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Charge of cold well from dry cooler:
if T,i» < 4°C - Charge Cold from Warm or Buffer Based on: Dutch energy production, prices and emission rates.
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Approach Energy Demand & Analvtic Model Output

Daily heating and cooling demands

An analytic model is developed in order to
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Case Study EGU Building & Conclusion
EGU Building Modflow Simulation
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Test case: Animation: C lusi
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 Roof area= 7.813m? = v’ Self-supporting ATES is feasible under

assumed conditions
v’ Better suitable for larger storage

e Gross conditioned surface
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» Temperature profiles and cross-sections
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IN previous section temperatures temperature losses
* Assumed: coarse-sanded, » Thermal radii of wells * »  Storages don’t interact

homogenous aquifer of 25m
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