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Background 

• Climate change 

• Are NetZEBs and nZEBs profitable? 
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Difficulty of quantification 

•Reduced demand on energy 
infrastructure 
•Reduced GHG Emissions   

•Energy and maintenance costs 
•Rent/sale value 

 

•Energy security 
• Job creation 

•Higher work productivity 
•Reduced employee turnover 
•Reduced sickness absence 
• Image and publicity  
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Added value in green buildings 





Case study – Väla Gård 

• Office building 

• 1670 m2 

• Well insulated and air tight 

• Balanced ventilation with heat recovery (VAV) 

• Ground source heat pump (heating and 
cooling) 

• PV-panels: 67.5 kWp (455 m2) 

• Electricity shut off, off working hours 

• Measured energy 
• Energy load  40 kWh/m2a 

• Energy generation 41 kWh/m2a 
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Conclusions 

• It´s possible to quantify co-benefits 

•Green buildings (nZEB, NetZEBs, etc.) may be very 
profitable 

•More research is needed 
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