
semi-autonomous systems also allow the underlying algorithm to become the driver or decision-maker, thus
removing the burden of personal accountability, and helping avoid neighbor conflicts. Nevertheless, it is not
clear to what extent these views about the potential of automation may correspond to how participants would
actually act in relation to an actual automating system. Still, flexible autonomy, in which participants can change
the automated decision proposed by an agent, has shown promise for sustaining users’ engagement in the
longer-term, despite its occasional errors in finding an optimal solution [1]. An implication for further research
is that there is a needed to empirically test if such flexible autonomy can also work well for solar community
coordination. A digital system could thus mediate the relations among neighbors by partially automating the
more mundane and cumbersome parts of coordination such as recommendations based on availability and forecast.

5.4 Scalability
The EU estimates that energy communities may end up producing up to half of the EU’s renewable energy by
2050 [7]. Participants such as those we worked with, are potential early-champions of such collective schemes
and whose opinions should be well accounted for in the design of future coordinating technologies. Indeed, past
research has consistently documented the negative implications of designing sustainability technologies without
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user participation (e.g. most recently [28]). Still, while our participants were keen to make coordination work,
they were also in consensus that energy communities will be challenging to coordinate outside of groups of
like-minded participants like themselves. Having felt that they are already the ‘odd ones out’ in their street or even
families, these sustainability-focused participants were excited but wary about the scalability of such solutions.
In their view, such an endeavor would require a new level of household micromanaging that only a select few
could support, e.g. retired folk, households without children, people who can afford to work from home. Their
‘democratizing’ suggestions mostly included the addition of energy storage so that an energy community can act
like “a bit more local" version of “the National Grid" and make energy consumption more “casual". This tension
between micromanagement and inaction is an interesting one to unpack when deciding to design technologies
that are meant to support diverse communities. Such reactions moreover, further demonstrate the potential for
technologies such as semi-automated interactive systems and batteries to help act as mediators.

An important implication of our findings around “accountability” (Section 4.4), then, is that for coordination
to work at a larger scale, it might be necessary to think about solutions that rely on policy, in addition to interactive
Ubicomp technology. Comments about ‘free-riders’ and ‘discounts’, for example, remind us of the kind of financial
incentives and penalties linked to dynamic energy pricing (a product of policy), as it has been advocated in the
energy literature [22] as early as the 1970s.

5.5 Reflection on Method: Energy Meets Data Literacy
Our sensor-based research method included two stages. Households ‘learned’ about their own consumption, and
honed their energy ‘awareness’ [52] through individual annotations before they were brought together with other
households to understand their collective data. We find that this first step was essential for focusing and informing
discussion in the workshops. As previous research has shown, it is the coupling of data to concrete activities
that informs literacy around energy topics [21]. Participants reflecting on their data during the workshops, often
remarked that “this was not a typical day" for them. This disassociation of how people believe they act versus
how they actually act is well documented in HCI. Using real data sources elicited more honest, contextual and
situated narratives from the participants, making their responses more indicative of the messiness in daily life.
At the same time, the physicalization of the annotations brought the data up close and personal and demon-

strated how energy has a shape not just an abstract quantity. Physicalization provided a memento [40] - a
personal artifact that one could form attachments to and manipulate. Pierce and Paulos [40] name this behavior
as energy attunement, an experiential materialized presence of energy that invites focal engagement. Research in
the Netherlands [4] has shown that energy literacy among households, i.e. their awareness and decision-making
capability regarding their electricity and gas consumption, is low. By using device annotation and physicalization
we are bringing the benefits of constructivist teaching associated with tangible tokens [24] to the problem of
improving energy literacy.

6 CONCLUSION
This work examined how a community of households might plan and coordinate their electricity use to make
the most of a shared renewable energy source, specifically a solar panel installation. By deploying a custom
sensor energy monitoring system and then organizing data physicalization workshops, we found that collective
demand-shifting has an extended set of considerations such as trade-offs related to privacy, flexibility and social
cohesion among neighbors. Using our rich findings, we proposed a set of design considerations for a semi-
autonomous interactive system that can help mediate solar energy coordination among energy communities,
which are expected to play an important role in climate change mitigation [7].

