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“Through disciplined system thinking, streamlined governance, and 
evidence-based investment, Belgium can shape a sustainable, resilient and 
technically robust North Sea energy ecosystem.” 

 
The SWiM (Solar and Wind in the Belgian Marine Zone) project, funded by the Belgian Energy 
Transition Funds, brings together six partners from industry and science. They conduct research 
into the combination of marine technologies in Belgium’s Exclusive Economic Zone, in particular 
to integrate Offshore Floating Photovoltaics (OPV) into wind farms in an ecologically sustainable 
way. Innovative project on the wind and solar power combination | SWiM 

Within the project, the Blue Cluster links WP5 with the four other work packages, ensures the 
link with the industry and provides policy advise to the federal government. Throughout the 
project duration, 4 workshops are planned.  

The second workshop on remaining OPV challenges and energy robustness was scheduled on 
20 October 2025, in person, in Leuven. This day’s topic: 

We stand at a crossroads: should we focus on scaling mature technologies such as offshore 
wind to maximize efficiency and cost-effectiveness, or should we invest in diversification—
integrating OPV, wave energy, and other emerging technologies—to strengthen system 
robustness and energy autonomy? These questions lie at the heart of our collective challenge. 
When does system robustness outweigh price considerations? How do we balance innovation, 
resilience, and affordability in an increasingly complex offshore environment? 

While many of the issues surrounding OPV—such as harsh marine conditions, grid integration, 
and environmental permitting—are of a practical and engineering nature, they also reflect 
broader choices about what kind of energy system we wish to build. Should our offshore domain 
become a space of technological specialization or a dynamic platform for multi-energy 
interaction? The answers will determine how Belgium’s offshore strategy contributes not only to 
renewable targets but also to long-term sustainability and sovereignty. 

This workshop therefore served two purposes: first, to identify and address the remaining 
technical, economic, and environmental barriers that hinder OPV integration within existing and 
future offshore wind farms; and second, to anticipate the broader picture—how other renewable 
technologies, such as wave energy, could fit within these infrastructures. Together, we explored 
what a balanced and resilient offshore energy mix might look like and what the most likely ratios 
between wind, solar, and wave energy could be in the decades ahead. 

By combining expert insights from engineering, policy, and environmental science, this 
workshop helped us define the priorities and trade-offs that must guide Belgium’s offshore 
energy strategy—one that is not only efficient and innovative, but also robust, sustainable, and 
future-oriented, and what use has priority. 

This report summarizes the main points of discussion and insights gathered from the workshop. 

https://www.swimproject.be/about/


                                                                                                          
 

Composition of expert group 

 

Figure 1: Expert group composition for Workshop II 

 

 

 

 

“Circular design principles should be embedded early in new projects—
planning for traceability, reuse, and recyclability rather than post-hoc 
retrofits.” 
 



                                                                                                          

 

Part I Introductory presentations 

 

Introductory presentations are shared with all participants. 

 

“Marine spatial planning should explicitly value nature-inclusive design, 
social acceptance, and long-term ecosystem resilience. Steps to allow for 
this should be taken now.” 

Part II Interactive sessions 
 

 

 

The participants were pre-divided in three groups, each discussing the three topics, (I) OPV in 
wind and energy robustness, (II) environmental aspects, data and storage – and (III) wave energy 
and socio-economic aspects.  



                                                                                                          
 

 

Summary of conclusions 
 

 

Figuur 1: summary table 

 

1. Through disciplined system thinking, streamlined governance, and evidence-based 
investment, Belgium can shape a sustainable, resilient, and technically robust North Sea 
energy ecosystem. 
 

2. Today, offshore wind is the core technology but, onshore installation of PV must 
accelerate to meet renewables objectives, but installation rate is going down. We will 
need to look for new and scalable installation of a diversity of renewables. 

• Focus today on optimising and expanding offshore wind, Belgium’s most mature and 
cost-effective renewable source due to governmental support. 

• In the near future we will need to look for new and scalable installation of a diversity of 
renewables. 

