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Abstract  
In recent decades, the EU has implemented many energy programs to expand the production 

and consumption of clean energy and build a pan-European energy network. The UK has also 

accomplished energy initiatives to improve grid security, increase energy independence, and 

reduce renewable energy costs. However, the UK population did not always support these 

initiatives and facilitate their implementation. This study was analyzed the UK e-petitions 

using machine analysis tools to identify the main reasons for public dissatisfaction with the 

UK's electrical energy initiatives. The e-petitions dataset was uploaded from the UK 

Government and Parliament website (the 33436 petitions for 2017-2020). For our research on 

electric energy in the UK, the 100 petitions related to the electricity sector issues were 

selected. Our study shows that most UK petitions of the energy sector sample belong to 

installing solar panels and reducing bills for energy resources.  
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1. Introduction 

Climate changes and negative consequences due to the intense industrial growth of world 

economies have caused a radical shift in the political worldview. The UK not only adopted the 2015 

Paris Agreement but also transformed a growth strategy. The existence of the active 'green 

conservative' and the 'green liberal' movement allowed Britain to take a clean growth direction. And 

now the UK's Clean Growth Strategy supports low-cost, low-carbon energy innovations to achieve a 

path to net zero emissions [1]. Despite the possibility of creating new jobs and improving the 

environment, green energy initiatives have opponents in different countries, including the UK [2]. 

There are opinions that taxpayers' money should be spent on more critical needs and not be directed at 

expensive energy initiatives and projects. 

Essential indicators of government initiatives perception are the quantity and quality of petitions. 

Thanks to the e-governance reform and the general digitalization of the economy, it is possible to 

track changes in citizens' opinions quickly and transparently [3]. The tools of machine analysis make 

it possible to carry out such research and to operate with big data to study text arrays. 

This paper is structured as follows: the next section presents the literature review and consists of 

three subsections. The first subsection looks over the energy transformation background and clean 

growth. Additionally, the second subsection establishes the green growth and green finance analyses, 

and the third subsection informs about current text mining approaches of e-petitions. Data and 

methodology are presented in Section 3. Section 4 introduces the main findings based on the 

descriptive statistics and text analysis of the datasets. Section 5 summarizes our research and 

emphasizes the importance of further consideration of electrical energy initiatives. 
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2. Related works 
2.1. The energy transformation background and clean growth 

The Global financial crisis of 2008 and further economic turbulence led to dramatic changes in all 

areas of the economy, including the energy sector. At that time, society put forward increased 

requirements for the efficiency of public administration of the world economy and stimulating 

investments to stabilize countries around the world [4, 5]. The economic downturn caused a decrease 

in demand and consumption of the population, which directly affected the generation of electricity 

and electric networks structure. In European countries was transformed relations between all 

economic agents, there was a shift to alternative development pathway characterized by greening 

innovation [6, 7]. In the world economies, fossil energy sources are gradually being abandoned, and 

the consumption of clean energy is expanding [8]. 

In the UK, they adopted the Climate Change Act 2008, which served as the impetus for changes on 

the path of energy transformation. And the subsequent Energy Act 2013 enshrined ‘decarbonization 

target range and duties in relation to it’ [9]. 

2.2.  Green growth and green finance 

Modern studies focus on the relationship between public spending and green economic growth. 

Some authors prove the need for green investment by the state in the economy, confirming that green 

investment and GDP growth are tightly coupled [10, 11]. Other studies substantiate the areas of 

responsible financial resource allocation to provide a balance of socio-ecological-economic 

development [12, 13]. 

Concerning the UK, many researchers point to the lack of funding for green innovation in Britain, 

and the need for expansion of sustainable investment [14, 15]. The capitalization of green solutions 

should accelerate the transition to green growth. Citizens, as a rule, play a crucial role in adapting 

green innovations. However, there is some latency in the civic energy sector in the UK, although its 

role is gradually increasing [16]. Despite the incentives and the apparent financial benefits of 

implementing such solutions, there is still a low demand for energy-efficient solutions. And an 

analysis of the petitions of British citizens gives that due confirmation. 

