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Abstract: The main purpose of this paper is to present the differences in the volume of energy
consumption in transport in the EU (European Union) countries. The specific objectives aim to
determine the directions of changes and the degree of concentration in the volume of energy utilized
by the transport sector in EU states, showing various models in this area, to establish the association
between energy absorption and the parameters of the economy and in the field of transport. All EU
countries were selected for research by the use of the purposeful selection method as of 31 December
2018. The analyzed period covered the years 2004–2018. For the examination of data, grading data
analysis was used as one of the methods of multivariate data analysis. Descriptive, tabular and
graphic methods were used to present the results. Findings reveal that there is a general tendency to
reduce total energy consumption in the EU countries. The same is the case of energy in transport.
Only in 2016–2018 was there an increase in energy absorption in transport. The reason was the better
economic situation in this period. Road conveyance is the most important factor in energy utilization
(over 90%). The share of other modes of transport was very small. Economically developing countries
were the fastest in increasing energy absorption in transport per capita. In turn, highly developed
states recorded slight growth and were stable in this aspect. There was a close relationship between
energy utilization in transport per capita and GDP per capita. The reduction of energy consumption in
transport depends on changes in road haulage, e.g., the pace of introducing innovative energy-saving
technologies in automotive transport.

Keywords: energy in transport; energetic efficiency; energy sources; economic growth; developing
and developed countries

1. Introduction
1.1. The Importance of Transport in Energy Consumption

The transport sector is one of the industries with the highest energy absorption in the
world. In 2018, this form of business accounted for about 64% of global oil consumption
and around 29% of total final energy absorption [1]. Both passenger and freight conveying
exploit energy. As a rule, it is not possible to split energy consumption solely into any of
these modes of transport [2]. Dingil et al. [3] found that a significant increase in transport
energy intensity occurs in cities with a low population density. The main reason for the
high energy absorption of transport in such municipalities was the high share of private
means of transportation. Brownstone and Golob [4] achieved similar results. More fuel
was used in sparsely populated areas. Schippl and Arnold [5] demonstrated that political
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measures that limit automotive car mobility would also be needed to achieve a full-scale
transition towards multimodal urban mobility. Newman and Kenworthy [6] argued for
an energy compromise in transport. In downtowns, energy efficiency was lower than in
suburban areas. However, the total fuel depletion is smaller in these areas. The conclusions
from the presented research are similar. Urbanization and patterns of settlement used in a
given country have a significant impact on the energy efficiency of passenger conveyance.

Thus, the energy consumption of transport may be related to the economic situation
and the mobility of the society. Enhanced energy absorption in transport is associated
with increased total energy utilization in the economy [7–11]. Such relationships were
found in the Banister and Stead studies. They showed that the strong relationship between
economic activity and transport demand significantly increases energy consumption and,
consequently, carbon dioxide emissions [12]. Thus, higher economic growth leads to in-
creased energy utilization. Conversely, the use of large volumes of energy reflects high
levels of economic growth. There is a great number of research confirming such relation-
ships [13–25]. Ozturk and Acaravci [26] presented the feedback between energy absorption
and economic growth in Hungary. Belloumi conducted similar research in Tunisia [27].

The increase in transport output causes an enhancement in energy consumption.
Innovations are needed to reduce transport energy absorption and to reduce air pollution.
For example, advances in vehicle technology can decrease the energy intensity of the
transport sector and improve the energy efficiency of haulage activities. As a result,
the positive importance of transport in global economic activity will increase. Solutions
such as electric drive, hybrid plug-ins, and hydrogen are implemented to reduce energy
consumption. Cars also use other innovative technologies that facilitate driving and reduce
energy consumption [28–34]. Another way is to maximize the use of the load capacity
of the means of transport for the movement of goods and the number of seats for the
conveyance of people [35]. When transporting people in cities, no car traffic zones are
introduced to force urbanites to use public transport [36–40].

Change in transport is heading towards ecological and economic balancing (sustain-
ability) [41]. Thus, various forms of transportation are used. In general, there is a tendency
towards intermodal transport to utilize the best properties of individual means of trans-
port. Scientific research has focused mainly on energy efficiency in road transport [42–44].
Many studies also refer to the efficiency of urban transport, which uses various types
of transport [45–47].

1.2. Selected Ways to Improve Energy Efficiency

Technological progress allows for benefits in terms of productivity and technology
of energy utilization, which contribute to the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. A
move towards renewable energy production by emphasizing cleaner energy carriers (such
as electricity and hydrogen) would improve urban air quality [48,49]. Efficient use of
energy is a very attractive way of reducing the impact of energy on the environment and
health. Achieving the same outcomes with less energy should theoretically reduce costs
and emissions of local pollutants and greenhouse gases [50–52].