More in general, our findings demonstrate the potential of sensor-based technology to help understand the
relation between everyday practices and resources consumption, beyond individual eco-feedback. Hence, they
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contribute to the development of a next generation of Ubicomp technologies that can support collective action
for environmental sustainability. Given the importance and urgency of the current climate crisis, we hope this
work will encourage others in the IMWUT community to further investigate this line of work.

7 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This work was supported by the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council BIP project (EP/V042327/1)
and approved by the Ethics Committee of UCLIC (UCLIC_2022_004_Costanza). The authors would like to
thank all the participants including those that helped with early prototypes. We are also grateful to the
anonymous reviewers for their comments and suggestions that improved the quality of the paper. Data URI:
https://doi.org/10.5522/04/22654162.

REFERENCES
[1] Alper T. Alan, Enrico Costanza, Sarvapali D. Ramchurn, Joel Fischer, Tom Rodden, and Nicholas R. Jennings. 2016. Tariff Agent:

Interacting with a Future Smart Energy System at Home. ACM Transactions on Computer-Human Interaction 23, 4 (2016), 1–28.
https://doi.org/10.1145/2943770

[2] Jacky Bourgeois, Janet van der Linden, Gerd Kortuem, Blaine A. Price, and Christopher Rimmer. 2014. Conversations with my washing
machine: an in-the-wild study of demand shifting with self-generated energy. In Proceedings of the 2014 ACM International Joint
Conference on Pervasive and Ubiquitous Computing (Seattle Washington). ACM, 459–470. https://doi.org/10.1145/2632048.2632106

[3] Virginia Braun and Victoria Clarke. 2006. Using Thematic Analysis in Psychology. Qualitative Research in Psychology 3, 2 (2006), 77–101.
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa

[4] Dirk Brounen, Nils Kok, and John M. Quigley. 2013. Energy literacy, awareness, and conservation behavior of residential households.
Energy Economics 38 (2013), 42–50. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2013.02.008

[5] Hronn Brynjarsdottir, Maria Håkansson, James Pierce, Eric Baumer, Carl DiSalvo, and Phoebe Sengers. 2012. Sustainably unpersuaded:
how persuasion narrows our vision of sustainability. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems.
ACM, Austin Texas USA, 947–956. https://doi.org/10.1145/2207676.2208539

[6] M.L. Chalal, B. Medjdoub, N. Bezai, R. Bull, and M. Zune. 2022. Visualisation in energy eco-feedback systems: A systematic review of
good practice. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 162 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2022.112447

[7] European Comission. 2022. Energy Communities. https://energy-communities-repository.ec.europa.eu/energy-communities_en
[8] European Commission. 2020. Renewable Energy Targets. https://energy.ec.europa.eu/topics/renewable-energy/renewable-energy-

directive-targets-and-rules/renewable-energy-targets_en
[9] Enrico Costanza, Joel E. Fischer, James A. Colley, Tom Rodden, Sarvapali D. Ramchurn, and Nicholas R. Jennings. 2014. Doing the

laundry with agents: a field trial of a future smart energy system in the home. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors
in Computing Systems (Toronto Ontario Canada). ACM, 813–822. https://doi.org/10.1145/2556288.2557167

[10] Enrico Costanza, Sarvapali D Ramchurn, and Nicholas R Jennings. 2012. Understanding domestic energy consumption through
interactive visualisation: a field study. In Proceedings of the 2012 ACM Conference on Ubiquitous Computing (UbiComp ’12). 216–225.

[11] Maxime Daniel, Guillaume Rivière, and Nadine Couture. 2019. CairnFORM: a Shape-Changing Ring Chart Notifying Renewable Energy
Availability in Peripheral Locations. In Proceedings of the Thirteenth International Conference on Tangible, Embedded, and Embodied
Interaction (Tempe Arizona USA). ACM, 275–286. https://doi.org/10.1145/3294109.3295634

[12] Stefano De Dominicis, Rebecca Sokoloski, Christine M. Jaeger, and P. Wesley Schultz. 2019. Making the smart meter social promotes
long-term energy conservation. Palgrave Communications 5, 1 (2019), 51. https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-019-0254-5