2.3. The text mining and e-petitions 

The existing machine analysis tools can fully categorize electronic petitions, semantic and 

linguistic analysis, and perform modeling of big unstructured data [17, 18]. The methodology for the 

content analysis of electronic petitions is discussed in detail by Hagen. Using LDA models, the author 

describes a structure for training and validating petition texts. According to Hagen [19], 87% of those 

generated with LDA models make sense. A slightly different modeling approach is used by Mundra et 

al. The authors tested their model on the database of India and US petitions, which were previously 

tokenized in three categories “problem, evidence and solution” [20]. 

The issues of evaluating the petitions of the population occupy the minds of many researchers in 

different countries. British scientists Clark and Lomax [21] study the popularity of individual petitions 

in the UK, based on a similar study of US citizens’ petitions. Their comparative analysis shows some 

mental differences in the popularity of petitions in the US and the UK. According to their research, 

linguistic factors do not significantly impact e-petitions in the UK and the US. The authors suggest 

that the popularity of petitions in the UK is justified by promoting social networks strategy when the 

petition can gain the largest number of signatures within the first 24 hours. An active surge in petition 

signing on the first day opens up the option of securing them as popular on the UK Government and 

Parliament website, which may further help collect additional signatures. Clark and Lomax [21] did 

not focus much on petition topics. Although they highlight the most popular petitions in different 

areas (including the energy sector), they do not categorize them. However, to find the critical 

problems, understand their interrelation, and assess citizens’ reaction to government initiatives, it is 

necessary to cluster the concepts and underlying petitions topics. 



Therefore, research questions arise about what petitions are being filed by the British regarding the 

UK Electrical Energy Initiatives, what issues are of concern to them, and what topics cause the most 

reaction from citizens? These questions formed the basis of this study. 

3. Methods 

The e-petitions dataset was uploaded from the UK Government and Parliament website. There was 

a total of 33436 petitions for 2017-2020 on the website, of which 24699 petitions were rejected, 8154 

were closed, 583 were open (Figure 1, a). The structured data in CSV format were used from the 

website to analyze the total number of petitions. In addition to the title, the links, and the petition's 

status (open, closed, or rejected), the petition's number of signatures was available in the 

automatically generated database [22]. The petition's full text, the dates of publication, and the closing 

of the petition were added manually.  

For our research on electrical energy in the UK, the 100 petitions were selected related to the 

energy sector issues, electricity generation from low-carbon sources, renewables (Figure 1, b). 

Petitions were collected using a keyword search, as there are no relevant petition groups on the site. 

 

  
a) b) 

Figure 1: State of e-petitions (Source: Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government 
and Parliament site, https://petition.parliament.uk) 

 

The LDA was used for topic modeling of the text of the petitions. The modeling process is 

formally well described, particularly in the paper of scientists from Korea [23]. The modeling for this 

research was carried out in the Python 3.6.12 software environment using various modules. The 

simulation scheme is shown in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2: Topic modeling of e-petitions (Source: Conducted by authors) 

 



4. Results and discussion 
4.1. Descriptive statistics of the datasets 

The words count statistics of petition titles in the UK 2017-2020 do not show significant variation. 

Titles of open, closed and rejected petitions have 10-11 words on average. Despite the varying size of 

the petition state database, the length of the petition titles is approximately the same. The title length 

for 75% of closed and rejected petitions consists of 13 words, while 75% of open ones have 12 words 

(Table 1). Due to the significant number of petitions, their distribution tends to normal (Figure 3). 