• Focus in the near future on large-scale integration of alternative technologies (floating 
PV, wave, tidal) and improve reliability, standards, and economics. 

 

 



                                                                                                          
3. Gradual, evidence-based diversification 

 
• Introduce floating solar, wave, and hybrid systems through small, well-monitored pilots. 
• Apply a “start small, learn fast, scale smart” approach and after go for commercial 

rollout. 
 

4. Integrated system design 
 

• Replace siloed planning with co-design of generation, storage, and transmission from 
the start to accelerate diversification. 

• Ensure hybrid and multi-use projects (wind + solar + aquaculture, etc.) share 
infrastructure, cabling, and spatial planning. 
 

5. Reliability, testing, and certification (standardisation) are key! 
 

• Prioritise marine-grade materials, modular design, and corrosion-resistant components. 
• Support public test facilities (e.g., Blue Accelerator) and alignment with international 

certification bodies (IEC, DNV, EMEC). 
 

6. Streamline governance and permitting 
 

• Replace fragmented oversight (≈19 authorities) with a centralised “one-stop-shop” 
permitting structure – install a sustainable blue economy department. 

• Enable cross-sector coordination among energy, environment, and spatial planning 
bodies. 
 

7. Circularity  
 

• Embed reuse, recyclability, and traceability principles from the design phase. 
• Encourage safe reuse of infrastructure where viable, but avoid retrofitting aging assets 

beyond insurance or safety limits. 
 

8. Innovation happens othen through targeted public support (see start of windfarm) 
 

• Provide strategic subsidies, demonstration funding, and reduced testing costs rather 
than premature tendering. 

• Close the “funding gap” between early and advanced TRL stages to sustain innovation 
pipelines and come to Belgian export potential 
 

9. Improve environmental and socio-economic integration 
 

• Incorporate socio-environmental cost-benefit analyses (SECA) and nature-inclusive 
design into all marine energy planning – a SBE department could help. 

• Recognise ecosystem services, local jobs, and carbon reduction as integral value 
metrics. 
 



                                                                                                          
 

 

10. Optimise energy systems via smart integration and storage. Also aquaculture will benefit 
 

• Treat storage as part of broader system optimisation, not as a standalone solution. 
• Combine smart grids, dynamic cable use, and controlled overcapacity to enhance 

resilience and reduce curtailment. 
 

11. Position Belgium as a European offshore innovation hub and aim for export 
 

• Use the North Sea as a testing ground for offshore hybridisation, circular design, and 
system-level integration. 

• Leverage Belgium’s dense governance, technical expertise, and research base to lead in 
certification, data-sharing, and reliability standards. 

 

Detailed workshop report per topic 
 

TOPIC I: OPV in wind  & energy system robustness 

 

“Energy system robustness: Offshore wind now, simultaneously, focus on 
new and scalable installation of a diversity of renewables for the nearby 
future.” 

  
KEY FINDINGS 

 

Offshore wind first, simultaneously, focus on new and scalable installation of a diversity of 
renewables. 

 

• Offshore wind is Belgium’s most mature, cost-effective, and bankable offshore 
technology now. 

• The North Sea’s moderate water depth and strong wind potential justify focusing on wind 
as the cornerstone of offshore development. 

• Integrating immature technologies (like offshore floating PV – OFPV) into a financially 
strained wind market adds cost and complexity, risking investor confidence – however if 
carefully addressed and step by step, key for a robust system. 



                                                                                                          
 

 

• Consensus: stabilise and optimise offshore wind, additionally introduce OFPV and 
storage gradually once proven viable and standardised. 

• OPV is at a low Technology Readiness Level (TRL) and needs to progress through 
nearshore testing and deployment in sunnier, calmer seas (e.g., Mediterranean) before 
scaling to the North Sea. 

• Barriers include: 

o High capital and maintenance costs in harsh marine environments. 

o Lack of standardisation and reluctance to share IP, slowing cost reduction. 

o Fragmented testing and limited cross-project learning. 

