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A B S T R A C T

Continuous use of fluctuating renewable energy resources is facilitated only by temporal storage solutions. For
long-term and seasonal heat storage, many large-scale closed seasonal thermal energy storages (TES) have been
built in the recent decades. Still there is no consistent picture available that contrasts the different technologies
and summarises the major findings from the implemented storage facilities. This review reports the state-of-the
art of these TES and offers future perspectives based on 31 locations in Europe with a total available storage
volume of nearly 800,000m³, corresponding to a capacity of 56,600MWh in the case of optimised storage
utilisation. Three construction types prove to be the most promising concepts: tank thermal energy storages, pit
thermal energy storages, and water-gravel thermal energy storages. The characteristic technological elements
such as filling, waterproofing, and thermal insulation are discussed in detail to highlight successes and failures,
as well as to display the latest innovations and research trends. Novel materials substitute conventional, less
efficient alternatives while innovative methodologies are shown to reduce the risk of failure and significantly
improve storage performance. The main challenges on the way to global market maturity include avoidance of
primarily defective waterproofing, mitigation of energy and exergy losses caused by long-term material fatigues,
and reduction of the often substantial construction costs.

1. Introduction

Sustainable energy management aims to reduce the carbon footprint
by utilising higher shares of renewables through smart coordination of
centralised and decentralised supply, and by integrated storage con-
cepts. Future energy supply, ideally, relies on a combination of mostly
fluctuating renewable sources such as wind, biomass, solar, and geo-
thermal energy [1,2]. These sources are especially needed for dec-
arbonisation of the heating, cooling, and hot water supply sector which
is responsible for a large fraction of energy consumption. Today,
however, worldwide space heating and hot water production is domi-
nated by burning fossil fuels. Since 2010, despite auspicious green en-
ergy plans on all political levels, global direct emissions from heating in
buildings have not declined, representing the fastest growing end-use in
buildings [3].
The slow pace of sustainable energy transformation has many

causes, one being the high dependency of renewable sources on en-
vironmental conditions. These are difficult to describe, predict, and
quantify for guaranteeing a reliable supply. Thermal energy storage
systems (TES) offer the opportunity to collect the thermal energy from
different fluctuating renewable and non-renewable sources

independent of the demand, and to transfer temporarily available en-
ergy into permanently accessible energy. Thermal energy storage al-
lows peak shaving of cost-intensive energy productions [4,5]. In com-
bination with renewable energies, it ultimately facilitates savings in
heat consumption on the one hand and substitution of heat provided by
fossil fuels on the other [6–9].
All types of energy storage systems are equipped with a storage

medium and a loading and unloading system. At times of low demand
and high supply, the storage is charged to enable low-loss provision at
times of shortage and high demand. TES are differentiated from other
types of storage by their low price, longevity, and sufficiency of re-
sources [10]. According to Ref. [11], there exist various methods of
classification. For instance, they differ with respect to storage material
(sensitive, latent, thermochemical), and in their technological concepts
(underground, hot water and above ground, use of phase change ma-
terials (PCM), thermochemical storage [4]). In practice, sensible heat
storage is still most common [11–14]. During recent years, attention
has been growing towards seasonal sensitive heat storage. This is
especially of interest for storing the huge surplus of solar heat collected
during summer, thus compensating for the limited availability of solar
heat during the primary heating period in winter (Fig. 1). Seasonal
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applications differ fundamentally in their requirements and designs
from diurnal storage systems and are more difficult to apply. Long-term
or seasonal TES have only one to two cycles per year [15]. Clearly, such
long-term storage of sensitive heat requires a substantial volume of
storage space. Only large scale applications can meet the heat demand
for months while minimising the continuous conductive heat loss
during storage.
The best-known types of seasonal TES variants are aquifer storages