[13] Tawanna R. Dillahunt and Jennifer Mankoff. 2014. Understanding factors of successful engagement around energy consumption between
and among households. In Proceedings of the 17th ACM conference on Computer supported cooperative work & social computing. ACM,
Baltimore Maryland USA, 1246–1257. https://doi.org/10.1145/2531602.2531626

[14] Carl DiSalvo, Phoebe Sengers, and Hrönn Brynjarsdóttir. 2010. Mapping the landscape of sustainable HCI. In Proceedings of the
28th international conference on Human factors in computing systems - CHI ’10 (Atlanta, Georgia, USA). ACM Press, 1975. https:
//doi.org/10.1145/1753326.1753625

[15] Paul Dourish. 2010. HCI and environmental sustainability: the politics of design and the design of politics. In DIS ’10: Proceedings of the
8th ACM Conference on Designing Interactive Systems. 10. https://doi.org/10.1145/1858171.1858173

[16] Pierre Dragicevic, Yvonne Jansen, and Andrew Vande Moere. 2020. Data Physicalization. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 1–51.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-27648-9_94-1

[17] Adrian Friday, Mike Hazas, Oliver Bates, Janine Morley, Carolynne Lord, Kelly Widdicks, Alexandra Gormally-Sutton, and Adrian Clear.
2022. Unpacking the resource impacts of digitally-mediated domestic practices using resource trace interviewing. Digital Creativity 33,

Proc. ACM Interact. Mob. Wearable Ubiquitous Technol., Vol. 7, No. 2, Article 71. Publication date: June 2023.

https://doi.org/10.1145/2943770
https://doi.org/10.1145/2632048.2632106
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2013.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1145/2207676.2208539
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2022.112447
https://energy-communities-repository.ec.europa.eu/energy-communities_en
https://energy.ec.europa.eu/topics/renewable-energy/renewable-energy-directive-targets-and-rules/renewable-energy-targets_en
https://energy.ec.europa.eu/topics/renewable-energy/renewable-energy-directive-targets-and-rules/renewable-energy-targets_en
https://doi.org/10.1145/2556288.2557167
https://doi.org/10.1145/3294109.3295634
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-019-0254-5
https://doi.org/10.1145/2531602.2531626
https://doi.org/10.1145/1753326.1753625
https://doi.org/10.1145/1753326.1753625
https://doi.org/10.1145/1858171.1858173
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-27648-9_94-1


Supporting Solar Energy Coordination among Communities • 71:21

3 (July 2022), 250–275. https://doi.org/10.1080/14626268.2022.2127773
[18] William Gaver, Mike Michael, Tobie Kerridge, Alex Wilkie, Andy Boucher, Liliana Ovalle, and Matthew Plummer-Fernandez. 2015.

Energy Babble: Mixing Environmentally-Oriented Internet Content to Engage Community Groups. In Proceedings of the 33rd Annual ACM
Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. ACM, Seoul Republic of Korea, 1115–1124. https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702546

[19] Vladimir Z. Gjorgievski, Snezana Cundeva, and George E. Georghiou. 2021. Social arrangements, technical designs and impacts of
energy communities: A review. Renewable Energy 169 (May 2021), 1138–1156. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2021.01.078

[20] Anders Høgh Hansen, Rikke Hagensby Jensen, Lasse Stausgaard Jensen, Emil Kongsgaard Guldager, Andreas Winkel Sigsgaard, Frederik
Moroder, Dimitrios Raptis, Laurynas Siksnys, Torben Pedersen, and Mikael B. Skov. 2020. Lumen: A Case Study of Designing for
Sustainable Energy Communities through Ambient Feedback. In 32nd Australian Conference on Human-Computer Interaction (Sydney
NSW Australia). ACM, 724–729. https://doi.org/10.1145/3441000.3441001

[21] Hanna Hasselqvist, Cristian Bogdan, and Filip Kis. 2016. Linking Data to Action. (2016), 473–483. https://doi.org/10.1145/2901790.2901837
[22] Thomas A. Heberlein and G.Keith Warriner. 1983. The influence of price and attitude on shifting residential electricity consumption

from on- to off-peak periods. Journal of Economic Psychology 4, 1 (1983), 107–130. https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-4870(83)90048-X
[23] Melanie R. Herrmann, Duncan P. Brumby, Tadj Oreszczyn, and Xavier M. P. Gilbert. 2018. Does data visualization affect users’

understanding of electricity consumption? Building Research & Information 46, 3 (2018), 238–250. https://doi.org/10.1080/09613218.
2017.1356164

