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REseArch, methodolLogles and technologieS for the effective development of pan-
European key GRID infrastructures to support the achievement of a reliable,
competitive and sustainable electricity supply

Ultimate goal is providing a methodological background supporting the implementation g |dentification of technical performances, economic benefits and costs of novel tech-
of the Energy Infrastructure Package of the European Commission
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WP3.3/WP3.5 — Multi-criteria cost-benefit analysis and test bed
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WP3.7 — Consensus and speed-up of authorization
How to speed-up grid development and increase consensus?
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This analysis has been specifically carried out in support of the creation
of the Infrastructure package by EC (Interim Report).
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