(ATES), borehole storages (BTES), cavern storages (CTES), pit storages
(PTES), and seasonal tank storages (TTES). ATES, BTES, and CTES are
geothermal applications utilising natural ground that is mechanically
not contained [16]. In the present study, the focus is exclusively on a
family of closed artificial storage systems, which are less dependent on
(hydro-) geological boundary conditions and therefore conceivable at
almost any location [17,18]. This work reviews the current technolo-
gical status of closed seasonal TES based on the information which is
widely dispersed in heterogeneous scientific literature sources and
languages. This is complemented by the experience reported from the
growing number of applications in practice, in order to arrive at a
condensed overview of the state of the art storage systems.
Since water is the most common seasonal heat storage medium by

far, the scope of this study is only on water-based TES. As major cate-
gories, solely water-based technologies and those with multi-compo-
nent filling materials are distinguished (Fig. 2). Exclusively water-based
technologies are either TTES systems, which represent constructed
basins that stick partially or completely out of the ground surface, or
water-filled sealed pits (PTES) without any structural element for

stabilisation. All applications with a multi-component filling material
are classified as water-gravel thermal energy storage systems (WGTES).
Strictly speaking, gravel is not always used for WGTES in practice, and
thus multi-component based variants can be further subdivided into
earth-water and gravel-water storages according to their filling [19].
For convenience, however, these variants are not separately discussed
here.
In the following paragraphs, first a statistical view is presented, also

including the historical evolution of large-scale closed TES.
Furthermore, the developments of closely related large-scale non-sea-
sonal heat storage buffers are shown. Although their type of usage
varies from those of PTES, WGTES, and TTES, there exist common
technological features, and therefore buffers are added here for com-
parison. Then, the technological characteristics such as fillings, struc-
tural components, thermal insulations, waterproofing methods, and
construction techniques are examined. The regional focus is set on
Europe, where the major developments in seasonal TES have been in-
stalled.

2. Evolution and statistics of seasonal thermal energy storage in
Europe

2.1. Historical development

Well-known early, pre-industrial applications of long-term thermal
energy storage were subsurface depots of ice used to conserve food. The
recent history of closed seasonal TES (Fig. 3) can be traced back to
1959, when Ref. [20] presented a first technically sophisticated attempt
for seasonal storage of thermal energy in subsurface rock chambers. A
few years later, Ref. [21] published ideas for storing solar energy in the
subsurface. However, both studies represented mainly theoretical
thoughts without any practical applications. According to Refs.
[16,22–24], pioneering works can be found especially in the early
1970s, when the oil crisis raised the public awareness of the importance
of energy supply (Fig. 3).
The first buried closed seasonal heat storage system was built in

1978 as a PTES in Studsvik (Sweden) and had a volume of just 800m³
[25]. WGTES projects were firstly realised in 1983 in Stuttgart [26] and
Vaulruz (Switzerland [19]). A few years later, the appearance of central
solar heating plants with seasonal storages (CSHPSS) was an additional
factor to push the research from 1980 onwards [27]. During this time,
Sweden was leading the technology with many projects (e.g. Studsvik
[25], Ingelstad [28,29], Lambohov [28,30], Malung [31]) focusing on
solar power generation and the development of a strategy with seasonal
solar thermal energy storage systems [18]. In these years, the tech-
nology of seasonal storages also got attention by the International

Nomenclature

a year
A surface (m2)
G monthly solar yield (kWh)
Q monthly energy demand (kWh)
V volume (m³)
AT Austria
ATES Aquifer Thermal Energy Storage
CHP Combined Heat and Power
CTES Cavern Thermal Energy Storage
CSHPSS Central Solar Heating Plant with Seasonal Storage
DEN Denmark
EPDM ethylene propylene diene monomer rubber
EPS expanded polystyrene
GER Germany
GRP glass fibre reinforced plastic

HDPE high-density polyethylene
IEA International Energy Agency
IEA SHC International Energy Agency Solar Heating & Cooling

Programme
ITA Italy
PE polyethylene
PCM Phase Change Materials
PP polypropylene
PTES Pit Thermal Energy Storage
PUR/PIR polyurethane/polyisocyanurate
PVC polyvinyl chloride
SWE Sweden
SWI Switzerland
TES Thermal Energy Storage
TTES Tank Thermal Energy Storage
WGTES Water-Gravel Thermal Energy Storage
XPS expanded polystyrene