The improvement of global energy efficiency is indicated by the ratio of energy con-
sumption to gross national income (GNI). Historically, total energy absorption per person has
steadily increased. This was because the surged energy efficiency coexisted with economic
growth, rising expectations, social changes and population growth. Therefore, people must
reduce energy-related emissions of greenhouse gases and other pollutants [48,53–55].

1.3. Relationship between Sustainable Transport Development and Economic Growth

Many studies emphasize the two-way symbiosis between transport and economic
growth, which influence each other through feedback. Transport is important to the
development of a sustainable economy that aims to provide new services. Transport
should enable the movement of goods and people, and at the same time, contribute to
environmental protection and ensure safety [56–60]. Sustainable development requires an
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efficient and safe transport system powered by clean, low-emission, secure and inexpensive
energy. Energy used in transport enables social and economic development. Therefore,
energy policy in transport should result from the program of sustainable development of
the economy [61–63].

The relationship between energy consumption by transport and pollutant emissions
(mainly CO2 and other harmful compounds) is known. The environmental Kuznets
curve is empirically tested in many countries and regions using various indicators of
environmental degradation and many econometric techniques of cross-sectional and panel
data. The Kuznets curve shows the relationship between GDP per capita and inverted
U-measures of environmental degradation [64]. Industrialization increases the negative
environmental influence of economic activity up to a point where the impact decreases with
continued economic growth. Individual EU states differ in terms of economic development,
which means that they may be at different stages of evolution. The environmental impact
of these countries may also vary. Obtained results and relationships can be related to
transport, which absorbs a lot of energy and emits many pollutants at the same time.
Energy consumption was used as a variable in many studies [65–76]. Some researchers also
negate the assumptions of the existence of the Kuznets curve. It all depends on the type of
contamination [77–80]. As a result, in each state or group of countries, it is possible to obtain
different outcomes confirming or negating the existence of the Kuznets curve. The results
received will largely depend on the level of energy efficiency of the country and region. In
general, in states with high GDP, the Kuznets curve was most often used. Examples are
France [81,82], Canada [83], Spain [84] and the United States of America [85]. Patterns are
also confirmed in countries with average GDP levels, such as Malaysia [86], China [87],
Turkey [74], Romania [88], Tunisia [89] and Latin America and the Caribbean [90]. Many
studies have confirmed that the use of fossil fuel energy increases air pollution. An example
is the use of crude oil to power internal combustion engines [91–93].

It should also be mentioned that there is an interaction between economic growth,
energy consumption and environmental quality. These relationships are the subject of
energy economics research [94–96]. Environmental quality can generate positive or negative
externalities. Consequently, it stimulates economic growth by focusing on human health,
which is potentially affected by emissions. The link between energy variables, progress
and environmental quality has been the subject of conflicting and paradoxical goals set
by policymakers. This relationship is the basis for creating a sound economic policy
consistent with its environmental and energy policy objectives. Empirical work on the
tripartite causality link between energy, economic growth and the environment can be
broken down into three lines of research. The first concerns the relationship between energy
variables and economic growth. According to the assumptions, very good economic results
require a high level of energy absorption, and effective energy utilization requires large
economic growth [97–104].

The sustainable development of the transport sector can be divided into three main
sections: society, economy and environment. The evolution of transport requires sustain-
ability to achieve the minimum expectations in these three sectors. Increasing the role of
transport in sustainable development is realized by promoting public transport, demand
management, improved road management, pricing policy, improved vehicle technology,
using clean fuels and transport planning [105,106]. From their current structure to one that
is compatible with sustainable development, transforming global transport systems is likely
to be a long-term process involving continuous changes in several physical, technological
and institutional systems [107].

1.4. Justification, Aims and Structure of the Article

The subject matter of the article is important and up-to-date. Transport is a signif-
icant energy consumer. Many research papers are describing the relationship between
energy absorption in transport and the parameters of the economy. A novelty is the ap-
plication of multidimensional analysis using the Gradestat software. As a result, it was
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possible to investigate the situation in individual countries regarding energy consumption
in transport and GDP (Gross domestic product). Data per capita were also calculated in
the research, which enabled an accurate comparison of countries with different levels of
economic development.

There is a research gap that this article can fill. The literature review shows no previous
studies on the relationship between energy consumption and economic development. For
instance, we found only one publication that reported the relationship between energy
absorption in transport per capita and GDP per capita. In addition, our research will cover
the area of the EU, which is still quite diverse. In addition, the quite rare method, the GCA
algorithm (grid-based clustering algorithm), was used in the study. The above aspects
make the research necessary and original.

