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With high predictability and a consistent energy availability profile,
Tidal Stream (TS) could play an important part in the optimal future
low-carbon energy mix, improving the supply reliability and system
resilience through diversification of renewable energy supplementing
wind and solar power. This paper summarises key findings from UK
studies on the benefits of TS by assessing its impact on the overall
energy system. The studies use the Integrated Whole Energy System
(IWES) model to minimise the overall cost of the 2050 GB energy
system with and without TS under different scenarios while respecting
the net-zero emission target and reliability requirement. The results
show that TS could displace some capacity of mid-merit or peaking
plants, indicating some capacity value of offshore wind and lowering
the levelised cost of wind power because of lower system integration
costs. Diversifying energy resources and improving flexibility are
crucial to coping with low-carbon energy resource variation. The
studies also demonstrate that the value of TS by 2050 should be
around £50 per MW per h, and this cost target could be achieved if a
sufficient learning rate (10—15%) with 10 GW of installed capacity
could be obtained in the transition period. Other sensitivity studies
provide insight into the impact of location, heat decarbonisation
pathways, lower annual wind capacity factor, system flexibility, and
interconnection capacity on TS's wider energy system benefits.

A. Introduction

The world’s energy system is facing unprecedented challenges
over the next few decades. Meeting the carbon emission
reduction targets will require intensive expansion of low-
carbon electricity generation technologies, such as renewables
(wind, PV, marine, biomass), nuclear and Carbon Capture and
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UK studies on the wider energy system benefits of
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Storage (CCS) and decarbonisation of heat and transport sectors.
While PV and wind power, with a strong emphasis on offshore
wind, have had the most capacity installed, these intermittent
variable sources have complex system integration challenges,
especially due to increased balancing and reserve requirements
and long-term reliability, security, and resilience issues against
extreme weather conditions." Therefore, diversification of energy
resources is crucial while improving system flexibility to cope
with variations in low-carbon energy resources.

In this context, Tidal Stream (TS) technologies could be part
of the future energy mix, improving its diversity due to the low
correlation between the tidal energy profile with PV and the
wind profile.> Research is emerging that shows the adoption of
tidal stream power can enhance supply-demand balancing®*
and reduce power variability in the future UK energy mix.> TS
has predictable daily power output profiles and can be fore-
casted long-term with high accuracy. This certainty in future
supply means tidal stream has the potential to provide energy
security benefits by providing a reliable domestic energy source
that reduces reliance on volatile energy imports. Optimised
design of tidal arrays® tend to be close to shore (<5 km),
reducing vessel fuel costs and the cost of subsea cables. They
have also benefitted from offshore wind innovations and supply
chain improvements, and there are conceptual similarities (for
example, the horizontal axis turbine and foundations). Whilst
these benefits are becoming better understood, it remains
unclear how they will impact energy systems, thereby affecting
the future viability of tidal stream energy.

TS is yet to break into the mainstream. Across the world,
progress to date has largely been individual device deployments
to demonstrate proof of concept. Only two TS arrays are
deployed in the UK: MeyGen in the Pentland Firth (owned by
SIMEC Atlantis Energy) and the Shetland Array (owned by Nova
Innovation). As of January 2022, there was only 11.5 MW in the
water across Europe.” The main reason for low levels of
installed capacity to date has been the relatively high costs of
the technology, as devices must be designed to survive the
harsh tidal currents and wave conditions, which exposes
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devices to high loading. These extreme elements also make
installation, operations and maintenance more challenging.

In the UK, the tidal stream industry had limited access to
revenue support in the past, with developers primarily relying
on grant funding, crowdfunding and private investment. This is
set to change: with £20 M per annum ringfenced by the UK
Government in Contract-for-Difference (CfD) Allocation Round
4 (AR4), 40 MW of new tidal capacity is expected to be
commissioned by 2026-27.%° If the industry can show success-
ful tidal projects, following a credible cost reduction pathway
and demonstrating reliable operation, this should allow parti-
cipation in future CfD rounds and unlock further technological
innovation and investment from the private sector. It is esti-
mated that after the TS sector has achieved 1 GW of cumulative
installed capacity, its LCoE will have dropped from its current
level (of about £250-300 per MW per h) to £90 per MW per h."°