 

Table 1 
Descriptive statistics for words count of titles of petitions, the UK 2017-2020 (Source: Conducted by 
authors based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site, https://petition.parliament.uk) 

State Count Mean Std Min 25% 50% 75% Max 

closed 8154.0 10.881531 2.807744 1.0 9.0 11.0 13.0 19.0 
open 583.0 10.615780 2.618312 3.0 9.0 11.0 12.0 18.0 
rejected 24699.0 10.865703 3.053505 1.0 9.0 11.0 13.0 21.0 

 

However, an analysis of the full text of petitions on electric energy issues has already shown 

differences in the number of petition words. The standard deviation ranges from 22.5 words for open 

petitions to 44.6 words for rejected petitions. While for rejected petitions the maximum number of 

words was 237, the minimum was 31 words (Table 2). Due to the small dataset, the distribution of 

values tends to be more uniform without evident peaks (Figure 4). 

 

 
Figure 3: The distribution of the petition state, the UK 2017-2020 (Source: Conducted by authors 
based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site, https://petition.parliament.uk) 

 

Table 2 
Descriptive statistics for words count of the full-text of petitions on electrical energy issues, the UK 
2017-2020 (Source: Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament 
site, https://petition.parliament.uk) 

State Count Mean Std Min 25% 50% 75% Max 

closed 40.0 116.050000 38.178360 45.0 90.5 128.5 142.25 184.0 
open 3.0 125.666667 22.501852 108.0 113.0 118.0 134.50 151.0 
rejected 57.0 109.596491 44.648972 31.0 62.0 117.0 141.00 237.0 

 



 
Figure 4: The distribution of the petition state, the UK 2017-2020 (Source: Conducted by authors 
based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site, https://petition.parliament.uk) 

 

4.2. Text analysis of the datasets 

It is hard to say that e-petitions to the UK Government and Parliament are actively supported by 

the British. Only 510 petitions (1.53% of the total number petitions) got the required number of 

signatures to receive a response from the UK government. And only 90 petitions (0.27%) were 

considered for a debate in the UK Parliament. According to the study results, the UK population 

massively supported petitions that dealt with stressful and critical issues: the electoral voting system, 

Brexit, COVID-19. Several petitions regarding renewable energy sources also passed through the 

barrier. 

It can see similar results by analyzing the most popular unigrams of petitions (Figure 5). Among 

all unigrams, the third most used was ‘stop.’ The unigrams ‘no,’ ‘not,’ ‘ban,’ ‘leave’ have a negative 

meaning as well. This allows us to argue that the British are more active in registering petitions if 

there is a need to respond to unwanted influences than in the presence of comfortable and favorable 

conditions. It should be noted that the unigram ‘elect’ was the tenth most frequently used. However, 

the use of this unigram is more explained by changes in the electoral sphere than in energy. 

In the selected set of petitions on electrical energy issues, only one petition scored the required 

number of signatures to receive a response from the UK Government. All other petitions did not pass 

the barrier. This petition was related with the utility prices. Tellingly, the unigram ‘bill’ is the 

eleventh most frequently used in the sample of petitions on energy issues. In 2020, there has been a 

leap in the use of this unigram (Figure 6). Unfortunately, this was not connected with the energy 

efficiency calls, but because of the consequences of the COVID-19 pandemic, the most vulnerable 

parts of the population’s inability to pay utility bills. 

It is quite understandable that items ‘electr,’ ‘solar,’ ‘gas,’ ‘gener,’ ‘grid’ exist among the 21 most 

common unigrams of full-text petitions on energy issues. It should be clarified that the unigram 

‘gener’ is used in UK petitions in connection with aspects of traditional energy sources (for example, 

nuclear power) and the promotion of renewable energy production. 

The unigram ‘grid’ is found in petitions mainly in connected with the programs of building new 

houses with solar panels, and to develop more robust and reliable grids. The phrase ‘solar panels’ is 

mentioned over 30 times in petitions (Figure 7). 