[24] Samuel Huron, Yvonne Jansen, and Sheelagh Carpendale. 2014. Constructing Visual Representations: Investigating the Use of Tangible
Tokens. In IEEE Transactions on Visualization and Computer Graphics, Vol. 20. IEEE, 2102–2111. https://doi.org/10.1109/TVCG.2014.
2346292

[25] Timo Jakobi, Gunnar Stevens, Nico Castelli, Corinna Ogonowski, Florian Schaub, Nils Vindice, Dave Randall, Peter Tolmie, and Volker
Wulf. 2018. Evolving Needs in IoT Control and Accountability: A Longitudinal Study on Smart Home Intelligibility. Proceedings of the
ACM on Interactive, Mobile, Wearable and Ubiquitous Technologies 2, 4 (Dec. 2018), 1–28. https://doi.org/10.1145/3287049

[26] Yvonne Jansen, Pierre Dragicevic, Petra Isenberg, Jason Alexander, Abhijit Karnik, Johan Kildal, Sriram Subramanian, and Kasper
Hornbaek. 2015. Opportunities and Challenges for Data Physicalization. In Proceedings of the 2015 ACM Conference on Human Factors in
Computing Systems (CHI), Vol. 1. 3227–3236. https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702180

[27] Rikke Hagensby Jensen, Dimitrios Raptis, Jesper Kjeldskov, and Mikael B. Skov. 2018. Washing with the Wind: A Study of Scripting
towards Sustainability. In Proceedings of the 2018 Designing Interactive Systems Conference (Hong Kong China). ACM, 1387–1400.
https://doi.org/10.1145/3196709.3196779

[28] Rikke Hagensby Jensen, Dimitrios Raptis, Laurynas Siksnys, Torben Pedersen, and Mikael B. Skov. 2022. Design Visions for Future
Energy Systems: Towards Aligning Developers’ Assumptions and Householders’ Expectations. In Nordic Human-Computer Interaction
Conference (Aarhus Denmark). ACM, 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1145/3546155.3546655

[29] Rikke Hagensby Jensen, Yolande Strengers, Jesper Kjeldskov, Larissa Nicholls, and Mikael B. Skov. 2018. Designing the Desirable Smart
Home: A Study of Household Experiences and Energy Consumption Impacts. In Proceedings of the 2018 CHI Conference on Human Factors
in Computing Systems. Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 1–14. https://doi.org/10.1145/3173574.3173578

[30] Rikke Hagensby Jensen, Maurizio Teli, Simon Bjerre Jensen, Mikkel Gram, and Mikkel Harboe Sørensen. 2021. Designing Eco-Feedback
Systems for Communities: Interrogating a Techno-solutionist Vision for Sustainable Communal Energy. In C&T ’21: Proceedings of the
10th International Conference on Communities & Technologies - Wicked Problems in the Age of Tech (Seattle WA USA). ACM, 245–257.
https://doi.org/10.1145/3461564.3461581

[31] Haojian Jin, Boyuan Guo, Rituparna Roychoudhury, Yaxing Yao, Swarun Kumar, Yuvraj Agarwal, and Jason I. Hong. 2022. Exploring the
Needs of Users for Supporting Privacy-Protective Behaviors in Smart Homes. In CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems
(New Orleans LA USA). ACM, 1–19. https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3517602

[32] Charlotte Johnson, Sarah Bell, Aiduan Borrion, and Rob Comber. 2021. Working with Infrastructural Communities: A Material
Participation Approach to Urban Retrofit. Science, Technology, & Human Values 46, 2 (2021), 320–345. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0162243920916235

[33] Jesper Kjeldskov, Mikael B. Skov, Jeni Paay, Dennis Lund, Tue Madsen, and Michael Nielsen. 2015. Eco-Forecasting for Domestic
Electricity Use. In Proceedings of the 33rd Annual ACM Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. ACM, Seoul Republic of
Korea, 1985–1988. https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702318

[34] Patricia M. Kluckner, Astrid Weiss, Johann Schrammel, and Manfred Tscheligi. 2013. Exploring Persuasion in the Home: Results of a
Long-Term Study on Energy Consumption Behavior. In Ambient Intelligence, Juan Carlos Augusto, Reiner Wichert, Rem Collier, David
Keyson, Albert Ali Salah, and Ah-Hwee Tan (Eds.). Vol. 8309. Springer International Publishing, 150–165. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-03647-2_11 Series Title: Lecture Notes in Computer Science.