However, as TS is relatively new, it has been unclear how the
penetration of such technology will impact the overall energy
system and what is needed to facilitate its cost-effective inte-
gration into the incumbent and future systems. The current
energy system modelling has often disregarded tidal stream
energy completely."* Given the nascent nature of the industry,
energy system models often are not designed to quantify the
benefits that TS may provide. For example, energy system
models implementing insufficient spatial and temporal granu-
lation would not capture the benefits of diversifying wind and
solar PV with TS in different locations and miss system-
defining extreme events, such as unexpected lulls in the wind
resource.'”

A multi-faceted assessment of the practical contribution of
TS to the GB future energy mix was reported in ref. 13. While it
tried to address the whole-system cost of TS technologies, the
studies did not use coherent models to analyse the impact of TS
on the investment and operation of the whole-energy systems
considering the strong interaction with other infrastructures
such as hydrogen and carbon capture and storage (CCS). This
paper addresses these shortcomings and aims to evaluate and
analyse TS’s wider energy system benefits in the UK, consider-
ing different future energy system development scenarios. This
paper presents the findings from the studies. The contribution
of this paper is twofold:

- It provides a framework to analyse the value of tidal stream
technology quantitatively using a multi-energy system holistic
approach that optimises investment and system operation in
electricity, hydrogen, heat and CCS systems simultaneously.

- It summarises the key findings from the related work in
the Tidal Stream Industrial Energiser (TIGER) project in the UK
context.™

B. Analytical approach

TS’ system benefits are derived by subtracting the system costs
of a system without TS as a counterfactual and with TS. The
system implications are determined by comparing the optimal
portfolio of energy infrastructure and operation between the
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two cases. The energy systems are optimised for each case using
the Integrated Whole-Energy System (IWES) model. The following
provides an overview of the IWES model, but the detailed for-
mulation and description of the model can be found in ref. 15.

IWES is formulated as a large linear-programming-based
optimisation problem to minimise the overall system costs
(CAPEX and OPEX) of electricity, gas/hydrogen, heating and
Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS) systems, as shown in Fig. 1.
The model optimises the system’s hourly operation across a
year and long-term investment decisions concurrently by max-
imising the synergies across multi-energy systems, respecting
the operating, reliability, and carbon emissions constraints.
IWES also optimises the technical needs for real-time supply
and demand balancing, including frequency regulation and
balancing reserve (seconds and minutes timescale), while con-
sidering critically essential changes in the system inertia. This
aspect is vital for a zero-carbon energy system with a high share
of renewables.

The model also includes modelling local district heating
systems and national/international energy infrastructure,
including energy-flow exchanges with mainland Europe via
interconnectors. For this study, the GB energy system model
is divided into 14 regions following the distribution network"®
to provide sufficient spatial granularity to capture the regional
RES, energy demand, distributed flexibility, an energy network
characteristics. This modelling approach is essential since
those aspects are intertwined and must be analysed simulta-
neously in the whole-energy system context with sufficient
temporal and spatial granularity.

IWES optimises the whole energy supply chain from the
supply portfolio, transmission and distribution infrastructure,
and energy storage to capture all interactions. The model also
considers the dynamic parameters and technical limitations of
the selected portfolio of energy sources and flexibility technol-
ogies. The benefits of system flexibility provision can be ana-
lysed across various energy vectors.

Several UK studies have applied the IWES model to investi-
gate the value of long-duration energy storage,"® the value of
system flexibility and the benefits of hydrogen and electricity
integration involving electrolysers and hydrogen-fuelled power
generation,"” to evaluate the performance and system implica-
tions of different heat decarbonisation pathways,"® and identify
the system integration cost of renewables."

C. Case studies
Energy system background

The energy system infrastructure and operation in IWES are
optimised to meet the 2050 annual energy demand (Fig. 2) and
net-zero emissions requirements as described in ref. 20. More
detailed information about the approaches, data, and key
assumptions can be found in ref. 14.