The main goal of the article is to present the differences and changes in the volume of
energy utilization by transport in the EU states. The specific objectives are:

• Identifying the directions of changes and the degree of concentration in the volume of
energy consumption in transport in EU countries;

• Showing various models in the area of energy absorption in transport;
• Determining the relationship between energy consumption by transport and the

parameters of the economy and in the field of transport.

One research hypothesis was formulated in the paper:
Hypotheses: the rate of changes in energy absorption in transport per capita is closely

related to the level of economic development of the country.
The organization of this paper is as follows: Section 1 provides an introduction to the

subject. The importance of transport in energy consumption, ways of improving energy
efficiency, the tripartite relationship between transport energy use, environmental pollution
and economic growth are presented. This section also contains the justification and aims of
the article. Section 2 proposes methods to identify differences and changes in the volume
of energy absorbed by transport in the EU states. In Section 3, the research findings are
presented. In Section 4, the reference is made to other research results that dealt with the
relationships tested. Finally, Section 5 concludes this paper.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Data Collection, Processing and Limitations

All EU countries were selected for this research using the purposeful selection method
as of 31 December 2018. In total, 28 EU states were examined. When presenting the
results in tables and graphs, the abbreviations of country names were used. Acronyms of
the country name were used in work in accordance with ISO 3166-1 alfa-2. They are as
follows: Austria (AT), Belgium (BE), Bulgaria (BG), Cyprus (CY), Czechia (CZ), Germany
(DE), Great Britain (GB), Denmark (DK), Estonia (EE), Spain (ES), Finland (FI), France
(FR), Greece (GR), Croatia (HR), Hungary (HU), Ireland (IE), Italy (IT), Lithuania (LT),
Luxembourg (LU), Latvia (LV), Malta (MT), Netherlands (NL), Poland (PO), Portugal (PT),
Romania (RO), Sweden (SE), Slovenia (SI), Slovakia (SK).

The research period covered the years 2004–2018. This is because 2004 saw a significant
expansion of the EU with 10 new states, and 2018 was the last year when complete research
data were available.

The data used in the study come from Eurostat for the 15 years 2004–2018. To ensure
the stability and transparency of the obtained results, this period was most often divided
into 3-year sub-periods. Data collection is limited by the lack of detailed and timely
information on energy in transport. Additionally, these data are aggregated at the country
level, so there is a problem with performing analyses at the regional level.

Energy absorption was measured in the toe. The ton of oil equivalent (toe) is a unit
of energy defined as the amount of energy released by burning 1 ton of crude oil. It is
approximately 42 gigajoules or 11.630 megawatt-hours, although as different crude oils
have different calorific values, the exact value is defined by convention [1].
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The study is a result of the authors’ previous research on transport. Quite recently,
the field of the writers’ interest has been power engineering. These two areas are closely
connected because without energy, transport is impossible. The vast majority of authors
are economists. Therefore, the aspect related to economics was raised. Additionally, it
was noted that there are no current academic studies on the relationship between energy
consumption in transport and economic development.

2.2. Applied Methods

The research was divided into stages. Figure 1 shows a diagram of the conducted research.
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Figure 1. Diagram of the conducted research.

The first stage of the research shows the concentration of energy consumption in total
and transport in individual EU states. The data concern 2018, the last year of the analyzed
period. As a result, it was possible to compare the degree of concentration of energy
absorption in total with energy intended for transport. All EU countries were examined.
Furthermore, all 3-year periods in 2004–2018 were investigated. As a result, it was possible
to notice the current trends in the EU in terms of total energy utilization and in transport.

In the second stage of the research, the structure of energy consumption in transport
with the division into modes of transport was shown. The purpose of this section was to
identify the importance of different modes of transport in the EU. Additionally, trends in
individual modes of transport were presented.

The third stage of the research presents changes in GDP per capita in individual EU
states. For data examination, the grading data analysis method was implemented as one
of the multivariate data analysis techniques that can be used to graphically present the
dynamics of phenomena or differences between objects in the form of overrepresenta-
tion maps.

The GCA algorithm (grid-based clustering algorithm) also allows creating groups, but
it generates them in a way that allows creating, in this case, 3 objects that are characterized
by the greatest possible differentiation among themselves. These clusters are formed as a
result of combining objects that ensure such differentiation, and for this purpose, a certain
independence index, Ro or Tau, is optimized [108].
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There are many proposals in the literature for the construction of structure dissimilarity
indicators. Distances are often used for this purpose, e.g., Minkowski metric [109].

d(x, y) =

(
n

∑
i=1
|xi − yi|p)

) 1
p

(1)

If we have two structures: x and y, where:

xi ≥ 0
n

∑
i=1

xi = 1 yi ≥ 0
n

∑
i=1

yi = 1 (2)

this measure certainly meets two conditions:

1. The distance between objects with the same structure is equal to “0”, that is: d(x,x) = 0.
2. The distance between the Y object and the X object is the same as between X and Y

and is not less than “0”, that is: d(x,y) ≥ 0.