Fig. 1. Heat demand and solar heat yield of a hypothetical example household
in Munich (heated area: 150m2, energy demand: 70 kWh/(m2⋅a), solar thermal
area: 10m2, assumed long-term efficiency: 0.5).
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Energy Agency Solar Heating & Cooling Programme (IEA SHC), mostly
under Task VII “Central Solar Heating Plants with Seasonal Storage”
carried out from 1979 to 1988 [25]. According to this program,
knowledge and commitment of 18 IEA member states was brought to-
gether, resulting in the definition of basic concepts and designs [32,33],
methods for cost analysis [34], and a significant number of project sites,
e.g., Herlev (Denmark), Stuttgart, Ingelstad, and Vaulruz.
Apart from research on how to store energy for longer times, in-

ternational climate treaties (e.g., Agenda 21 climate action plan in 1992
or Kyoto protocol in 2005) represented important motivations for the
development of new technologies. With the Paris agreement in 2016,
new applications and further developments in combination with re-
newable energy sources will also be needed in the future.
Most of the existing seasonal TES are located in Germany and

Denmark. This is the result of several dedicated research programs in
these countries. In Germany, these were, among others, the programs
Solarthermie-2000 (1993-2002 [9,35,36]) and Solarthermie2000-plus
(2004-2008 [9,37–39]). In Denmark, the main driver for developing
new energy technologies was the government’s “Energy Strategy 2025”
(published in 2005) first and second the “Energy Strategy 2050”
(published in 2011) with an ambitious goal to achieve an energy
market independent of fossil fuels (Fig. 3, [40]).
Apart from storing only heat in storage systems, combined systems

for heating and cooling in the context of district heating and cooling
networks were already proposed in 1997 for WGTES [41]. A corre-
sponding test was conducted at the storage facility in Stuttgart, which
had been built in 1985 [26], proposing a heating and cooling concept to
develop the technology further. More recently, Ref. [42] discussed
various locations in Spain with special focus on the respective climatic
conditions. Annual energy demands for cooling and heating were esti-
mated and numerical simulations showed that solar district heating and
cooling systems with long-term storages can be an economic viable
alternative to conventional systems.

2.2. Numbers, volumes and spatial distribution

Since the first construction of a seasonal TES in 1978, there has been
a small but continuously growing number of systems installed (Fig. 4b).
Around 1995, an increase in the total number of seasonal TES was
stimulated by the research programs in the early 1990s. Among the
technological variants (Fig. 4a), TTES were most popular with a sig-
nificant rise in installed systems around 1995. The PTES were less
popular than TTES during 1978–1995, but their number increased at
almost the same rate. There was a pause from 1995 to 2012, then after
2012 new systems were built again in Denmark (e.g. Marstal [43,44],
Dronninglund [45–47], Fig. 4a). The past development of WGTES was
similar to that of PTES; however, a constant growth in numbers was
found without interruptions. In contrast to the seasonal storage systems,
sizeable heat buffer storage applications are listed first in 1999 with an
installation in Aeroeskoebing (Denmark [48–50]). Subsequently, the
number of these systems stepped up rapidly. This was caused particu-
larly by the growing popularity of district heating in countries such as
Denmark (Samsø [51]), Austria (Linz [52], and Salzburg [10,53]), and
Germany (Nuremberg [54]).
The evolution of the installed storage volume shows a moderate

development until 2010 (Fig. 4c). This is due to the initial construction
of only smaller systems within pilot projects. From 2010 onwards, a
nearly exponential trend is found in the total installed volume, being
coincident with the recently rising number of PTES (Fig. 4a). Fig. 4c
shows the total installed storage volume for each year, whereas Fig. 4d
depicts the average size of the single installed storages. On this basis, it
is evident that the exponential volume increase is not the result of an
exponential increase in the number of built systems (Fig. 4b), but that
the volumes of individual systems (Fig. 4d) have followed an ex-
ponential growth trend since 2010. To date, the largest seasonal storage
facility is located in Vojens (Denmark) as a PTES with a volume of
around 200,000m³ of water at a former gravel pit [44,46,55,56]. In
contrast, until 2010, the largest seasonal storage system only had a

Fig. 2. Schematic layouts of the systems selected for further analysis.