There were petitions regarding the issues of power stations in Oxfordshire, onshore wind turbines, 

a grant from Ofgen, ‘direct investment in nuclear new build projects.’ However, these petitions did 

not collect the proper number of signatures also. Although on the trigram, these phrases are quite 

often expressed (Figure 8). 
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Figure 5: The unigram of the petition’s titles, the UK 2017-2020 (Source: Conducted by authors 
based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site, https://petition.parliament.uk) 

 

 
Figure 6: The unigram of the full-text petitions on electrical energy issues, the UK 2017-2020 
(Source: Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site, 
https://petition.parliament.uk) 

 

 



 
Figure 7: The bigram of the full-text petitions on electrical energy issues, the UK 2017-2020 (Source: 
Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site, 
https://petition.parliament.uk) 

 

 
Figure 8: The trigram of the full-text petitions on electrical energy issues, the UK 2017-2020 (Source: 
Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site, 
https://petition.parliament.uk) 

 

Before moving on to modeling petitions’ text, it is good to check connections between terms using 

the WordCloud (v.1.4.1). The authors generated a WordCloud object for 5000 words. Figure 9 

visually shows the relationship between the petitions’ most ‘valuable’ words listed above.  

 

 
Figure 9: The Word cloud of the full-text petitions common words on electrical energy issues, the UK 
2017-2020 (Source: Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament 
site, https://petition.parliament.uk) 

4.3. Topic modelling 

According to the found tokens, the Gensim's phrases class was used to group and model the most 

powerful words in UK petitions. This class of models belongs to LDA topic models. The results for 

the 15 models are presented in Table 3.  



 

Table 3 
Topic models’ parameters of the full-text of petitions on electrical energy issues, the UK 2017-2020 
(Source: Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site, 
https://petition.parliament.uk) 

Topic 
mod. 

No 

Topic model parameters 

1 '0.020*"electricity" +0.015*"price" +0.015*"windfarm" +0.015*"offshore" +0.013*"grid"+ 
+ 0.013*"covid" + 0.012*"gas" + 0.011*"time" + 0.011*"reduce" +0.011*"energy" 

2 '0.028*"price" + 0.020*"pump" + 0.020*"oil" + 0.012*"grid" + 0.012*"line" +  
+0.012*"national" + 0.012*"transport" + 0.011*"fuel" + 0.010*"pay" + 0.008*"barrel" 

3 0.015*"energy" + 0.015*"solar" + 0.015*"payment" + 0.014*"people" + 0.013*"work" +  
+ 0.012*"make" + 0.012*"gas" + 0.012*"pay" + 0.012*"bill" + 0.011*"power" 

4 0.016*"water" + 0.016*"electricity" + 0.013*"waste" + 0.013*"plastic" +0.013*"charge" + 
+ 0.013*"worker" + 0.013*"fuel" + 0.011*"energy" + 0.011*"bill" + 0.011*"gas" 

5 0.036*"nuclear" + 0.033*"power" + 0.031*"solar" + 0.029*"build" + 0.027*"new" +  
+ 0.024*"home" + 0.021*"station" + 0.016*"generation" + 0.015*"world" + 0.013*"panel" 

6 0.031*"pay" + 0.020*"bill" + 0.016*"energy" + 0.014*"charge" + 0.014*"people" +  
+ 0.013*"freeze" + 0.013*"exam" + 0.013*"work" + 0.013*"water" + 0.012*"gas" 

7 0.026*"energy" + 0.023*"electricity" + 0.021*"gas" + 0.015*"renewable" + 0.014*"tidal" + 
+0.013*"source" +0.012*"government" +0.011*"home" + 0.011*"reduce" + 0.009*"make" 

8 0.052*"energy" + 0.019*"home" + 0.018*"electricity" + 0.016*"solar" + 0.013*"tariff" +  
+ 0.013*"renewable" + 0.012*"gas" + 0.011*"reduce" +0.008*"work" +0.008*"household" 

9 0.024*"people" + 0.014*"project" + 0.013*"bill" + 0.012*"electricity" + 0.010*"deal" +  
+ 0.010*"rent" + 0.009*"gas" + 0.008*"lose" + 0.008*"support" + 0.008*"home" 

10 0.026*"energy" + 0.025*"solar" + 0.019*"panel" + 0.018*"electricity" + 0.015*"would" +  
+ 0.015*"supplier" + 0.015*"cost" + 0.011*"broadband" + 0.011*"sustainable" +  
+ 0.011*"produce" 