• Participants advocate an iterative “Start small, learn fast, scale smart” approach, using 
modular, convergent designs. 

• Reliability is still a point of improvement for OFPV systems. 

o Corrosion of cables and connectors, and structural fatigue from wind and waves 
remain key attention points. 

o Material innovation (e.g., glass–glass modules, stainless-steel or marine-grade 
aluminium frames, advanced encapsulation) is essential. 

• Lessons from land-based PV cannot simply be copied offshore; designs must be 
purpose-built for saltwater, humidity, and mechanical stress. 

 

Hybridisation and system integration 

 

• Combining wind and solar raises technical challenges such as shading and flicker from 
turbine blades, which can be mitigated through careful module orientation, spacing, and 
advanced power-electronics design. 

• Hybrid systems should be co-designed from the start—not treated as add-ons—to 
address challenges like grid stability, shared infrastructure, and long-term efficiency. 

 

Governance and permitting 

 

• Fragmented governance is a major constraint: around 19 authorities oversee Belgium’s 
offshore zones. 

• Developers currently need multiple, overlapping permits from government, grid operator 
(Elia), and neighboring developers. 



                                                                                                          
 

 

• A centralised “one-stop-shop” structure is proposed to coordinate environmental, 
safety, and permitting procedures. 

• While overlapping permits can distribute responsibility, central coordination is crucial 
for hybrid project feasibility. 

 

 

“Hybrid systems should be co-designed from the start—not treated as add-
ons—to address challenges like grid stability, shared infrastructure, and 
long-term efficiency.” 
 

Policy and market support 

 

• Today strategic innovation subsidies and reduced testing costs (e.g., access to the Blue 
Accelerator) are preferred. In the very near future, tenders should be adapted to make 
inclusion of alternative energy possible.. 

• Premature tendering for hybrid systems risks financial losses, as seen in recent zero-bid 
cases in the Netherlands and Germany. 

• Simplifying procedures and co-funding pilot infrastructure is more effective for fostering 
innovation. 

 

Reuse, repowering, and circularity 

 

• Circular design principles should be embedded early in new projects—planning for 
traceability, reuse, and recyclability rather than post-hoc retrofits. 

• Pilot scale is critical: projects should be large enough to justify grid connection but small 
enough to limit financial exposure. 

• Reuse of existing cables and foundations could work today for small-scale pilots (e.g., 
low-voltage PV or wave). 

• However, aging assets are often uninsurable, and retrofitting introduces reliability and 
safety risks. A SBE department and adapted insurance facility are key. 

 

 



                                                                                                          
 

 

Broader outlook – Storage and future integration 

 

• Adding wave or tidal energy in Belgium is not recommended yet due to low TRL, high 
cost, and mechanical complexity. 

• Energy storage remains the most promising complement to offshore wind for managing 
curtailment and grid flexibility. 

• Long-term success requires co-designed energy systems integrating generation, storage, 
and reuse within a resilient, circular framework. 

 

 

CONCLUSION 

The collective expert consensus defines a measured and integrated roadmap for Belgium’s 
offshore energy transition. Today, the steps for integrating alternative energy should be taken to 
allow for integration in the near future. 

 
Offshore wind is today the foundation of national offshore strategy, while floating solar, storage, 
and hybrid models evolve through gradual, well-funded experimentation. They should be 
integrated in the near future when mature. Steps to allow this should be taken today. 
Innovation must proceed via standardised testing, public-private collaboration, and policy 
frameworks that encourage learning rather than impose premature commercial targets. 

Belgium’s strategic advantage lies in becoming a European test and innovation hub—a proving 
ground for offshore hybridisation, reliability standards, and circular design principles. 
Through disciplined system thinking, streamlined governance, and evidence-based investment, 
Belgium can shape a sustainable, resilient, and technically robust North Sea energy ecosystem. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



                                                                                                          
 

TOPIC II: ENVIRONMENTAL ASPECTS, STORAGE AND DATA 
 

“Strategic innovation subsidies (e.g., reducing testing costs, funding pilot 
prototypes) are seen as more effective than forcing hybrid obligations in 
tenders now.” 
 

