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S1. Comparison between relative investment intensity across system designs in8

Pickering et al. (2022) and the Reference setup in this study9
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Figure S1. Comparison between the results of Pickering et al. (2022) and the Reference setup of this study.
Although the current study’s Reference setup includes fewer system designs than Pickering et al. (2022), and
the relative investment intensity at the European level differs significantly, the overall trend remains similar in
both cases. The value ranges for most countries are comparable.
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S2. Investment breakdown in technology types of all countries in the Reference and10

Combined setup11
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Figure S2. Investment share of each type of technology in each country in each system design in the
Reference setup. For the sake of space, the legend is put into the plot space of Czechia. The y-axis is the
percentage of investment into each technology type in each country.
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Figure S3. Investment share of each type of technology in each country in each system design in the
Combined setup.
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S3. Data retrieved from other open sources12

Data used in this study, retrieved from other sources, such as national GDP and existing technology capacity,13

are documented in the file Data_sources_disparity_aware.xlsx in the attachment.14
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