11 0.024*"company" + 0.024*"gas" + 0.016*"power" + 0.014*"time" + 0.012*"support" +  
+ 0.011*"need" + 0.009*"everyone" + 0.009*"electricity" + 0.008*"utility" + 0.008*"work" 

12 0.033*"solar" + 0.028*"panel" + 0.017*"make" + 0.016*"plant" + 0.016*"tax" + 
+0.015*"build" + 0.014*"new" + 0.014*"house" + 0.014*"would" +0.012*"electricity" 

13 0.024*"power" + 0.022*"turbine" + 0.019*"hydrogen" + 0.016*"energy" + 0.015*"solar" + 
+0.014*"home"+0.013*"fuel" +0.011*"wind" +0.011*"produce" +0.011*"climate_change" 

14 0.039*"home" + 0.025*"solar" + 0.025*"rooftop" + 0.018*"owner" + 0.018*"site" +  
+ 0.014*"resident" + 0.011*"electricity" + 0.011*"year" + 0.011*"energy" + 0.011*"grid" 

15 0.020*"build" + 0.019*"power" + 0.015*"sea" + 0.015*"impact" + 0.015*"process" +  
+0.014*"stop" +0.014*"development" +0.014*"bradwell" +0.013*"new" +0.012*"nuclear" 

 

To interpret UK petitions' simulation results, the intertopic distance map was built using the 

pyLDAvis package (Figure 10). Some words (energy, solar, electricity, home, gas) occur quite often 



in topics. For example, the word ‘grid’ better describes the first topic, ‘energy’ the third, 

‘development’ the fifth, ‘bill’ the sixth. The map visually shows that the first topic model describes 

13.2% of tokens. This model also considers the British's critical questions regarding the reduction of 

utility bills for energy resources for households (electricity, and gas). Moreover, the first model 

explains one of the most talked-about government energy initiatives by the British – the installation of 

personal solar panels in citizens' homes. 

 

 
Figure 10: The intertopic distance map of the full-text petitions common words on electrical energy 
issues, the UK 2017-2020 (Source: Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government and 
Parliament site, https://petition.parliament.uk)  

 

Figure 11 presents the results of the number of topics estimating in a corpus. When interpreting the 

results, one can say that the optimal value will be 15 topics in the corpus. In this case, the score of the 

mean coherence will be 0.383. 

 

 
Figure 11:  The coherence value of the full-text petitions topic models on electrical energy issues, the 
UK 2017-2020 (Source: Conducted by authors based on the Petitions UK Government and 
Parliament site, https://petition.parliament.uk)  

 



Usually, the mean coherence score gives good results for choosing the number of topics [24, 25]. 

However, for this sample of petitions, the evaluation did not show a stable and steady increase in the 

indicator's values – the results change with a certain level of periodicity.   

5. Conclusions 

In recent years, the UK Government and Parliament have implemented many electrical energy 

initiatives. Not all of them found citizens' support, and some projects received active opponents 

among the British. 

But there were successful projects accepted by the population. Based on machine analysis of a 

sample of petitions, it can be seen that the British have responded positively to the construction of 

new homes with solar panels and the conversion of old buildings to use renewable energy sources. 

The leap in petition registration on the energy industry aspects happened in 2020. Unfortunately, 

this was not connected with the energy efficiency calls, but because of the consequences of the 

COVID-19 pandemic, the most vulnerable parts of the population’s inability to pay utility bills. A 

critical issue for the British was reducing utilities’ prices for energy resources (electricity and gas). 

Also, citizens’ complaints express dissatisfaction with the unjustifiably expensive financing of 

energy initiatives, the construction of new power plants, the imposition of smart meters with a 

subsequent increase in bills for their use. 

There were also petitions concerning power plants in Oxfordshire, onshore wind turbines, an 

Ofgen grant, ‘direct investment in nuclear new build projects.’ However, public interest was low in 

implementing such projects; there was a lack of understanding of their effectiveness. As seen from the 

textual analysis of the petitions, there is a need for a more comprehensive information campaign on 

energy initiatives in the UK in the future. And the LDA models can be easily used to understand the 

opinions of the population on government initiatives. 

