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1 The European Northern Seas Offshore Grid is a priority
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4. We develop OGEM3 to support 

governance for the Offshore Grid

Many optimization 
studies4, but...

• Lack of attention to actors

• Simulation underutilized

• No endogenous governance
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3. But its governance is complex
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2. Requiring expansion planning
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Net benefits 14960 12832 5003 1236 2347
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-49 -321 -136 -170 -58
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Pareto welfare loss -370 -391 -123 -63 -129
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