Λ
n≥k>j>i≥1

d
(
x, xij,ε

)
≤ d(x, xik,ε) (3)

However, one can have some doubts as to the correctness of the fulfillment of the third
condition by the dissimilarity index:

3. The distance measure changes according to the “transfer sensitivity” adopted in
the concentration indices. The increase in the value of the dissimilarity index at a
constant transfer value is the greater the “richness” of the object to which the transfer
was made.

x = (x1, . . . , xi, . . . , xj, . . . , xk, . . . , xn) (4)

xij,ε = (x1, . . . , xi − ε, . . . , xj + ε, . . . , xk, . . . , xn) (5)

xik,ε = (x1, . . . , xi − ε, . . . , xj, . . . , xk + ε, . . . , xn) (6)

In the case of this study of energy consumption from transport, it is about shifting the
value of energy absorption between years (the more years shifted, the greater the value
of the dissimilarity index should be) because we are interested in which countries have
experienced faster growth in energy consumption. The construction of the dissimilarity
index of structures meeting condition three can then be based on the concentration index
(Gini coefficient) and the Lorentz curve.

By analogy with the Lorentz curve, the dissimilarity of the Y structure to the X
structure can be presented as a broken line connecting certain points, the coordinates of
which in this case are successive cumulative structures, and the measure of the dissimilarity
of the Y structure to the X structure also by analogy—this time with the Gini coefficient—is
the measure “ar”.

ar(y : x) = ar
(

C[y:x]

)
= 1− 2

1∫
0

C[y:x](t)dt (7)

where C[y:x] : [0, 1]→ [0, 1] belongs to the group of continuous functions.
By measuring the distances between structures (in the case of our study, e.g., dynamics

of changes in the GDP per capita of the European Union countries) using the ar measure,
we can spot subtleties to which Minkowski’s metric is insensitive. Visualization of the
structures was made with the use of overrepresentation maps. Overrepresentation, in this
case, is the ratio of the component structures (in this case, the structures for individual
countries in periods) to the average value. Thus, as an average, we understand the ratio
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of the sum of the quantities, e.g., energy consumption in individual periods, to energy
consumption in the entire period under examination for the entire EU.

After determining the average values, we can calculate the so-called “overrepresenta-
tion indicators”. The overrepresentation indicator shows how far the observed value differs
from that which would be expected given the ideal proportionality of the distribution. For
an ideal representation, the indicator will take the value 1. Those determined overrepresen-
tation coefficients allow drawing the “map of overrepresentation” where, with appropriate
values of the indicators, different shades of gray are encoded (the overrepresentation map
for the proportional distribution would be uniformly gray without any shades). The map
of overrepresentation is a square with sides equal to 1, wherein in this case, the rows are
EU countries, and the columns are energy consumption in particular periods. Colors show
overrepresentation (extreme black) or underrepresentation (extreme white). The map has
rows and columns of varying heights and widths:

• Height is determined by the percentage share of energy consumption value for each
period to the amount of energy consumption for the entire period.

• Width of the columns is the average energy consumption structures by EU countries
in the interested period.

The concepts discussed: the concentration curve, the ar index and the overrepresen-
tation map are closely related to the Grade Data Analysis (GDA). As part of the Grade
Data Analysis, some quite complex operations are performed. The main issue in GDA
is studying the diversity of rows and columns and striving to arrange them in the data
matrix in such a way as to achieve the maximum contrast between the outermost rows
and columns. This goal is implemented by the GCA (Grade Correspondence Analysis)
algorithm. It rearranges the rows and columns of the data matrix to maximize a certain
dependency ratio. In this case, only the rows are rearranged as the columns are in chrono-
logical order. This dependency index is the rho-Spearman or Kendall’s tau correlation
coefficient and depends mainly on the dissimilarity index ar. Based on these indicators,
clusters are built in such a way as to maximize the differentiation between them. In contrast,
the differentiation between two clusters is understood as the differentiation between two
objects formed from these groups as the sum of the objects included in them.

The number of clusters, in this case, depends on the number of observations (there are
only 28). Therefore, it is a subjective choice of the authors.

The third stage of the research also shows the relationship between energy consump-
tion and GDP in individual EU countries. The aim was to determine whether such a
correlation exists and whether it concerns all EU states or a group of countries. Looking for
a linear relationship between two rankings, it was decided to perform a procedure that
allowed to reconcile the classic approach of the Spearman rank correlation coefficient rs
with Pearson’s linear correlation coefficient r [110,111].