 

Offshore vs. onshore energy storage 

 

• Onshore storage remains more practical, economical, and maintainable than offshore 
systems. 

• Offshore storage may serve niche purposes (e.g., congestion relief near energy islands), 
but its high cost, technical risk, and spatial limitations make large-scale application 
challenging. 

• Participants welcome future offshore use when costs decline and technologies are 
allowed to integrate step by step into broader energy systems. 

 

System-level optimisation and overcapacity 

 

• The focus shifts from “storage-only” solutions to smart, systemic energy design. 

• Energy diversification—combining wind, solar, and wave—naturally smooths output 
variability. 

• Participants call for co-design of generation, transmission, and storage rather than 
retrofitting existing systems. 

• Smart grid management and dynamic cable operation help optimise existing 
infrastructure, delaying the need for costly new storage investments. 

• Overcapacity (building more generation than needed) with controlled curtailment is a 
cheaper and flexible alternative to large-scale batteries. 

 

 

 

 

 



                                                                                                          
 

 

Today improve Offshore Wind, Today arrange the administration and governmental support to 
make alternative energy possible - than actually allow for implementation of diversification 

 

• Today, Belgium keep on prioritising offshore wind, which remains the most mature and 
cost-effective technology in its North Sea zone. 

• However also Today, the way should be paved to optimise alternative energies. A higher 
TRL should be tested and commercialized. 

• Wave and floating solar technologies are not yet commercially viable under current 
conditions; Now develop them through small-scale pilots and testing in nearshore or 
calmer regions. 

• The North Sea first serves as a testbed, than grows to larger commercial scales and 
multi-use. 

 

Multi-use marine space and environmental management 

 

• Participants emphasise balanced co-use of sea space for wind, solar, and other 
compatible activities (e.g., aquaculture, shipping) with a focus on synergies and shared 
infrastructure. 

• Cumulative impact assessments should replace isolated project reviews to track 
broader ecological effects. We need an ecological threshold already now to be able to 
start.  

• Offshore development must respect site-specific coverage limits (≈20–25%) to maintain 
marine biodiversity and light penetration. 

• Nature-inclusive design and environmental co-benefits (e.g., artificial reef formation, 
CO₂ reduction) should be systematically integrated into marine energy planning Now!. 

• Greenwashing should be avoided. 

 

“By positioning itself as a test and innovation hub rather than a large-scale 
production site, Belgium can lead Europe in knowledge, certification, and 
integrated offshore energy design, ensuring that future growth is 
sustainable, coordinated, and technologically robust.” 
 

 



                                                                                                          
 

 

Reliability, testing, and certification 

 

• Reliability is a key barrier for emerging technologies (OFPV, wave). We need funds for 
higher TRL levels to improve this and make our energy system robust. 

• Offshore PV faces corrosion, mechanical stress, and maintenance challenges; design 
must prioritise marine-grade materials (glass-glass modules, stainless-steel frames, 
improved encapsulation). 

• Testing at sea is expensive but essential for technological credibility and investor 
confidence. 

• There is a funding gap between early and advanced TRL levels, as investors only engage 
when risks are lower (see before, this should be mediated). 

• Publicly supported test infrastructures (e.g., Blue Accelerator) and international 
accreditation frameworks (IEC, DNV, EMEC) are critical enablers. 

 

Decommissioning, reuse, and circularity 

 

• Circularity planning must start from the design phase of new projects. 

• While reusing monopiles, cables, or foundations can extend asset life, insurance and 
liability constraints limit current practice. 

• Retrofitting aging wind infrastructure with new technologies is often inefficient; designing 
hybrid projects from scratch ensures better integration and safety. 

• Decommissioning alone is not sustainable, as dismantling and reinstalling infrastructure 
consumes additional resources. 

 

Governance and policy integration 

 

• Belgium’s current offshore governance is fragmented, involving up to 19 agencies with 
overlapping responsibilities. A sustainable blue economy governmental department is 
key. 