The UK is assumed to be energy positive at the annual level
(total annual demand is less or equal to annual production),
and the interconnectors are used for short-term energy/power

© 2023 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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Fig. 1 The Integrated Whole Energy System (IWES) Model. Notes: SMR: Steam Methane Reformer; CCS: Carbon Capture and Storage; DACCS: Direct Air
CCS, TES: Thermal Energy Storage; HV/LV: High voltage, Low Voltage; b-Networks: Distribution networks. Renewable energy includes wind, PV, hydro,

and Tidal Stream technologies.

exchanges with adjacent countries. IWES also contains the
simplified modelling of continental Europe and Ireland, so
the power exchanges depend on dynamically changing opera-
tional requirements in those systems. It implies that different
system needs may trigger export and import constraints. The
study also assumes heat and transport will be decarbonised
through electrification and hydrogen for fuel and heating.

1,224

125 Domestic electricity (non-transport/heat)
668 Total electricity
243 Non-domestic electricity (non-transport/heat)
283 Domestic space heating
g i @ ) Total heat and
Non-domestic space heating 57, cooling
66 Domestic water heating
28 Non-domestic water heating
106 Industry low temperature heating
6 Industry high temperature heating
“Electric cooling
Transport electricity demand
+199

Total transport

88 Other H2 demand (HGV, shipping, aviation and others

Fig. 2 2050 GB annual energy demand (TW h year™%)."/
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Tidal stream potential locations and capacities

TS’s potential locations and capacities were selected according to
22 sites considered in ref. 21. The location of the sites, alongside
an additional 22 sites identified as potentially suitable for TS
energy extraction,'® are shown in Fig. 3. Whilst it is acknowledged
that the additional 22 sites will augment the total TS energy
resource, the focus of this paper is on the 22 sites originally
considered by the Carbon Trust®® because the additional 22 sites
tend to have a smaller energy resource that is more uncertain at
this stage of their development. The study provides locations and
annual production estimates for sites across the UK, subject to
environmental constraints. Potential installed capacities (Table 1)
and the locations (Fig. 3) are inferred from the reported annual
energy yield by assuming projects are deployed to operate with an
average capacity factor of 40% following the design of MeyGen’s
turbine.*® A higher capacity factor (50%) could be achieved, as
reported in ref. 23.

Depth-averaged tidal flow speed data with a duration of
1 month was obtained for each site from regional-scale hydro-
dynamic models, locally refined to a resolution of circa 50 m
within prospective tidal array sites.”> Harmonic extrapolation
was implemented to extend the data sets to 1 year at a 30 minute
resolution. The annual flow speed data sets were used to derive
the power time series for each farm. The rated power of each
farm dictated its maximum power output. A turbine cut-in speed
of 1 m s~! was implemented. These constraints amount to a
baseline installed capacity of 11.8 GW aligned to.”* Based on
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those data, The University of Plymouth generated a set of power
time series for farms at each site.

Impact on energy system costs

The studies consider three TS deployment scenarios (Low: 5.9 W,
Core: 11.8 GW, and high: 17 GW) by uniformly scaling the tidal
capacities in Table 1 to reach the total capacity target. The
impact of TS on the system costs is shown in Fig. 4. In each
scenario, the impact of TS on different system component costs
is quantified and analysed. All cost figures were expressed in the
real value of GBP(£) in 2020. The positive changes in Fig. 4 mean
additional system costs and the negative changes mean cost
savings due to TS. It is worth highlighting that TS CAPEX is not
considered in this study as it aims to identify the gross benefits
of TS and the range of its LCOE target.

The modelling results demonstrate that TS reduces:

- The total generation CAPEX (both low and non-low carbon
technologies) by 0.6 — 1.7 £ bn per year depending on low/core/
high scenarios.

- Electricity OPEX due to less gas and biomass fuel usage in
the electricity sector.

- CAPEX of carbon removal technologies such as DACCS and
CAPEX of carbon storage - the results indicate that the indirect
impact of TS in these cases is to reduce residual emissions and
sequestered Carbon; therefore, the cost of offsetting emissions
and storing Carbon becomes lower.

In addition, TS also increases the revenue from exporting
electricity from GB to Europe.

On the other hand, some system costs increase, for example:

- CAPEX of transmission by around £0.1 bn per year due to
the locations of TS.