[35] Albrecht Kurze, Andreas Bischof, Sören Totzauer, Michael Storz, Maximilian Eibl, Margot Brereton, and Arne Berger. 2020. Guess the
Data: Data Work to Understand How People Make Sense of and Use Simple Sensor Data from Homes. In Proceedings of the 2020 CHI
Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. ACM, Honolulu HI USA, 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1145/3313831.3376273

Proc. ACM Interact. Mob. Wearable Ubiquitous Technol., Vol. 7, No. 2, Article 71. Publication date: June 2023.

https://doi.org/10.1080/14626268.2022.2127773
https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702546
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2021.01.078
https://doi.org/10.1145/3441000.3441001
https://doi.org/10.1145/2901790.2901837
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-4870(83)90048-X
https://doi.org/10.1080/09613218.2017.1356164
https://doi.org/10.1080/09613218.2017.1356164
https://doi.org/10.1109/TVCG.2014.2346292
https://doi.org/10.1109/TVCG.2014.2346292
https://doi.org/10.1145/3287049
https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702180
https://doi.org/10.1145/3196709.3196779
https://doi.org/10.1145/3546155.3546655
https://doi.org/10.1145/3173574.3173578
https://doi.org/10.1145/3461564.3461581
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3517602
https://doi.org/10.1177/0162243920916235
https://doi.org/10.1177/0162243920916235
https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702318
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-03647-2_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-03647-2_11
https://doi.org/10.1145/3313831.3376273


71:22 • Panagiotidou et al.

[36] Luiz Morais, Lívia Sampaio, Gibran Yásser, and Andrey Brito. 2021. Lumiphys: Designing a Long-Term Energy Physicalization to
Democratize Smart Campus Data. In Proceedings of the Twelfth ACM International Conference on Future Energy Systems (Virtual Event
Italy). ACM, 362–366. https://doi.org/10.1145/3447555.3466596

[37] United Nations. 2016. THE 17 GOALS | Sustainable Development. https://sdgs.un.org/goals
[38] Ritsuko Ozaki. 2018. Follow the price signal: People’s willingness to shift household practices in a dynamic time-of-use tariff trial in the

United Kingdom. Energy Research & Social Science 46 (2018), 10–18. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.06.008
[39] Georgia Panagiotidou, Sinem Görücü, Eslam Nofal, Müge Akkar Ercan, and Andrew Vande Moere. 2022. Co-Gnito: A Participatory

Physicalization Game for Urban Mental Mapping. In Creativity and Cognition (Venice, Italy) (C&C ’22). Association for Computing
Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 284–297. https://doi.org/10.1145/3527927.3532803

[40] James Pierce and Eric Paulos. 2010. Materializing energy. In Proceedings of the 8th ACM Conference on Designing Interactive Systems - DIS
’10 (Aarhus, Denmark). ACM Press, 113. https://doi.org/10.1145/1858171.1858193

[41] James Pierce and Eric Paulos. 2012. Beyond energy monitors: interaction, energy, and emerging energy systems. In Proceedings of the
SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. ACM, Austin Texas USA, 665–674. https://doi.org/10.1145/2207676.2207771

[42] James Pierce and Eric Paulos. 2012. The local energy indicator: designing for wind and solar energy systems in the home. In Proceedings
of the Designing Interactive Systems Conference on - DIS ’12 (Newcastle Upon Tyne, United Kingdom). ACM Press, 631. https://doi.org/
10.1145/2317956.2318050