• Participants advocate for a “one-stop-shop” approach to streamline permitting, grid 
access, and inter-operator coordination, this is possible in an SBE department. 

• Policymakers should move from silo-based management to integrated system thinking, 
aligning wind, solar, and wave under a unified marine spatial and energy strategy. 



                                                                                                          
 

 

• Socio-Environmental Cost-Benefit Analyses (SECA) exist but are underutilised; while 
investors remain uninterested, SECA could help inform public policy and societal 
acceptance. 

 

Innovation and market support 

 

• The consensus is to support innovation through targeted public funding, not premature 
market tendering. 

• Strategic innovation subsidies (e.g., reducing testing costs, funding pilot prototypes) are 
seen as more effective than forcing hybrid obligations in tenders now. 

• Temporary incentives and demonstration grants can “break the cycle” and encourage 
early-stage risk-taking by developers. 

 

CONCLUSION 

The collective view across all sessions is one of pragmatic optimism and strategic caution. 
Energy diversity and multi-use is beneficial, but a step by step approach must be taken. Higher 
TRL should receive finance to remove barriers. The administrative and tender/permit 
environment should allow the integration of a diverse system prior to implementation (now 
thus).  

 
Belgium’s offshore renewable future lies not in rapid expansion of unproven technologies, but in 
measured, evidence-based progress driven by innovation, integration, and reliability. 

Offshore wind remains the cornerstone of Belgium’s energy transition, while floating solar, wave, 
and hybrid systems evolve through testing, standardization, and policy support and can be 
included. For new projects in the near future, hybrid systems should be co-designed from the 
start.  

 
A system-thinking approach, integrating generation, transmission, storage, and reuse from the 
design phase, is essential for long-term resilience. 

Policymakers must streamline governance, invest in testing infrastructure, and embed 
environmental and social value metrics into decision-making. 

 
By positioning itself as a test and innovation hub rather than a large-scale production site, 
Belgium can lead Europe in knowledge, certification, and integrated offshore energy design, 
ensuring that future growth is sustainable, coordinated, and technologically robust. 

 



                                                                                                          
 

 

TOPIC III: wave energy and socio-economic elaborations 

 

“Offshore wind remains the core technology, while the North Sea should 
function as a testing ground for innovation rather than large-scale 
deployment. In the near future and with new projects integration of 
alternative energy and other uses should be anticipated on and co-
designed.  Governmental steps should be taken now. “ 
 

 

KEY FINDINGS 

 

Strategic focus and governance 

 

• The discussion focused on wave energy, floating solar (OFPV), and hybrid offshore 
systems within Belgium’s renewable energy strategy. 

• Offshore wind remains the core technology, while the North Sea should function as a 
testing ground for innovation rather than large-scale deployment. IN the near future and 
with new projects integration of alternative energy and other uses should be anticipated 
on and co-designed.  

• A government representative admitted that Belgium’s energy policy still treats 
technologies in silos, not as part of an integrated system—contradicting the group’s call 
for system-level coordination. SBE departments are key! 

 

Offshore energy priorities 

 

• Optimise wind first, simultaneously plan diversification now for implementation in the 
near future: Offshore wind is currently the most viable and cost-efficient energy source – 
due to past governmental support. Up next is energy system robustness. 

• Wave and tidal energy are not yet commercially feasible: wave conditions are too weak, 
and available technology is optimised for larger seas. We should focus now in improving 
these technologies and making them ready for integration. 

• Today, floating PV and wave should only be developed as complementary pilots or add-
ons to existing wind farms. 



                                                                                                          
 

 

• Testing and demonstration projects can strengthen Belgium’s role as a validation and 
innovation hub. 

 

Multi-use and system integration 

 

• Multi-use offshore concepts (wind, solar, wave, aquaculture) require a “system 
rethinking” approach instead of layering independent technologies. Governments must 
take the required steps. 

• Integration must start at the design and permitting phase, with shared cabling and 
coordinated spatial planning. 