792 | Energy Adv, 2023, 2, 789-796
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- CAPEX and OPEX of hydrogen production technologies
from gas and biomass due to a shift from biomass for electricity
to hydrogen production; this will be discussed in the next
section.

The analyses above indicate the system components affected
by TS. It is worth highlighting that most of the TS impacts are
related to savings in energy infrastructure investment costs
(CAPEX-related), indicating the long-term value of TS. Savings
in OPEX are between 13% and 22% of the total TS energy
system benefits. The results imply that the TS CAPEX should be
below the gross system benefits for the investment to be
justified.

Impact on the power generation mix

As shown in the previous figure, the largest impact of TS is on
electricity generation costs, indicating some changes in the
optimal generation mix proposed by the model. The changes in
the power generation portfolio due to TS are depicted in Fig. 5.

The modelling results suggest the following:

- TS can substitute a mix of generation technologies such as
offshore wind (the most affected), PV, biomass CCS, hydrogen
CCGT (H2 CCGT) and conventional CCGT using natural gas
(NG CCGT). Since TS can displace dispatchable generation
capacity (CCGT), the model indicates that TS has a 20-30%
capacity value, ie. the ratio of firm generation capacity (e.g
controllable plants such as CCGT and biomass) that can be
displaced and TS installed capacity. The result should be taken
cautiously because the core study assumes certain flexibility
from demand response and distributed storage, which helps
improve the capacity credit of variable renewable generation.

© 2023 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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Table 1 List of potential TS capacities

Array power

Project name Country capacity (MW)

Orkney

Westray Firth Scotland 260

North Ronaldsay Firth Scotland 70

Pentland Firth

Pentland Firth Shallow Scotland 352

Pentland Firth Deep Scotland 4700

Northern Ireland

Strangford Lough Northern 40
Ireland

East Raithlin Sound Northern 35
Ireland

Raithlin Island Northern 62
Ireland

West Coast

West Islay + Islay Scotland 690

Kyle Rhea Scotland 20

Mull of Kintyre Scotland 120

Mull of Galloway Scotland 100

Wales

Holyhead (Morlais) Wales 560

Ramsey Island Wales 130

Uwchmynydd (Bardsey) Wales 6

England

Bristol Channel - Minehead England 125

Bristol Channel - Barry & Mackenzie = England 65

Shoal

English Channel

Portland Bill England 30

Isle of Wight England 300

Alderney Race Channel 3600
Islands

Big Russel Channel 11
Islands

East Casquets Channel 425
Islands

West Casquets Channel 140
Islands

Total (all projects) 11841

- There is also a reduction in NG CCGT capacity leading to
less electricity OPEX and the cost of storing Carbon from
Carbon Capture and Storage units and offsetting residual
emissions by using DACCS, as shown in Fig. 4.

- TS is not a substitute for nuclear power generation. Even
with a high TS penetration (17 GW), the reduction in nuclear
capacity is very modest, i.e. around 0.2 GW. The results indicate
that the model does not suggest that TS displace nuclear’s role
as a baseload low-carbon generation and firm capacity.

Most of the benefits are CAPEX related, indicating the long-
term value of TS supported by the long-term predictability of TS
energy with high accuracy. This contrasts with other renewable
technologies, such as wind and solar PV, whose annual energy
outputs vary substantially.

Optimised tidal stream capacity as a function of its LCOE

There is still uncertainty about the future cost of TS as it
continues to be developed and is yet to be deployed on a mass

© 2023 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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scale. In this context, various sensitivity studies are carried out
to understand the impact of various TS Levelised Cost of Energy
values (LCOE) on its deployment and energy system costs.
Earlier, the per-unit energy of TS gross system benefits (excluding
the TS costs) was calculated at around 48.88-55.27 £ per MW per h,
with the range of capacity installed between 5.9 GW and 17 GW.
In this study, the optimisation model was run considering the

Energy Adv., 2023, 2, 789-796 | 793
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Table 2 Locations of TS deployment

LCOE of TS
Location £40 per MW per h  £50 per MW per h
Scotland and Northern Island 5678 23
Wales 2088 401
England and Channel Islands 13051 2663
Total (MW) 20816 3088

levelized cost of TS. Three LCOE figures are used: £40 per MW per h,
£50 per MW per h, and £75 per MW per h, and the model proposes
20.8 GW, 3.1 GW, and no TS capacity, respectively. The locations of
TS proposed by the model are summarised in Table 2.