6. Acknowledgements 

Authors appreciate the copyright holder: ©️ Crown, and to the source of the extracted data which is 

the Petitions UK Government and Parliament site @ https://petition.parliament.uk/. The data contains 

public sector information licensed under the Open Government License v3.0. 

This work were supported by the Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine (the project No. 

0119U100766 “The optimization model of smart and secure energy grids building: an innovative 

technologies of enterprises and regions ecologisation”), and National Research Foundation of Ukraine 

(the project No. 0120U104807 “Stochastic modelling of road map for harmonizing national and 

European standards for energy market regulation in the transition to a circular and carbon-free 

economy”).  

 

7. References 

[1] GOV.UK, Leading on clean growth: the government response to the committee on climate 

change's 2019 progress report to parliament – reducing UK emissions, 2019. URL:  

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file

/839555/CCS0819884374-

001_Government_Response_to_the_CCC_Progress_Report_2019_Web_Accessible.pdf. 

[2] D. J. Hess, K. P. Brown, Green tea: clean-energy conservatism as a countermovement, 

Environmental Sociology 3(1) (2017) 64-75. doi:10.1080/23251042.2016.1227417. 

[3] P. Balaraman, ICT and IT initiatives in public governance − benchmarking and insights from 

Ethiopia, Business Ethics and Leadership 2(1) (2018) 14-31. doi:10.21272/bel.2(1).14-31.2018. 

[4] M. A. Subeh, V. Boychenko, Causes, features and consequences of financial crises: a 

retrospective cross-country analysis, Financial Markets, Institutions and Risks 2(2) (2018) 111-

122. doi:10.21272/fmir.2(2).111-122.2018. 



[5] S. Kolosok, V. Dementov, S. Korol, O. Panchenko, Public policy and international investment 

position in European integration of Ukraine, Journal of Applied Economic Sciences Volume 

13(8) (2018) 2375-2384. 

[6] T. Vasilyeva, O. Kuzmenko, V. Bozhenko, O. Kolotilina, Assessment of the dynamics of 

bifurcation transformations in the economy, in: A. Kiv, S. Semerikov, V. Soloviev, 

L. Kibalnyk, H. Danylchuk, A. Matviychuk (Eds.), Proceedings of the 8th International 

Conference on Monitoring, Modeling and Management of Emergent Economy: Experimental 

Economics and Machine Learning for Prediction of Emergent Economy Dynamics, M3E2-

EEMLPEED, Odessa, Ukraine, 2019, pp. 134-146. URL:  http://ceur-ws.org/Vol-

2422/paper11.pdf. 

[7] P. Midttun, B. Piccini, Facing the climate and digital challenge: European energy industry from 

boom to crisis and transformation, Energy Policy 108 (2017) 330-343. 

doi:10.1016/j.enpol.2017.05.046. 

[8] H. Song, X. Li, X. Zhang, Analysis of factors affecting investment of power grid enterprises in 

the era of energy transformation, in: Proceedings of the 2019 International Conference on 

Economic Management and Cultural Industry, Atlantis Press, Shenzhen, China, 2019, pp. 1050-

1055. doi:10.2991/aebmr.k.191217.181. 

[9] The National Archives, Energy Act, 2013. URL:  

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/32/contents. 

[10] K. B. Kouassi, Public spending and economic growth in developing countries: a synthesis, 

Financial Markets, Institutions and Risks 2(2) (2018) 22-30. doi:10.21272/fmir.2(2).22-30.2018. 

[11] S. Kolosok, I. Myroshnychenko, H. Mishenina, I. Yarova, Renewable energy innovation in 

Europe: energy efficiency analysis, in: J. Abouchabaka, S. Bourekkadi, O. Omari, K. Slimani 

(Eds.), Proceedings of the 9th International Conference on Innovation, Modern Applied Science 

& Environmental Studies (ICIES2020), volume 234 of E3S Web of Conferences, EDP Sciences, 

Kenitra, Morocco, 2021. URL: https://www.e3s-

conferences.org/articles/e3sconf/pdf/2021/10/e3sconf_icies2020_00021.pdf. 

doi:10.1051/e3sconf/202123400021. 