Fig. 3. Timeline showing some of the important steps in the history of the development of seasonal Thermal Energy Storage (orange: inventions; green: climate
actions; blue: milestone systems; red: research activities). (For interpretation of the references to colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the Web version
of this article.)
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volume of 12,000m³ (TTES Friedrichshafen, Germany [41,48,57–59]).
Due to their more challenging design, the typical WGTES is smaller in
size, with the largest plant situated in Eggenstein (Germany), having a
volume of 4,500m³ [60–62]. In summary, the exponential growth of
total storage volume and average individual storage volume is in con-
trast to the almost linear development of the number of systems. This
clearly points towards a trend of larger facilities during the last decade,
stimulated by ongoing technological advancements, experience and
economies of scale.
Considering the present-day state statistics, it is also useful to dif-

ferentiate between the various types of thermal energy storage
(Table 1). Apart from seasonal systems (PTES, WGTES, TTES), there is
also a relevant number of sizeable short-term buffer storage systems.
Regarding these four types of storage systems, TTES are predominant,
followed by PTES and WGTES. Although the number of PTES is lower
than the number of TTES, the volume of PTES is larger than that of any
other storage system, both in terms of individual storage volumes and
the total sum of all storage volumes in Europe (Fig. 5). It is also no-
ticeable that WGTES are on average larger than TTES, but at lower total
volume. This is because WGTES balance their reduced heat storage
capacity due to the use of gravel by a larger volume.
The distribution of seasonal thermal energy storage locations varies

geographically in Europe (Fig. 6a). In total, our survey identified 39
storage facilities. Most systems are installed in Germany, followed by
Sweden, Austria, Switzerland, and Italy (Fig. 6a and b, Table 1). Be-
cause of the recent developments with several large scale applications,
the greatest storage volume is installed in Denmark, followed by Ger-
many, Austria, Sweden, Switzerland, and Italy (Fig. 6c). This is a result
of the continuous research activities and public interest that stand out
in these countries.

3. State of technology

3.1. Buried vs. elevated

Closed TES that are partially or fully buried in the ground (PTES,
WGTES) rely on certain (hydro-)geological conditions such as ground
stability and absence of groundwater. Applications above the ground
are less site-dependent, and so most TES are constructed above ground.
This is also a favourable option due to excavation cost savings, and
because constructive elements and tank casings handle the stress caused
by the filling [5,108]. Sometimes, a useful hydraulic pressure gradient
from the storage device to the heating network can be achieved by
construction of elevated applications.
Ref. [12] describe a fully buried concrete storage system and em-

phasise that the surrounding soil is advantageous as it offers additional
storage capacities, which is also supported by simulations [124]. Ac-
cording to the numerical modelling results by Ref. [54], buried facilities
exhibit higher storage temperatures at greater depth. For reasons of
better storage performances and aesthetics, it is often recommended to
bury and integrate the storages into the visible environment [125]. The
TTES in Hannover (Germany) was integrated into an urban playground.
In Munich (Germany), soil was piled up around the storage in order to
integrate it into the landscape [18]. Also in Sweden, there has been a
shift to buried storage facilities, and the last above-ground storage fa-
cility in Ingelstad was built in 1979 [25]. In many cases, excavation
costs could be minimised by reclamation of former gravel pits.

3.2. Geometry and filling

3.2.1. Size and volume
The size and volume of a TTES facility might be restricted by reg-

ulations on maximum height above the surrounding terrain, depending
on the location and the respective building laws (e.g. Hamburg
(Germany) [99], Supplementary Table S–1) or due to requirements on

Fig. 4. a) Evolution of the number of different seasonal storage systems and large buffer storages. b) Development of the total number and annual newly built systems
(TTES, PTES, WGTES and large buffer storage) and cumulative number of storages (black line). c) Development of the installed volume in Europe for seasonal thermal
energy storage (TTES, PTES, WGTES, incl. large buffer storage) with annual newly-installed volumes. d) Development of the average size of newly installed seasonal
storage systems (TTES, PTES, WGTES) and large buffer storages.
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structural properties. PTES can be scaled to enormous volumes [58],
especially because these are built beneath the ground surface and thus
contained by the surrounding soil.
To minimise conductive energy losses through the shell, the geo-

metry of the TES should always aim at the lowest possible surface to
volume (A/V) ratio (m−1) [15,62,109]. By referring to typical geome-
tries such as cubes or spheres, Ref. [126] illustrate this with the third
power increase in the volume compared to the second power increase in
the surface area. Simultaneously, the A/V ratio behaves reciprocally to

the height or diameter of the system. This also means that larger storage
volumes have a positive effect [58] on the storage efficiency. Ref. [18]
states that energy-efficient seasonal storage only works with a volume
of 1,000m³ or more. The values listed in Supplementary Table S–1
confirm that generally A/V ratios decrease with the volume of the in-
stalled TES, even so a closer look reveals that a strong variability exists.
This indicates that other site-specific aspects play a crucial role for the
layout of each system. In addition to the A/V ratio, often the height to
diameter (h/d) ratio is given and also listed in Table S–1

Table 1
Overview of all seasonal thermal energy storage and large buffer storage locations recorded in this survey.