Descriptive, tabular and graphic methods were also used to present some of the findings.

3. Results
3.1. Energy Consumption in the EU Countries

As an introduction to the study, it seems reasonable to define energy consumption in
EU countries compared to the entire EU. For this purpose 2018, was taken into account. It
should come as no surprise that the EU states in terms of energy absorption in the analyzed
period were dominated by the countries with the largest population, i.e., Germany, France,
Great Britain and Italy, which together consumed more than 50% of energy for the entire
EU (Figure 2a). Figure 2a shows the share of individual countries in energy consumption
compared to the EU as a whole for 2018.
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Figure 2. Final energy consumption in EU in 2018. (a) Total energy consumption. (b) Transport energy consumption.

Bearing in mind that in the scale of the entire EU, approx. 30% of energy consumption
resulted from transport, Figure 2b, which, in this case, is a certain supplement to the list
in Figure 2a. On the EU scale, in terms of energy absorption for transport, countries with
the highest energy utilization are very similar. A total of 30% of the share of transport
in energy consumption applies to the entire EU. However, the share of energy used in
transport varied across states. Figure 3 shows the countries (where 2018 was included for
the sake of comparability with Figure 2a), where the absorption of energy from transport
to the total energy consumption was relatively the highest.
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Figure 3. Transport sector energy use in UE in 2018.

With this approach to the problem, among the states from Figure 3, there is no leader
in the ranking with the highest energy consumption in the EU. For example, Germany had
a lower share of energy utilization in transport than the total EU average. Only Spain was
included in the list of large countries. On the other hand, the energy absorption due to
transport was significantly higher in Luxemburg and Slovenia than in the EU. For the sake
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of completeness, it can be added (which is not shown in Figure 3) that for 2018 the lowest
percentage share in energy utilization from transport was in Sweden, the Netherlands
and Finland.

Energy consumption in the EU in 2004–2018 was characterized by a rather downward
trend (Figure 4a). Considering the 3-year periods, the lowest level of energy absorption in
the EU states occurred in 2013–2015. This significant decrease was due to the improvement
in energy efficiency. Only in the years 2016–2018 was there an increase in energy utilization
by 2.53% compared to the previous 3 annums. In 2016–2018, the economic situation was
exceptionally favorable. However, this consumption was still 6.24% lower than in the years
2004–2006. Transport energy absorption has undergone slightly different changes to total
energy consumption. The transport sector had made little use of renewable energy sources.
It was also less prone to efficiency gains. The transport sector was also closely related to
the economic situation in the country. Therefore, these changes were quickly visible in the
trend of demand for transport and, consequently, in demand for energy in transport.
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Figure 4. Final energy consumption in UE 2004–2018 in gigatons of oil equivalent (Gtoe). (a) Energy
total. (b) Transport sector.

3.2. Structure and Trends of Energy Consumption in Transport in the EU Countries

The next stage presents the results concerning the structure and trends of energy
consumption in transport. There was no relatively regular direction in the energy absorp-
tion of transportation in the EU countries. Considering the Eurostat nomenclature, the
following sectors are distinguished within the energy consumption in the transport sector:
rail transport, road transport, domestic aviation, domestic navigation, pipeline shipping
and not elsewhere specified. In the EU states, different modes of transport have varying
levels of energy intensity. Sometimes these differences were significant.

The largest share in energy consumption due to transport was recorded in road
transport, which accounted for over 90% of the total energy utilization in the whole
transport sector (Figure 5). For example, the list of individual components in the transport
sector 2018 is presented. The results were similar in previous years. This means that the
structure of energy absorption in transport within the EU is stabilized. Obviously, from the
point of view of sustainable transport development, a large share of energy consumption
in road transport is disadvantageous.
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Figure 5. Energy consumption in different transport in various branches of transport by EU countries
in 2018.



Energies 2021, 14, 5414 10 of 21

To find the relationship between the dynamics of changes related to energy absorption
due to transport and the dynamics of changes in economic indicators, it was first decided
to compare trends in the value of gross added value in current prices in one million euro
gross for individual modes of transport and gross domestic product current prices, euro
per capita in 2004–2018 (Figure 6).
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Figure 6. Trends in changes in gross value added in transport and the trend of gross domestic product
in 2004–2018 (current prices, million euro). (a) Transportation and storage. (b) Land transport and
transport via pipelines. (c) Water transport. (d) Air transport. (e) Postal and courier activities.
(f) Gross domestic product at market prices.

It is easy to notice that the trends of changes in transportation and storage, land
conveyance and pipelines shipping and GDP are practically identical. Due to this and the
fact that energy consumption in road transport accounted for more than 90% of the total
energy utilization in the transport sector, it can be concluded that the other industries are
of minor importance in the total energy consumption in transport.

