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RESEARCH OBJECTIVES RESULTS

- Formulate and implement a spatially-resolved model that allocates primary S
energy supply, infrastructure, end-use technologies for studying cost effective W N
heat decarbonisation pathways. (1 R

* Apply this model for a case study in the City of Bristol.
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« Importance of considering infrastructure and technology trade-offs in a spatially-
resolved manner for achieving cost-efficient heat decarbonisation’ P
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