The results align with the previous analyses as they indicate
that the range of TS LCOE should be between £40 per MW per h
and £50 per MW per h to compete against other technologies.
It is worth highlighting that even at £50 per MW per h, which is
around £15 per MW per h (43%) higher than the LCOE of
offshore wind assumed in the study (i.e. £35 per MW per h), the
model still proposes 3.1 GW of TS. It demonstrates that TS will
have more benefit to the system than installing additional wind
as it improves diversity in renewable outputs. The model con-
siders the system integration cost of technologies, including TS
and wind. As the system integration cost increases with higher
renewable penetration, TS becomes competitive against the
additional renewable capacity at a certain point.

How does this align with cost projections?

Arguably the main finding from the study was the establish-
ment of a £50 per MW per h breakeven tidal stream LCOE by
2050. While certain aspects of the tidal technology could
warrant a cost premium (for example, the high predictability),
from a purely economic perspective, this is the level that the
tidal technology must reach to reduce the overall energy
system costs.

The current LCOE of the tidal stream is generally considered
to be between 150 and 200 £ per MW per h, depending on the
technology and site conditions.>® This is reflected by the
administrative strike price for AR4 at £179 per MW per h. It
is worth noting that the strike price is expected to be higher
than LCoE because the subsidy is designed for 15 years, not the
25 year project life that is usually assumed for tidal stream
projects. The sector has seen a rapid cost decrease in the last
five years, even without revenue support. LCOE in 2015 was
estimated at $440 per MW per h by Bloomberg New Energy
Finance (BNEF),’ equivalent to £380 per MW per h in 2021
currency. From 2015 to 2022, this implies a significant 53%
LCOE reduction, despite only a handful of turbine installations.
Coles et al. state that the industry has achieved a learning rate of
26% during the early phases of development and that TS could
dip below £150 per MW per h by 2030, based on a mid-range
learning rate of 17%).” Projections by the Offshore Renewable
Energy Catapult estimated that tidal stream LCOE could reach
£90 per MW per h by the time 1 GW has been installed, which
could be achieved by the early 2030 s if upcoming projects can
capitalise on the strong sector headwinds at present. A 10-15%
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learning rate would be enough to achieve an LCOE of £50 per
MW per h by 2050 (assuming 10 GW installed), which compares
favourably to learning rates seen for more established technol-
ogies. A similar conclusion was obtained in the feasibility study
and cost-benefit analysis of tidal energy for Ireland.>

Sensitivity studies

Various sensitivity studies have been performed and analysed
to identify and understand the key drivers influencing the value
of TS from the energy system perspective. Given the space
limitation, the key findings of the sensitivity analyses are
extracted and summarised in this paper. More detailed infor-
mation about the results of sensitivity studies can be found in*®
and in our report on TIGER’s project website.'* The key findings
are as follows.

- The gross system benefits of TS are location specific. TS in
England and Wales has around 2.5-4% higher value than TS in
Scotland. The TS value of Scotland is slightly lower due to
transmission investment requirements to transport power from
Scotland to England, where the bulk of demand is located.

- The gross system benefits of TS will also depend on how
the heat demand will be decarbonised. The benefits of TS in the
pathways with high electricity demand, such as deep electrifi-
cation and hybrid heating, are ~50% higher than in the
hydrogen pathway.

- A lower annual offshore wind capacity factor intensifies
the system benefits of TS and vice versa. The gross system
benefits of TS with a 52% offshore wind capacity factor
obtained from a low wind year are 40% higher than those in
a system with the median wind (60% average). On the other
hand, having a 64% wind capacity factor in a high wind year
will reduce the system benefits of TS by 20%.

- The gross system benefit of TS is higher when the energy
system flexibility is low. The results also suggest that the
storage requirements to maximise the value of TS is relatively
small from the system perspective.

