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Consumption 136 Wh/km

3,204.67 Ibs m 4,244.60 Ibs w

ICEV BEV

*Other Materials: Wrought aluminium, Copper/Brass, Glass Fiber-Reinforced Plastic, Cast Iron *Total Weight include parts maintenance (e.g. change of veh. fluids, tires)
References: GREET 2020; (Poovanna et.al, 2018) ; (Chandra and Aulia Riski, 2018)
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