[43] Sebastian Prost, Elke Mattheiss, and Manfred Tscheligi. 2015. From Awareness to Empowerment: Using Design Fiction to Explore Paths
towards a Sustainable Energy Future. In Proceedings of the 18th ACM Conference on Computer Supported Cooperative Work & Social
Computing. ACM, Vancouver BC Canada, 1649–1658. https://doi.org/10.1145/2675133.2675281

[44] Filipe Quintal, Mary Barreto, Nuno Nunes, Valentina Nisi, and Lucas Pereira. 2013. WattsBurning on MyMailbox: A Tangible Art Inspired
Eco-feedback Visualization for Sharing Energy Consumption. In Human-Computer Interaction – INTERACT 2013, David Hutchison,
Takeo Kanade, Josef Kittler, Jon M. Kleinberg, Friedemann Mattern, John C. Mitchell, Moni Naor, Oscar Nierstrasz, C. Pandu Rangan,
Bernhard Steffen, Madhu Sudan, Demetri Terzopoulos, Doug Tygar, Moshe Y. Vardi, Gerhard Weikum, Paula Kotzé, Gary Marsden,
Gitte Lindgaard, Janet Wesson, and Marco Winckler (Eds.). Vol. 8120. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 133–140. https:
//doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-40498-6_10 Series Title: Lecture Notes in Computer Science.

[45] Filipe Quintal, Clinton Jorge, Valentina Nisi, and Nuno Nunes. 2016. Watt-I-See: A Tangible Visualization of Energy. In Proceedings of
the International Working Conference on Advanced Visual Interfaces (Bari Italy). ACM, 120–127. https://doi.org/10.1145/2909132.2909270

[46] Sarvapali D. Ramchurn, Perukrishnen Vytelingum, Alex Rogers, and Nicholas R. Jennings. 2012. Putting the ’smarts’ into the smart grid:
a grand challenge for artificial intelligence. Commun. ACM 55, 4 (2012), 86–97. https://doi.org/10.1145/2133806.2133825

[47] Kopo Marvin Ramokapane, Caroline Bird, Awais Rashid, and Ruzanna Chitchyan. 2022. Privacy Design Strategies for Home Energy
Management Systems (HEMS). In CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (New Orleans LA USA). ACM, 1–15.
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3517515

[48] Majken K. Rasmussen, Mia Kruse Rasmussen, Nervo Verdezoto, Robert Brewer, Laura L. Nielsen, and Niels Olof Bouvin. 2017. Exploring
the flexibility of everyday practices for shifting energy consumption through clockcast. In Proceedings of the 29th Australian Conference
on Computer-Human Interaction (Brisbane Queensland Australia). ACM, 296–306. https://doi.org/10.1145/3152771.3152803

[49] Tom A. Rodden, Joel E. Fischer, Nadia Pantidi, Khaled Bachour, and Stuart Moran. 2013. At home with agents: exploring attitudes
towards future smart energy infrastructures. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Paris
France). ACM, 1173–1182. https://doi.org/10.1145/2470654.2466152

[50] Antti Salovaara, Andrea Bellucci, Andrea Vianello, and Giulio Jacucci. 2021. Programmable Smart Home Toolkits Should Better Address
Households Social Needs. In Proceedings of the 2021 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Yokohama Japan). ACM,
1–14. https://doi.org/10.1145/3411764.3445770

[51] Johannes Schöning, Yvonne Rogers, Jon Bird, Licia Capra, Julie A. McCann, David Prendergast, and Charles Sheridan. 2012. Intel
Collaborative Research Institute - Sustainable Connected Cities. In Ambient Intelligence, David Hutchison, Takeo Kanade, Josef Kittler,
Jon M. Kleinberg, Friedemann Mattern, John C. Mitchell, Moni Naor, Oscar Nierstrasz, C. Pandu Rangan, Bernhard Steffen, Madhu
Sudan, Demetri Terzopoulos, Doug Tygar, Moshe Y. Vardi, Gerhard Weikum, Fabio Paternò, Boris de Ruyter, Panos Markopoulos,
Carmen Santoro, Evert van Loenen, and Kris Luyten (Eds.). Vol. 7683. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 364–372. https:
//doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-34898-3_28 Series Title: Lecture Notes in Computer Science.