• Decommissioning existing infrastructure should be done sustainably— a participant 
notes that it also consumes energy and resources. 

• Reusing or reinforcing existing structures (e.g., cables, foundations) is often cheaper and 
more efficient than full dismantling. 

 

Testing, TRLs, and certification 

 

• Testing and accreditation are essential for proving reliability and building investor and 
insurer confidence. 

• Opinions diverged: 

o One group stressed that testing is critical for long-term acceptance and safety. 

o Another argued that testing costs are too high and that investment should wait 
until later TRL stages. 

• Investors typically engage only at high TRLs, creating a funding gap for early innovation. 

• Publicly funded facilities like Blue Accelerator, and alignment with international 
standards (IEC, DNV, EMEC), are vital to close this gap. 

 

Socio-environmental and policy aspects 

 

• The Socio-Environmental Cost-Benefit Analysis (SECA) framework exists but is 
underdeveloped and rarely used. 

 



                                                                                                          
 

 

• SECA could help policymakers justify public spending and build public trust, but investor 
interest remains low. 

• True sustainability metrics should include ecosystem services, job creation, and carbon 
reduction, not just financial outcomes. 

• Policy integration and cross-sector alignment are needed to move beyond the current 
fragmented “silo” model. 

 

 

“Circularity: Reusing or reinforcing existing structures (e.g., cables, 
foundations) is often cheaper and more efficient than full dismantling.” 
 

Environmental and societal insights 

 

• Environmental impacts of offshore energy infrastructure are generally manageable and 
temporary (e.g., seabed recovery within ~2 years). 

• However, positive ecological and societal effects (like biodiversity enhancement or local 
employment) are poorly measured and monetized. 

• Future marine spatial planning should explicitly value nature-inclusive design, social 
acceptance, and long-term ecosystem resilience. 

 

 

CONCLUSION 

Belgium’s offshore energy trajectory should remain strategic, phased, and evidence-driven, but 
prepare for innovations and alternative systems in the near future. 

Offshore wind will continue as the foundation, while wave and floating solar technologies 
progress through targeted pilot testing and accredited certification frameworks. 

The North Sea should serve as a testbed, fostering collaboration, standardisation, and data-
sharing across technologies. 

To unlock future hybrid systems, Belgium must break policy silos, integrate energy planning 
across technologies, and invest in testing infrastructure that lowers risk for innovators. 
 

 

 



                                                                                                          
 

 

By focusing on integration, validation, and governance reform, Belgium can evolve from a small 
energy producer into a European leader in offshore innovation, testing, and sustainable marine 
system design. 

 

OVERALL CONCLUSION 
 

Towards a balanced offshore energy future 
 

The conclusions from this second workshop are layered and reflect both realism and ambition. 
There is broad consensus that large-scale deployment of offshore photovoltaics (OPV), wave 
energy, and offshore storage remains challenging in the short term. The costs are still 
significantly higher than those of onshore solutions, and technological readiness lags behind. 
Similarly, large-scale offshore storage does not yet offer a viable economic case. 

At the same time, participants agreed that, in the medium term, system integration and 
robustness will become indispensable. Belgium will need to generate more renewable energy 
while building greater resilience into its energy system. Given the slow pace of onshore growth, 
the North Sea will inevitably play a critical role in achieving these goals. Therefore, opportunities 
for diversifying offshore energy generation and storage must be further developed and 
strategically supported. 

A key dilemma identified during the workshop is the absence of a short-term business case for 
diversification, even though it is essential for long-term sustainability and energy security. This 
tension between immediate cost efficiency and future system resilience defines the current 
offshore policy landscape. 

A potential pathway forward lies in small-scale integration of innovative technologies within 
existing or planned wind farms—creating learning opportunities and proof-of-concept projects. 
Public incentives and policy support will be necessary to make this experimentation feasible 
and attractive. In this way, Belgium can progressively build towards a robust, diversified, and 
future-proof offshore energy system that aligns with both its climate ambitions and its 
commitment to sustainability and sovereignty. 