- Increasing interconnection capacity will reduce the gross
system benefits of TS from £2 bn per year to £1.7 bn per year as
the system flexibility increases.

Conclusions

Tidal Stream (TS) technologies provide alternative low-carbon
energy sources that seamlessly integrate with other low-carbon
technologies in net-zero emission systems. While TS can be
operated in synergy with other technologies, it also competes
and could displace a mix of generation technologies such as
offshore wind, biomass with CCS, gas and hydrogen power
generation. The predictability and consistent output profiles of
TS improve the capacity value of TS. TS variability could be
firmed with energy storage, but its portfolio should be opti-
mised from the whole-energy system perspective.

The study has established a 2050 cost target of £50 per MW
per h for TS. The figures are system-specific and depend on the
assumptions of other technologies. This could be achieved by

© 2023 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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2050, subject to a 10-15% learning rate and 10 GW of TS
installed capacity, assuming further support and deployment
of this technology. Most of the benefits are CAPEX related,
indicating the long-term value of TS supported by the long-term
predictability of TS energy with high accuracy. This contrasts
with other renewable technologies, such as wind and solar PV,
whose annual energy outputs vary substantially. While TS
mostly affects the electricity system, where most system bene-
fits are derived, the studies also demonstrate and quantify the
indirect impact of TS technologies on the hydrogen system, gas
usage, and carbon removal and storage requirements. TS
reduces residual emissions and the volume of sequestered
carbon; therefore, the costs of offsetting emissions and storing
carbon become less. The results highlight the sector coupling
between electricity and other system components, and there-
fore, the value of TS (or any new) technologies should be
assessed in a holistic manner considering its impact on the
whole energy system.

Author contributions

D. Pudjianto is the main and corresponding author. He per-
formed the studies and the analyses. C. Frost administered the
research work, while the TS scenario and data were provided by
D. Coles and A. Angeloudis. G. Smart and G. Strbac contributed
to the policy discussion and findings.

Conflicts of interest

There are no conflicts to declare.

Acknowledgements

The authors are grateful for the valuable support and funding
from the Tidal Stream Industry Energiser (TIGER) project. The
project is co-financed by the European Regional Development
Fund through the Interreg France (Channel) England Pro-
gramme. All contents and views expressed in this paper are
the authors’ sole responsibility and do not necessarily express
the views of the project consortia.

References

1 M. Aunedi, D. Pudjianto and G. Strbac, Calculating system
integration costs of low-carbon generation technologies in
future GB electricity system, in 5th IET International Con-
ference on Renewable Power Generation (RPG) 2016, 2016,
pp- 1-6, DOIL: 10.1049/cp.2016.0529.

2 S. Pennock, D. Coles, A. Angeloudis, S. Bhattacharya and
H. Jeffrey, Temporal complementarity of marine renewables
with wind and solar generation: implications for GB system
benefits, Appl. Energy, 2022, 319, 119276, DOI: 10.1016/
j-apenergy.2022.119276.

3 D. Coles, A. Angeloudis, Z. Goss and ]. Miles, Tidal Stream
vs. Wind Energy: The Value of Cyclic Power When

© 2023 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

View Article Online

Communication

Combined with Short-Term Storage in Hybrid Systems,
Energies, 2021, 14(4), 1106, DOL: 10.3390/en14041106.

S. Bhattacharya, et al., Timing value of marine renewable
energy resources for potential grid applications, Appl
Energy, 2021, 299, 117281, DOIL: 10.1016/j.apenergy.2021.
117281.

G. Todeschini, et al, Medium-term variability of the UK’s
combined tidal energy resource for a netzero carbon grid,
Energy, 2022, 238, 121990, DOIL: 10.1016/j.energy.2021.121990.
D. M. Culley, S. W. Funke, S. C. Kramer and M. D. Piggott,
Integration of cost modelling within the micro-siting design
optimisation of tidal turbine arrays, Renewable Energy, 2016,
85, 215-227, DOI: 10.1016/j.renene.2015.06.013.
Ocean_Energy_Europe, Ocean Energy Key trends and statis-
tics 2021, 2022.

