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TRN1369/10/17: Heat Network Sizing and Costing Tool


Q1. Re: “The outputs, raw data and tools developed in the research cannot therefore be used for contractors for purposes other than our work.”
Can the outputs, raw data and tools developed be used for internal training purposes of the contractor?

This data protection clause is to secure information that is considered commercially sensitive but if the data isn’t sensitive, BEIS will likely give permission for the data to be used for other purposes. It would be understood that the contractor will in this case notify BEIS and give reference to this project when requesting to use the data for any other purposes to ensure the right protocol is followed. 

As for the tool and outputs, BEIS would like to control development as the owner of these products. Creating future versions of the tool has to be approved by BEIS. But if the purpose is for training then this isn’t an issue.  Note that BEIS has a policy of making its tools available to the public as part of its transparency agenda.  


Q2. Re: “All outputs listed in section 5 (with the exception of project updates and the handover and support activity) should be accessible, non-disclosive and suitable for publication and further use.”
Does this refer to publication in the public domain?

As mentioned in the Clean Growth Strategy, BEIS is aiming to publish a summary of the evidence around strategic decarbonisation of heat in summer 2018. BEIS may extend this to cover models and tools that have contributed to this. So publication in this context should be interpreted as the public domain.

Q3. Can you guarantee that capex and opex costs will not be published on an individualised breakdown (product level) e.g. cost assumptions for heat interface units.  

BEIS will require that assumptions are understood at a granular level to ensure these are robust. When it comes to reporting – then if information is commercially sensitive then it can be aggregated at a higher level. However, we would expect that cost assumptions should be based off a number of manufacturers.

Q4.  Re: “6. The optimisation goal of the tool minimising life-time cost.”
Are HNDU feasibility study modelling standards applicable here?

The overriding requirement is that modelling is consistent with BEIS modelling standards outlined below

https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/quality-assurance-tools-and-guidance-in-decc





[bookmark: _GoBack]Q5. Is input of *.DWG-format files required?

The contractor is free to choose software but must recognise that BEIS will need to be able to use the software and therefore they need to consider issues such as licencing and skills transfer as part of their bid. The contractor will also need to consider what information needs to be outputted to Excel (or *.csv) files to allow BEIS to use the results for in-house analysis. 

Q6. Could you please confirm the countries to which the tool needs to be applicable.

The tool would be applied to a heat network in Great Britain. 
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