# name year country storage
type

volume (m³) water equivalents (m³) reference

1 Lambohov 1980 SWE PTES 10,000 10,000 [5,14,25,63–65]
2 Malung 1989 SWE PTES 800 800 [64,66]
3 Herlev (Tubberupvaenge) 1991 DEN PTES 3,000 3,000 [14,24,25,47,49,63,64,67–70]
4 Ottrupgaard 1995 DEN PTES 1,500 1,500 [18,26,28,31,47,48,64,68,69,71–73]
5 Jülich 1996 GER PTES 2,500 2,500 [5,64,71,74]
6 Marstal (SUN STORE 4) 2012 DEN PTES 75,000 75,000 [43,53,71,73,75–77]
7 Dronninglund 2013 DEN PTES 62,000 62,000 [45,46,64,65,73,75,78]
8 Gram 2015 DEN PTES 122,000 122,000 [44,46,78–80]
9 Vojens (1+2) 2015 DEN PTES 203,000 203,000 [53,55,56,81,82]
10 Logumkloster 2016 DEN PTES 150,000 150,000 [82,83]
11 Studsvik 1978 SWE TTES 800 800 [63,64,68,71]
12 Ingelstad 1979 SWE TTES 5,000 5,000 [5,6,24,25,28,29]
13 Särö 1989 SWE TTES 640 640 [25,26,31,64,68,70,71]
14 Hoerby 1990 DEN TTES 500 500 [5,13,29,64,69,84–86]
15 Rottweil 1995 GER TTES 597 597 [5,26,41,87–89]
16 Cosenza (Calabria) 1995 ITA TTES 500 500 [5,90,91]
17 Friedrichshafen (Wiggenhausen) 1996 GER TTES 12,000 12,000 [7,26,35,37,41,48,57,59,64,88,92–94]
18 Neuchatel 1997 SWI TTES 1,000 1,000 [4,13,28,48,95]
19 Ilmenau 1998 GER TTES 300 300 [31,36,88,89,96–98]
20 Hannover (Kronsberg) 2000 GER TTES 2,750 2,750 [7,37,38,57,88,92,99,100]
21 Rise 2001 DEN TTES 4,000 4,000 [47,78,83,101,102]
22 Munich (Ackermannbogen) 2007 GER TTES 5,700 5,700 [7,38,48,57,58,92,103–106]
23 Hamburg (Bramfeld) 2010 GER TTES 4,500 4,500 [7,15,18,26,38,48,58,71,93,98,99]
24 Mühldorf 2010 GER TTES 16.4 16.4 [107]
25 Vaulruz 1983 SWI WGTES 3,500 n.a. [19,25,108–110]
26 Stuttgart 1985 GER WGTES 1,050 725 [5,17,19,25,26,111]
27 Augsburg 1996 GER WGTES 6,500 3,250 [19,48,64,68,85,88,108]
28 Steinfurt (Borghorst) 1999 GER WGTES 1,500 1,000 [7,15,35,37,48,57,64,99,109,111,112]
29 Chemnitz 2000 GER WGTES 8,000 5,300 [5,7,13,17–19,24–26,37,48,88,109,113–117]
30 Eggenstein (Leopoldshafen) 2008 GER WGTES 4,530 3,000 [18,37,38,48,57,58,61,104,118–121]
31 Sonderborg Vollerup 2008 DEN WGTES 4,000 n.a. [48]
32 Aeroeskoebing 1999 DEN Buffer 1,400 1,400 [49,50,86]
33 Attenkirchen 2002 GER Buffer 500 500 [7,37,58,92]
34 Samsø 2002 DEN Buffer 800 800 [51]
35 Linz 2004 AUS Buffer 34,500 34,500 [52,64,85]
36 Braedstrup 2007 DEN Buffer 2,000 2,000 [75,122,123]
37 Crailsheim (Hirtenwiesen) 2007 GER Buffer 580 580 [7,18,36–38,57,64,93,120,121]
38 Salzburg (North) 2011 AUS Buffer 27,000 27,000 [10,53]
39 Nuremberg 2014 GER Buffer 33,000 33,000 [54]

Fig. 5. a) Installed number of different TES types compared to b) the total available installed storage volume and c) the average individual storage volumes.