3.3. The Level and Changes in GDP per Capita in the EU Countries

The next stage presents the differentiation between EU countries in terms of GDP per
capita. Comparing the direction of changes in energy consumption due to transport with
the dynamics of alterations in GDP per capita, it is worth noting that GDP per capita shows
large differences depending on the EU country, as shown in Figure 7, which compares
GDP with the average for the EU in general. All the disproportions in this comparison are
too visible. Luxembourg is particularly distinct from the EU average, exceeding it more
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than twice. Most countries had a lower level of GDP per capita than the EU average. This
group included all Central and Eastern European countries that joined the EU in 2004 and
in subsequent years. Thus, there were large disparities between the EU countries. It is a
background to define the dynamics of his trend.
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Figure 7. GDP per capita in UE countries in 2018 in comparison to the average in UE.

The dynamics of GDP per capita changes against the background of the entire EU can
be presented using the so-called overrepresentation maps. Figure 8a shows the dynamics of
GDP per capita in an orderly manner. The countries were divided into three groups. First,
declining dynamics were found in highly developed countries, such as Spain, Italy, Great
Britain and France. Then, in turn, the third group includes the fastest developing countries.
First of all, these are the countries of Central and Eastern Europe that develop rapidly
because they want to move closer to the level of development of Western European states.
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Based on scores, it is possible to rank states depending on the strength of the growth
dynamics, in this case—GDP per capita compared to the EU. The countries with the
corresponding scores and their group members are presented in Table 1. The economically
developed states of Western Europe were in the cluster with the lowest GDP growth per
capita. The group with the average dynamics included both economically developed and
developing countries. This group included Germany, but also Hungary and Slovenia. The
bunch of countries with the highest growth of GDP per capita mainly included Central
and Eastern European states that joined the EU in 2004 and later. The only exceptions
were Malta and Ireland. Such a division into clusters is not surprising. Economically
developing countries need to catch up with the differences that separate them from highly
developed countries. Such a situation is beneficial for the entire EU, as it leads to more
minor differences in the economic development of individual countries. As a result, the
area of the EU may be more cohesive in the coming years.

Table 1. Ranking of countries by the strength of GDP per capita growth in accordance with the
GCA algorithm.

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3

Country Score Country Score Country Score

GR 0.01 FI 0.33 IE 0.82
CY 0.04 DK 0.38 CZ 0.87
IT 0.08 HR 0.42 PL 0.88
ES 0.11 BE 0.45 SK 0.90
GB 0.15 SI 0.49 LV 0.92
FR 0.20 AT 0.53 MT 0.94
PT 0.23 SE 0.58 EE 0.96
NL 0.27 DE 0.64 BG 0.97

HU 0.67 RO 0.98
LU 0.73 LT 0.99

3.4. The Level and Changes in Energy Consumption by Transport per Capita in the EU Countries

The same operation on the overrepresentation maps as in the case of GDP per capita
was repeated for the data on energy consumption in transport. Additionally, to ensure
the comparability of the results with GDP per capita, the data on energy absorption from
transport in kToe were converted per capita. In this approach, we remove the number of
people in countries on energy consumption.

The map clearly shows the width of the row for Luxemburg, which means the highest
energy utilization from transport per capita in this country (Figure 9a), and this result
is greater than for the other states. The dynamics of changes for this country are not
homogenous, but the trend is decreasing compared to the rest of the European states.
On the opposite side is Romania, which belongs to the countries with the lowest energy
absorption from transport per capita, and its direction of the trend is increasing. The
majority of EU states have a moderate value of energy consumption from this industry
per capita.

The first group, broken down by the GCA algorithm, consists of countries with lower
energy absorption in transport than the average value of consumption in the EU countries.
There are countries with stronger dynamics of changes in the third group than the average
rate for the EU (Table 2). Developing states such as Romania, Slovakia and Poland are
among the countries where more energy is utilized due to transport than the EU average.
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Figure 9. Overrepresentation maps of energy consumption by transport per capita in European Union countries in 2004–2018.
(a) Dynamics in countries. (b) Dynamics in group of countries.

Table 2. Ranking of countries according to the dynamics of energy absorption in transport per capita
according to GCA algorithm.