 

 

 

 



                                                                                                          
 

 

“By focusing on integration, validation, and governance reform, Belgium 
can evolve from a small energy producer into a European leader in offshore 
innovation, testing, and sustainable marine system design.” 
 

 

ANNEX 
SLIDO 

Several statements and questions were asked during the workshop. The results of these polls 
are presented below. 
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Leuven
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Poll results



Table of contents

Who are you?

Floating solar in wind farms is a myth – waves, salt corrosion, and maintenance costs
will make it unviable long before it becomes profitable.

In the long run, integrating floating solar into offshore wind farms is inevitable –
shared cables, more electricity, greater efficiency.

Hybrid offshore Mariparks are essential to build a robust and resilient renewable
energy system.

Diversification and system robustness are worth paying for – even if it increases energy
prices.

Environmental uncertainty should not delay offshore innovation.

Rank: What will be the cheapest source of energy in 30 years? (Consider societal
changes as well.)

Are accredited or accepted test sites a true neccesity for developers of late TRL
technology developers or is it a buzz word which does not effect their scalability and
bankability that much?

Instead of looking at different scenarios and technologies and its complementarity with
the mature offshore wind sector…



Table of contents

Shouldn't we focus on further optimizing and building wind, especially now that the
momentum seems gone?

Is multi use (offshore energy combined with aquaculture, hydrogen, etc.) a strategic
necessity for future viability — or a workaround for technologies that cannot yet stand
alone?



Multiple-choice poll

Who are you? 0 2 7

Developer/business
26 %

Science
56 %

Consultant
4 %

Policy
4 %

Other
11 %



Multiple-choice poll

Floating solar in wind farms is a myth – waves,
salt corrosion, and maintenance costs will make
it unviable long before it becomes profitable.

0 2 4

Agree
13 %

Disagree
88 %



Multiple-choice poll

In the long run, integrating floating solar into
offshore wind farms is inevitable – shared
cables, more electricity, greater efficiency.

0 2 3

Agree!
9 %

Agree, but only under clear preconditions.
91 %

Never – single-use areas for wind power remain the only profitable
offshore model.

0 %



Multiple-choice poll

Hybrid offshore Mariparks are essential to build
a robust and resilient renewable energy system.

0 2 7

Yes, diversification ensures long-term stability.
89 %

No, offshore areas should prioritise wind energy until full capacity
is reached on land.

11 %



Multiple-choice poll

Diversification and system robustness are
worth paying for – even if it increases energy
prices.

0 2 8

Agree – resilience must come before short-term economics.
57 %

Disagree – affordability should remain the primary driver of
renewable development.

43 %



Multiple-choice poll

Environmental uncertainty should not delay
offshore innovation.

0 2 5

Agree – innovation and research can go hand-in-hand with
monitoring.

68 %

Disagree – precaution must guide every offshore development.
32 %



Ranking poll

Rank: What will be the cheapest source of
energy in 30 years? (Consider societal changes
as well.)

0 2 4

1. Onshore solar
3.25

2. Multi-use systems: a smart combination of all, carefully
modelled.

2.29

3. Offshore wind
1.13

4. Wave energy
0.92

5. Offshore solar
0.54



Multiple-choice poll

Are accredited or accepted test sites a true
neccesity for developers of late TRL technology
developers or is it a buzz word which does not
effect their scalability and bankability that
much?

0 2 6

Yes, it is a buzz word without true meaning.
12 %

No, accreditation is a true step forward in the development
process.

88 %



Multiple-choice poll

Instead of looking at different scenarios and
technologies and its complementarity with the
mature offshore wind sector… Shouldn't we
focus on further optimizing and building wind,
especially now that the momentum seems
gone?

0 2 7

Agree!
15 %

No, I don't agree!
85 %



Multiple-choice poll

Is multi use (offshore energy combined with
aquaculture, hydrogen, etc.) a strategic
necessity for future viability — or a workaround
for technologies that cannot yet stand alone?

0 2 7

Yes, a necessity!
70 %

No, a workaround ..
30 %