C. Bott, et al. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 113 (2019) 109241

5



(supplementary material). With values close to one, the outer surface
tends to be smallest, but generally also the h/d ratio decreases with the
filling volume of the reported case studies. This is especially the case for
the Danish large scale PTES, where h/d ratios of around 1/10 are found.
These values reflect that the TES forms are strongly defined by size and
geometry of the original pit, where the TES was constructed. As the
PTES and WGTES are preferably built in existing subsurface basins,
their form is much more predefined than that of TTES. PTES and
WGTES are commonly constructed as inverted truncated cones or
pyramids (e.g., two German facilities: Steinfurt [112,127], and Stutt-
gart [26]). The TTES in Hamburg is built as a combination of an in-
verted truncated cone (bottom) and a cylinder, and therefore has an
optimised A/V ratio [99]. A reverse configuration can be found at the
storage in Hannover, where the truncated cone is located at the top and
the A/V ratio is even better due to optimised dimensioning [99].
Modelling of storage performance in energy systems is often done

with the commonly used software TRNSYS for large and small facilities
(e.g., Refs. [128,129]). However, Ref. [58] conclude that simulations
under ideal conditions usually result in underestimated heat losses, in
comparison to measured values of built systems [130,131]. Ref. [132]
conducted numerical simulations to find an optimal storage geometry
and the best boundary conditions. Basins that have cubical, cuboidal,
and vertical cylindrical geometries, as well as interconnected large
pipes, were investigated. A cylindrical basin was found to be the best
geometry for large facilities, providing the best approximation to a
sphere. Furthermore, Ref. [132] proposed the implication of internal
walls for an even better thermal stratification. This study focused ex-
clusively on geometrical design optimisation, but the different costs for
the different layouts were not examined. Thus, theoretically, a sphere
would always be optimal by minimisation of conductive heat loss (and
lowest A/V ratio). Due to the constructional challenges, however, a
cylinder may be economically more efficient. Also in practice, cylinders
represent a standard form, especially when no critical layout con-
straints need to be obeyed, such as revealed in Supplementary Table
S–1 for many TTES and buffers.

3.2.2. Water as filling material
Water is by far the most common filling material. It is a natural

media, harmless and nearly available everywhere, which is a particular
advantage compared to custom-designed phase change materials and
high quality gravel fillings [133]. Water is favoured because of its

thermodynamic properties [11,58]. According to Ref. [10], the heat
storage capacity of water is around 1.16 kWh/m³K (4.18MJ/m³K) in a
temperature range from 0 °C to 100 °C. This value is only around
0.69 kWh/m³K (2.50MJ/m³K) for soil or 0.33 kWh/m³K (1.20MJ/m³K)
for a gravel bed with 45% pore space. Within a temperature range from
35 °C to 60 °C, resulting storage capacities are 15–30 kWh/m³ for
ground material, such as soil or rock, and 30–50 kWh/m³ for gravel-
water mixtures compared to 60–80 kWh/m³ for water only [5]. This
means a reduced storage capacity of 60% for soil and of 20% for gravel
[48].
To avoid clogging, and because flow paths within the matrix are

difficult to control, WGTES require heat exchangers which reduce ef-
ficiencies and amplify heat losses. In contrast, water can serve as sto-
rage media and heat carrier at the same time. Heat exchangers thus are
avoided and the storage can be integrated into the connected heating/
cooling system when the water is directly used as fluid [11]. Negative
properties of water include the low operating range between melting
and boiling points, corrosive effects on other storage elements, and the
complication of natural convection on maintaining thermal stratifica-
tion [11]. Additionally, the thermal conductivity of water (0.6W/m K)
is below that of water-saturated soil (0.6–4W/m K) [95].
For systems with small volumes, the use of a combination of water

and custom-designed phase change materials has been suggested [134].
This yields a higher storage capacity by latent heat conversion. Because
such special phase change materials are relatively expensive, they are
not common in seasonal storage systems; instead, it is often more
economical for seasonal storages to design a larger storage volume of
water. However, in several applications also the phase change from
water to ice (or snow) is used [135]. Here, the working temperatures of
the storage device are low, but latent heat is stored and released in
addition to the release of sensible heat [4,136,137]. Ice ponds were first
introduced in 1984 by Ref. [138] as a technical variant for storing
thermal energy, and are further discussed by Ref. [135]. In the recent
work by Ref. [139], the combination of ice and cold water storage units
for cooling applications are revealed to be economically advantageous.