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3

Country Score Country Score Country Score

GR 0.02 CY 0.4 HR 0.8
ES 0.05 DK 0.44 SK 0.82
IT 0.08 SE 0.47 CZ 0.84
PT 0.11 GB 0.51 BG 0.87
IE 0.15 LV 0.54 SI 0.9
LU 0.26 FI 0.57 MT 0.93
NL 0.36 BE 0.61 LT 0.95

DE 0.64 RO 0.97
FR 0.67 PL 0.99
HU 0.7
AT 0.73
EE 0.77

The split carried out is mainly similar to that made in the case of GDP per capita.
Highly developed states introduce technological innovations in transport to a greater
extent. Of course, the energy efficiency of means of transport changes relatively slowly.
Nevertheless, there is a clear advantage of these states over economically developing
countries. On the other hand, in developing economies, higher energy consumption in
transport is due to greater economic growth. Growing production and absorption in these
societies must be handled by transport. These economies do not introduce technological
innovations in transport on a large scale. An additional factor may be the expansion of
the road network in economically developing countries. Huge funds from the EU have
been allocated for this purpose. Another reason could be the rapid increase in the number
of vehicles in Eastern European states. The increased wealth of the society and better
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roads resulted in greater availability of private cars. Transport companies from Eastern
EU successfully competed with enterprises from Western Europe. An example is Poland,
which dominated this market. Polish organizations performed about 30% of international
road transport.

3.5. Relationships between Energy Consumption by Transport and GDP per Capita in
EU Countries

The next stage presents the relationship between energy consumption by transport
and economic growth. Based on two rankings of dynamics of changes in GDP and energy
absorption in transport, the rank correlation coefficient was calculated (rs = 0.7219). The
high dependence can be easily observed in Figure 10.
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Figure 10. Countries’ positions in the rankings of changes in energy consumption by transport per
capita and GDP per capita.

On the vertical axis, positions from the ranking of alterations in energy consumption
from transport per capita are marked (by the maps in Figure 9a). On the horizontal
axis, positions are taken in the ranking of changes in GDP per capita. Most of the points
representing the positions for States are located close to the diagonal of the square, which
reflects the perfect agreement of both rankings. Nevertheless, there are quite significant
and clear exceptions to this rule. This applies to Luxembourg, which, despite the GDP per
capita growth in line with the pace of changes in the EU, clearly shows a slower pace of
changes in energy absorption in transport per capita than the EU average. The situation
is similar in Ireland (IE) and less clear but visible in Latvia (LV). It can be considered that
these are cases of positive actions compared to the entire EU. Countries for which the
points in Figure 9 are above the diagonal of the square and are significantly distant from
it are the opposite. These include Slovenia (SI), France (FR) and Croatia (HR). Here, the
increase in energy consumption from transport per capita to the GDP per capita growth
rate is disproportionately higher than in the EU states. Immediately after these countries is
Poland (PL), which also turned out to be the state with the highest growth rate of energy
absorption in this sector in the entire EU.

Despite these cases, which can be considered outliers, attention should be paid to the
very high value of Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient. If the data for the countries
with the greatest discrepancies in terms of places in both rankings, i.e., Luxemburg (LU)
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and Ireland (IE), were removed, the value of this coefficient would increase to the level
of rs = 0.8114. The results confirm a high correlation in most countries between GDP per
capita growth rate and the rate of energy consumption in transport per capita.

4. Discussion

According to Ibrahiem [112], energy consumption by road transport determines eco-
nomic growth both in the short and long term. In contrast, economic growth causes energy
absorption of road conveyance in the short term. Thus, there are feedbacks. Ibrahiem
conducted his research on the example of Egypt in the years 1980–2011. Nasreen et al. [28]
examined the relationship between economic growth, freight shipping and energy con-
sumption for 63 developing countries for 1990–2016. Country panel analysis was used.
Countries were divided into three sub-panels, namely middle–low income countries,
medium–high-income countries and high-income states. The findings showed a two-way
causal relationship between economic growth and freight transport for all selected panels
and between economic growth and energy absorption for high-income and medium-high
income panels. For the lower–middle-income panel, causation was one way, from energy
consumption to economic growth. Additionally, the results indicate that the relationship
between freight conveyance and energy consumption was bidirectional for high-income
countries and one-way from freight to energy consumption for higher-middle-income and
lower-middle-income countries. We obtained similar findings in our research. Economically
developing states in the EU tended to proportionally absorb more energy (see Figure 10).

Liddle and Lung [113] conducted panel studies on 107 countries covering the years
1971–2009. They found that transport has been an important energy aggregation as trans-
port energy consumption has increased in highly developed and developing countries.
They distinguished between three balanced income-based panels, i.e., 40 high-income coun-
tries, 39 middle-income states and 28 low-income countries. Energy absorption in transport
per capita was the dependent variable, and GDP per capita was an independent variable.
The share of countries with significant positive correlations ranged from three-quarters (for
high- and low-income panels) to two-thirds (for middle-income panels). However, there
was no unanimity. Our research also showed a high correlation between GDP per capita
growth rate and the trend of energy consumption in transport per capita. After removing a
few outliers, the rs correlation coefficient was 0.8114.