G. Smart, What does BEIS CfD AR4 announcement mean for
UK tidal sector | Blog. https://ore.catapult.org.uk/blog/analysis-
cfd-ar4-tidal-stream-announcement/(accessed May 20, 2022).
BEIS, Contracts for Difference (CfD) Allocation Round 4:
results, London, 2022. [Online]. Available: https://www.gov.
uk/government/publications/contracts-for-difference-cfd-all-
ocation-round-4-results.

O. R. E. Catapult, Tidal Stream and Wave Energy Summary
Analysis, 2018.

L. M. H. Hall and A. R. Buckley, A review of energy systems
models in the UK: Prevalent usage and categorisation, Appl
Energy, 2016, 169, 607-628, DOIL: 10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.02.044.
H. K. RingKkjeb, P. M. Haugan and I. M. Solbrekke, A review of
modelling tools for energy and electricity systems with large
shares of variable renewables, Renewable Sustainable Energy
Rev., 2018, 96, 440-459, DOI: 10.1016/j.rser.2018.08.002.

D. Coles, et al., A review of the UK and British Channel
Islands practical tidal stream energy resource, Proc. R. Soc.
A, 2021, 477(2255), DOI: 10.1098/rspa.2021.0469.

D. Pudjianto and G. Strbac, Role and Value of Tidal Stream
Generation in the Future UK Energy System, TIGER (Tidal
Stream Industry Energiser) Report, 2022. https://interregti
ger.com/download/tiger-report-role-and-value-of-tidal-stream-
generation-in-the-future-uk-energy-system/(accessed Jan. 30,
2023).

D. Pudjianto and G. Strbac, Whole system value of long-
duration electricity storage in systems with high penetration
of renewables, iEnergy, 2022, 1(1), 114-123, DOI: 10.23919/
IEN.2022.0004.

E. N. Association, Who’s my energy supplier or network
operator? - Energy Networks Association (ENA). https://
www.energynetworks.org/operating-the-networks/whos-my-
network-operator (accessed May 24, 2022).

D. Sanders, et al., An analysis of electricity system flexibility
for Great Britain, Carbon Trust, 2016. Accessed: Feb. 27,
2017. [Online]. Available: https://www.gov.uk/government/
uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/568982/An_a
nalysis_of _electricity_flexibility_for_Great_Britain.pdf.

G. Strbac, et al. Analysis of Alternative UK Heat Decarboni-
sation Pathways For the Committee on Climate Change.
2018.

Energy Adv., 2023, 2, 789-796 | 795


https://doi.org/10.1049/cp.2016.0529
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2022.119276
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2022.119276
https://doi.org/10.3390/en14041106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2021.&QJ;117281
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2021.&QJ;117281
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2021.121990
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2015.06.013
https://ore.catapult.org.uk/blog/analysis-cfd-ar4-tidal-stream-announcement/
https://ore.catapult.org.uk/blog/analysis-cfd-ar4-tidal-stream-announcement/
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/contracts-for-difference-cfd-allocation-round-4-results
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/contracts-for-difference-cfd-allocation-round-4-results
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/contracts-for-difference-cfd-allocation-round-4-results
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.02.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2021.0469
https://interregtiger.com/download/tiger-report-role-and-value-of-tidal-stream-generation-in-the-future-uk-energy-system/
https://interregtiger.com/download/tiger-report-role-and-value-of-tidal-stream-generation-in-the-future-uk-energy-system/
https://interregtiger.com/download/tiger-report-role-and-value-of-tidal-stream-generation-in-the-future-uk-energy-system/
https://doi.org/10.23919/IEN.2022.0004
https://doi.org/10.23919/IEN.2022.0004
https://www.energynetworks.org/operating-the-networks/whos-my-network-operator
https://www.energynetworks.org/operating-the-networks/whos-my-network-operator
https://www.energynetworks.org/operating-the-networks/whos-my-network-operator
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/568982/An_analysis_of_electricity_flexibility_for_Great_Britain.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/568982/An_analysis_of_electricity_flexibility_for_Great_Britain.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/568982/An_analysis_of_electricity_flexibility_for_Great_Britain.pdf
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2ya00251e

Open Access Article. Published on 26 April 2023. Downloaded on 4/4/2026 10:30:11 PM.

Thisarticleislicensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 3.0 Unported Licence.

(cc)

Communication

19

20

21

22

G. Strbac, et al., Value of Flexibility in a Decarbonised Grid
and System Externalities of Low-Carbon Generation Tech-
nologies, Imp. Coll. London, NERA Econ. Consult., 2015,
DOI: 10.13140/RG.2.1.2336.0724.

D. P. Carbon Trust and G. Strbac, Flexibility in Great Britain,
2021, https://publications.carbontrust.com/flex-gb/analysis/
(accessed Jun. 15, 2021).

C. Trust, Carbon Trust Foreword to UK Tidal Current
Resource and Economics Study, 2011, 2011, Available:
https://www.carbontrust.com/media/77264/ctc799_uk_tidal
current_resource_and_economics.pdf.

Black & Veatch, Lessons Learnt from MeyGen Phase 1A
Final Summary Report, 2020. [Online]. Available: https://
h7g7q8k5.stackpathedn.com/cdn/ff/Yysz2k-KjIRKT cXIXt-xYQ-
fAqQKSp3t2ZYxpB4f17pTE/1593113924/public/2020-06/MeyGen
LessonsLearntFullReport.pdf.

796 | Energy Adv, 2023, 2, 789-796

23

24

25

26

View Article Online

Energy Advances

C. Jordan, et al., Combining shallow-water and analytical wake
models for tidal array micro-siting, J. Ocean Eng. Mar. Energy,
2022, 8(2), 193-215, DOIL: 10.1007/s40722-022-00225-2.

A. Vazquez and G. Iglesias, Capital costs in tidal stream energy
projects: A site-specific approach, Prog. Renew. Energies Off-
shore - Proc. 2nd Int. Conf. Renew. Energies Offshore, RENEW
2016, 883-890, 2016, DOI: 10.1201/9781315229256-104.

D. Jackson and T. Persoons, Feasibility study and cost-
benefit analysis of tidal energy: A case study for Ireland,
Proc. 4th Int. Conf. Ocean Energy (ICOE), Oct. 17-19, 2012,
Dublin, Irel., no. May 2002, 2012.

D. Pudjianto, Role and Value of Tidal Stream Generation in
the Future UK Energy System: Sensitivity Studies, TIGER
(Tidal Stream Ind. Energiser) Rep., no. April, 1-33, 2023,
[Online]. Available: https://drive.google.com/file/d/1d5sGMzu
MObyxBH1VA9g0CJqUZF3q6bR_/view?usp=sharing.

© 2023 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry


https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.1.2336.0724
https://publications.carbontrust.com/flex-gb/analysis/
https://www.carbontrust.com/media/77264/ctc799_uk_tidal_current_resource_and_economics.pdf
https://www.carbontrust.com/media/77264/ctc799_uk_tidal_current_resource_and_economics.pdf
https://h7g7q8k5.stackpathcdn.com/cdn/ff/Yysz2k-kjIRKTcXlXt-xYQfAqKSp3t2ZYxpB4f17pTE/1593113924/public/2020-06/MeyGenLessonsLearntFullReport.pdf
https://h7g7q8k5.stackpathcdn.com/cdn/ff/Yysz2k-kjIRKTcXlXt-xYQfAqKSp3t2ZYxpB4f17pTE/1593113924/public/2020-06/MeyGenLessonsLearntFullReport.pdf
https://h7g7q8k5.stackpathcdn.com/cdn/ff/Yysz2k-kjIRKTcXlXt-xYQfAqKSp3t2ZYxpB4f17pTE/1593113924/public/2020-06/MeyGenLessonsLearntFullReport.pdf
https://h7g7q8k5.stackpathcdn.com/cdn/ff/Yysz2k-kjIRKTcXlXt-xYQfAqKSp3t2ZYxpB4f17pTE/1593113924/public/2020-06/MeyGenLessonsLearntFullReport.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40722-022-00225-2
https://doi.org/10.1201/9781315229256-104
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1d5sGMzuMObyxBH1VA9goCJqUZF3q6bR_/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1d5sGMzuMObyxBH1VA9goCJqUZF3q6bR_/view?usp=sharing
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d2ya00251e