3.2.3. Water-gravel fillings
For WGTES, the filling consists of a solid phase and a liquid phase

[114]. Soil, sand, gravel, or various mixtures of these are mostly used as
fillings [11,58]. Compared to unsorted soil grains, well-sorted gravels
offer a higher permeability when using direct loading systems, higher

Fig. 6. a) Map showing the locations of the different seasonal storage types, including large buffer storages in Europe, b) country-wise installed volumes (m³) and c)
numbers.
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homogeneity, and a higher water content, which results in increased
storage capacities. Backfilling of excavated material can be economic-
ally advantageous, since costs for disposal and purchase of gravel or soil
are avoided [19]. For example, during the construction of the storage in
Eggenstein it was found that the building ground consisted of well-
permeable sand. Accordingly, costs were reduced by using the ground
material as filling [61].
Detailed descriptions of gravel and soil fillings are given by Refs.

[19,26] for the two German WGTES in Stuttgart, and by Refs.
[114,140] for Chemnitz. The water-gravel mixture in Chemnitz consists
of coarse gravel with an average diameter of 22.3mm (range of
16–32mm). With a porosity of 0.43, the mean density of the two-phase
system is 1,928 kg/m³ and the heat capacity 0.83 kWh/m³K (2.98MJ/
m³K). A value of 2.4W/m K was determined as thermal conductivity
[114,140], which is four times larger than the thermal conductivity of
water (0.6W/m K). WGTES have a lower heat capacity, caused by the
gravel or soil components [58,121]. A comparison between WGTES and
the water-filled systems (TTES, PTES) can be done by water equiva-
lents. The gravel used in WGTES reduces the volume of water but at the
same time contributes to the system with its own heat capacity. To
compare the storage capacity with installations only filled with water,
the resulting heat capacity is expressed as water equivalent volumes.
For example, the 1,050m³ WGTES storage facility in Stuttgart contains
355m³ of water and 960m³ of gravel. This is equivalent to a TTES or
PTES with a water volume of 725m³ [26]. For the other WGTES, the
additional gravel material reduces the water volume by 30–50% (for
example in Chemnitz from 8,000m³ to 5,300m³ [18,26,140], Table 1).
WGTES provide static advantages as they can be integrated into the

subsurface as self-supporting, loadable bodies, obviating the need for
structural elements like load-bearing sidewalls and complex roof con-
structions [111]. As a result, WGTES allow using their top surface and
are preferred for areas with denser population [58]. At the WGTES in
Steinfurt, the highly stress-resistance cover facilitate to use it as gardens
[111,112]. In contrast, TTES need a technically more complex con-
struction with pilings to carry the top construction (e.g. Hamburg
[85,99,131]). The necessary complex thermal structure of the storage
diminishes operation and maintenance performance of WGTES. It is
almost impossible to carry out maintenance inside the storage or repair
leaks in the waterproofing elements [58,85]. Also, it is important to
note that modelling of WGTES using a multi-component system with
liquid and solid phases is more complex than considering systems with
water only [114].

3.3. Structural elements

As TTES are commonly built above ground, they need a structural
element to carry stresses. Mostly, these are fabricated of concrete re-
inforced by steel to improve mechanical properties (Fig. 7a). The high-

performance concrete that was used for the TTES in Hannover re-
presents both the static and waterproofing component (due to an
abated permeability) but at disproportionally high costs [18,99,141].
Simultaneously, optimised shapes and construction methods can help to
increase the concrete’s stability. For example, a high stress resistance
was required for the top of the storage in Friedrichshafen, and it was
achieved by constructing a pre-stressed shelled roof [87,100].
According to Fig. 7b, there are a few systems that only use stainless