Achour and Belloumi [114] explored the causal relationships between transport infras-
tructure (rail and road), transport value added, gross accumulation and energy intensity of
transport in Tunisia in 1971–2012. A one-way relationship between energy consumption
in transport and economic growth was found. Infrastructure and population density had
a significant impact on the energy consumption of transport. Achour and Belloumi [115]
conducted another study on Tunisia’s example in 1985–2014. They found that energy inten-
sity played the dominant role in decreasing energy absorption during the study period.
Improving the transport intensity exerts a significant effect on saving energy. These studies
are interesting and justify why energy utilization grows proportionally slower in the most
economically developed countries than in developing countries. We found such patterns
in our research.

Rehermann and Pablo-Romero [116] analyzed how the GDP per capita affects trans-
port energy consumption, testing possible nonlinear relationships between variables. The
research concerned 22 Latin American and Caribbean countries in 1990–2014. It was found
that the elasticity values of transport energy absorption, with respect to GDP per capita, do
not show a tendency to decrease in the long term. Saidi et al. [117] explored the impact
of transport energy consumption and transport infrastructure on economic growth by
utilizing panel data on MENA countries (the Middle East and North Africa region) for
2000–2016. The research confirmed that the causal relationship between energy absorption
in transport and economic growth was heterogeneous. There was different flexibility
depending on the level of development of the country. Our analysis also showed that the
level of economic growth affects the rate of energy consumption in transport. We have
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demonstrated it in the example of the EU. As demonstrated by the literature review in
other countries and regions, these regularities are similar to our research.

Belke et al. [118] analyzed the long-term relationship between energy consumption
and real GDP, including energy prices, in 25 OECD countries in 1981–2007. Energy ab-
sorption and economic growth are cross-sectionally correlated. The reason is regional
and macroeconomic links, which are manifested through common global economic crises,
mutual commercial and financial institutions and local externalities between countries
or regions. There is also a division into blocs of states in the EU. One is formed by the
economically developed countries of Western Europe, and the other by the developing
state of the Eastern EU. Different groups of countries react differently to crises and changes,
including in terms of energy consumption. In our research, such divisions were visible.

Gherghina et al. [119] examined the nexus between the main forms of transport, re-
lated investments, specific air pollutants and sustainable economic growth. The research
concerned the EU countries in 1990–2016. They found that it is important to invest in
modern transport infrastructure that facilitates the use of more energy-efficient methods
and alternative solutions that positively impact the economy while minimizing negative ex-
ternalities. This study covered the EU area. Based on our research, it can also be concluded
that the key is the use of more energy-efficient methods and alternative technologies in
transport. Then, energy consumption in transport will increase less than proportionally to
GDP growth.

5. Conclusions and Recommendations
5.1. Conclusions

The conducted research allows for a few generalizations.

1. Total energy absorption in transport was more significant in the states with the
greatest area and the highest population. Conversely, in the smallest countries, energy
from transport had the largest share in total energy consumption.

2. There is a general tendency to reduce the total absorption of transport energy. This
was due to the introduction of energy-saving technologies.

3. The transport structure in the EU is relatively constant. Road transport was of the
most significant importance in terms of energy consumption (over 90%). The share of
other means of transportation was minimal.

4. In the EU, economically developing countries have, as a rule, been catching up with
highly developed states. This is evidenced by the difference in the dynamics of GDP
per capita growth.

5. In energy consumption by transport per capita, the dependencies were very close to
GDP per capita. The economically developing countries were the fastest in increasing
energy consumption in transport per capita. In turn, highly developed states recorded
slight increases and were stable in this respect. Of course, it is easy to link the results
with the rate of change in GDP per capita. Transport is closely related to the economic
situation. Thus, the research hypothesis was confirmed.

6. An important reason for the significant increase in energy absorption per capita in
Central and Eastern Europe is taking over the transport markets by enterprises from
this region as a result of offering lower rates for transport.

5.2. Recommendations

The relationship between energy consumption in transport and the economic situation
has not been the subject of systematic research. There are no studies on the association
between energy absorption in transport per capita and the level of economic development
measured in GDP per capita. The authors found only one project of this type. Furthermore,
there were no such studies related to the EU.

The limitations in conducting such academic studies are the lack of available current
and detailed data on energy consumption in individual modes of transport. A possible
direction of further research is linking energy absorption in transport with environmental
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pollution and economic development. In this case, it should be based on data concerning
per capita. Additionally, the investigation of the interconnections between the various
modes of transport would be interesting since EU states differ significantly in this respect.
Another direction of academic analysis is the examination of dependencies occurring
in regions.
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