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	ECOS (expert: Stephen Edwards)
	TASK 6
	6.1_2
	11
	Grills – Grill Energy Consumption
	This section identifies that reflectors are protected from dirt (and thereby maintaining their energy saving potential) in radiant hobs by sealing the heating components under glass – has this been explored as an option for grills? e.g. using sheet steel or glass between heating component and food – or would this compromise the browning effect of grills? 
Another approach for reflector surfaces could come from the R & D carried out on self-cleaning materials, including glass for skyscraper windows (the 'lotus effect' see: http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=self-cleaning-materials).  Is there any technology transfer potential for self-cleaning reflector surfaces?

	
	
	6.4_3
	26
	Commercial Hobs and Grills
	It is cited that cooking sensors and improved electronic control are options for domestic hobs that could save up to 5% (please note that the figure of 10% is used in Task 7, pp 6-9) but would give less benefit with commercial hobs as they are often left on full power  - surely this would increase the potential for energy savings using sensors as the user would be alerted to overpowering or overheating.  Pot sensors would also be effective as noted in the conclusion on pp28-29?

	
	TASK 7
	7.1
	6 to 19
	Identification of Design Options
	The energy saving potentials of ecodesign options between the domestic sector (3-10%) and commercial sector (5-25%) appears much more reasonably represented here than for Lot 22. 



	
	
	7.6
	59-60


	Conclusions
	It should be more strongly emphasised  that payback for commercial appliances is very rapid and so suggests highly significant energy saving potential and benefit for the customer, as illustrated in section 7.4 (Base Cases 3-6, pp56-58) with the Least Life Cycle Cost options being the same as the Best Available Technology options.
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