[52] Will Simm, Maria Angela Ferrario, Adrian Friday, Peter Newman, Stephen Forshaw, Mike Hazas, and Alan Dix. 2015. Tiree Energy
Pulse: Exploring Renewable Energy Forecasts on the Edge of the Grid. In Proceedings of the 33rd Annual ACM Conference on Human
Factors in Computing Systems (CHI ’15). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 1965–1974. https://doi.org/10.1145/
2702123.2702285

[53] Abhigyan Singh, Alex T. Strating, N.A. Romero Herrera, Debotosh Mahato, David V. Keyson, and Hylke W. van Dijk. 2018. Exploring
peer-to-peer returns in off-grid renewable energy systems in rural India: An anthropological perspective on local energy sharing and
trading. Energy Research & Social Science 46 (Dec. 2018), 194–213. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.07.021

Proc. ACM Interact. Mob. Wearable Ubiquitous Technol., Vol. 7, No. 2, Article 71. Publication date: June 2023.

https://doi.org/10.1145/3447555.3466596
https://sdgs.un.org/goals
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1145/3527927.3532803
https://doi.org/10.1145/1858171.1858193
https://doi.org/10.1145/2207676.2207771
https://doi.org/10.1145/2317956.2318050
https://doi.org/10.1145/2317956.2318050
https://doi.org/10.1145/2675133.2675281
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-40498-6_10
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-40498-6_10
https://doi.org/10.1145/2909132.2909270
https://doi.org/10.1145/2133806.2133825
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3517515
https://doi.org/10.1145/3152771.3152803
https://doi.org/10.1145/2470654.2466152
https://doi.org/10.1145/3411764.3445770
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-34898-3_28
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-34898-3_28
https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702285
https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702285
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.07.021


Supporting Solar Energy Coordination among Communities • 71:23

[54] Stephen Snow, Awais Hameed Khan, Mashhuda Glencross, and Neil Horrocks. 2021. Neighbourhood Wattch: Using Speculative Design
to Explore Values Around Curtailment and Consent in Household Energy Interactions. In Proceedings of the 2021 CHI Conference on
Human Factors in Computing Systems (Yokohama Japan). ACM, 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1145/3411764.3445095

[55] Brigitte Stegers, Kim Sauvé, and Steven Houben. 2022. Ecorbis: A Data Sculpture of Environmental Behavior in the Home Context. In
Designing Interactive Systems Conference (Virtual Event Australia). ACM, 1669–1683. https://doi.org/10.1145/3532106.3533508

[56] Yolande A.A. Strengers. 2011. Designing eco-feedback systems for everyday life. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human
Factors in Computing Systems (Vancouver BC Canada). ACM, 2135–2144. https://doi.org/10.1145/1978942.1979252

[57] Denise J. Wilkins, Ruzanna Chitchyan, and Mark Levine. 2020. Peer-to-Peer Energy Markets: Understanding the Values of Collective
and Community Trading. In Proceedings of the 2020 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Honolulu HI USA). ACM,
1–14. https://doi.org/10.1145/3313831.3376135

Proc. ACM Interact. Mob. Wearable Ubiquitous Technol., Vol. 7, No. 2, Article 71. Publication date: June 2023.

https://doi.org/10.1145/3411764.3445095
https://doi.org/10.1145/3532106.3533508
https://doi.org/10.1145/1978942.1979252
https://doi.org/10.1145/3313831.3376135

	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Literature review
	2.1 Annotating, Visualizing and Physicalizing Energy
	2.2 Supporting Energy Demand-shifting
	2.3 Designing for Collective Energy Management

	3 Method
	3.1 Process
	3.2 Enabling Technology: Sensor Kit and Interactive Software
	3.3 Recruitment
	3.4 Analysis

	4 Results
	4.1 Engagement
	4.2 Renewables and Individual Household Practices
	4.3 Coordinating the Use of a Common Renewable Resource
	4.4 Relations to Neighbors and Barriers to Coordination

	5 Discussion
	5.1 Routines, Flexibility and Lifestyle choices
	5.2 Privacy in Collective Shifting: Balancing Policing and Fairness
	5.3 Automation in Energy Collectives
	5.4 Scalability
	5.5 Reflection on Method: Energy Meets Data Literacy

	6 Conclusion
	7 Acknowledgments
	References

