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What is Implied Range?

Implied Range is an estimate of the maximum potential distance a
vehicle could travel on a full charge. We calculate this by dividing
the kilometres travelled on a day by the percentage of the actual
charge used.

Implied Range Relative To Manufacturer Stated Range*
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*In addition to temperature, range depends on terrain, payload, traffic and driving style
Individual and select groups of vehicles can be viewed on the interactive dashboard.

Cold weather increased energy consumption by 30 percent on average.
This reduced the distance the electric truck could travel on a single
charge in winter.
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Increased payload was associated with increased energy consumption. Adding more
weight increased the energy consumption for both electric and gas vehicles in the
summer and in the winter. As seen below, the effect was more pronounced for the
electric vehicles in the winter. This may indicate that cold weather can amplify the
energy consumption effects of other draws on the battery. This observation may also be
influenced by a smaller winter sample size.
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The BEVs were more energy efficient but were impacted more by temperature compared
to the internal combustion (ICE) vans. The BEVs consumed 30 percent more energy in the
winter compared to the summer, while the ICE vehicles had 10 percent higher fuel
consumption in the summer compared fo the winter.


https://goelectricbc.gov.bc.ca/data-class4-db