[12] R. Louis, A new economic order for global prosperity, SocioEconomic Challenges 1(2) (2017) 

52-59. doi:10.21272/sec.1(2).52-59.2017. 

[13] S. Kolosok, I. Myroshnychenko, L. Zakharkina, Open data in electrical energy balancing of 

Ukraine: Green deal and security aspects, in: Proceedings of the ICT in Education, Research and 

Industrial Applications. Integration, Harmonization and Knowledge Transfer (ICTERI 2020), 

volume 2732 of CEUR Workshop Proceedings, RWTH Aachen University, Kharkiv, Ukraine, 

2020, pp. 270-281. URL: http://ceur-ws.org/Vol-2732/20200270.pdf. 

[14] S. Hafner, A. Jones, A. Anger-Kraavi, J. Pohl, Closing the green finance gap – a systems 

perspective, Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions 34 (2020) 26-60. 

doi:10.1016/j.eist.2019.11.007. 

[15] F. G. Li, E. Trutnevyte, Investment appraisal of cost-optimal and near-optimal pathways for the 

UK electricity sector transition to 2050, Applied energy 189 (2017) 89-109. 

doi:10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.12.047. 

[16] S. Hall, T. J. Foxon, R. Bolton, Financing the civic energy sector: how financial institutions 

affect   ownership models in Germany and the United Kingdom, Energy Research & Social 

Science 12  (2016) 5-15. doi:10.1016/j.erss.2015.11.004. 

[17] S. D. Clark, M. A. Morris, N. Lomax, Estimating the outcome of UKs referendum on EU 

membership using e-petition data and machine learning algorithms, Journal of Information 

Technology & Politics 15(4) (2018) 344-357. doi:10.1080/19331681.2018.1491926. 

[18] M. Westerlund, O. Olaneye, M. Rajahonka, S. Leminen, Topic modelling on e-petition data to 

understand service innovation resistance, in: Proceedings of the ISPIM Connects Ottawa, ISPIM, 

Ottawa, Canada, 2019, pp. 1-13. 

[19] L. Hagen, Content analysis of e-petitions with topic modeling: How to train and evaluate LDA 

models?, Information Processing and Management 54(6) (2018) 1292-1307. 

doi:10.1016/j.ipm.2018.05.006. 

[20] S. Mundra, M. Sinha, S. Kumar, S. Mannarswamy, Mining & summarizing e-petitions for 

enhanced understanding of public opinion, in: Proceedings of the 27th ACM International 



Conference on Information and Knowledge Management, CIKM '18, Association for Computing 

Machinery, Turin, Italy, 2018, pp. 1695-1698. doi:10.1145/3269206.3269246. 

[21] S. D. Clark, N. Lomax, Linguistic and semantic factors in government e-petitions: a comparison 

between the united kingdom and the United States of America, Government Information 

Quarterly 37(4) (2020). doi:10.1016/j.giq.2020.101523. 

[22] UK Government and Parliament e-petitions website, 2020. URL:  https://petition.parliament.uk. 

[23] J. Lee, J. H. Kang, S. Jun, H. Lim, D. Jang, S. Park, Ensemble modeling for sustainable 

technology transfer, Sustainability 10(7) (2018). doi:10.3390/su10072278. 

[24] S. Syed, M. Spruit, Selecting priors for latent dirichlet allocation, in: Proceedings of the 12th 

IEEE International Conference on Semantic Computing (ICSC 2018), IEEE Computer Society, 

Laguna Hills, USA, 2018, pp. 194-202. doi:10.1109/ICSC.2018.00035. 

[25] M. E. Roberts, B. M. Stewart, D. Tingley, Stm: An R package for structural topic models, 

Journal of Statistical Software 91 (2019) doi:10.18637/jss.v091.i02. 

 