steel. This is common for large buffer storages, but also for smaller
seasonal TES. Stainless steel may be advantageous because no further
sealing barriers are needed. However, at the same time, the storage
volume is limited due to its lower stress resistance.
As an alternative, glass fibre reinforced plastic (GRP) profiles with a

thickness of 10mm were tested at a pilot site in Ilmenau (Germany
[9,97,142], Fig. 7b). The aim was to reduce costs, and to benefit from a
low thermal conductivity of this material. However, limited static
properties of this material restrict the maximum volume of a storage
tank.
For the storages built underground (PTES and WGTES), the stability

requirements for structural elements are reduced by the enclosing
ground. Nevertheless, the geometry of some facilities entails the need
for specific structural elements: the WGTES in Chemnitz (Germany) was
built with a pile wall to stabilise the excavation hole [37,94,116]. The
steeper the slope angles of a given excavation hole, the larger the sto-
rage volume. This is particularly important in areas with limited space.
Further examples for non-TTES with structural elements are the PTES in
Herlev (steel profiles [69]) and in Lambohov (concrete [5]).
The performance of seasonal TES does not only depend on their

construction elements, but also on the surrounding (hydro-)geological
conditions. Ref. [143] provide a theoretical investigation on effects of
various surrounding materials, comparing density, thermal con-
ductivity, diffusivity, and heat capacity. It is found that coarse gravel is
the preferred surrounding material compared to granite and limestone.
For the selected seasonal TES of this study, design parameters regarding
the structural elements are illustrated in Table S–2 (supplementary
material).

3.4. Thermal insulation

3.4.1. Thermal insulations of top, bottom and sidewalls
Thermal insulation at the top, bottom and sidewalls is fundamental

to mitigate conductive heat loss (Fig. 8a and b). A summary for the
thermal insulation designs of selected systems can be found in supple-
mentary Tab S-3. For instance, measurements taken at the facility in
Stuttgart showed ground heat losses of 40%, because the sidewalls and
bottom were not insulated [26]. Ref. [144] demonstrates that heat
losses in uninsulated PTES mainly occur at the cover and the upper
edges. By simulating the operation of an exemplary system, a stationary

Fig. 7. Development of number of applications a) and today’s application distribution b) for the different materials for structural elements. Concrete and reinforced
concrete clearly predominate, while pile walls or GRP were only used in single pilot projects. (GRP: glass fibre reinforced plastic).
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heat loss was observed at the bottom of the storage, while the re-
maining storage surface had not yet reached a steady state. In the
modelled case, a warming of the ground at a distance of 1m by 43 °C
was revealed.
The top of all three storage types (TTES, PTES, WGTES) have al-

ready been insulated in the very first projects, as here the largest heat
losses are expected [144]. The early facilities in Hamburg (1996) and
Rottweil (Germany, 1995) used thermal insulation at the top and at the
sidewalls, but due to the high expected costs no insulation was im-
plemented at the bottom [59,87,99,113]. By using materials that are
resistant to mechanical stress, like foam glass, the insulation of the
bottom was realised for example at the TTES in Cosenza (Italy
[90,91,112]). According to this improvement, subsequent TTES and
WGTES were preferably insulated on all sides (e.g. Munich [62,113]).
In contrast, PTES avoid the costs of lateral and bottom insulations, but
try to compensate the elevated thermal losses by their larger storage
volumes. Insulation of the storage top is nevertheless recommended for
all system types [92]. As a result, currently existing PTES and some
WGTES often do not have lateral thermal insulations, while these are
always present in TTES (Fig. 8b). This is also because insulation is easily
applicable during construction of the sidewalls of TTES.

3.4.2. Requirements for insulation materials
The different sides of a storage device are ideally equipped with

different insulation materials [58,113]. A high mechanical resistance is
especially required for the bottom and sidewalls. As a consequence of
the higher density of gravel, requirements on resistance to the me-
chanical stress caused by the weight of the storage material are highest
for WGTES. Among other requirements for material properties are

uniform and continuous application of insulation, durability, in-
sensitivity to thermal stress or external natural influences, and good
drying abilities. For example, Ref. [31] recommend a high temperature
resistance of up to 100 °C in the short term and 90 °C in the long term,
ageing and pressure resistance, as well as resistance to hydrolysis. In
addition, Ref. [31] tested various materials and demonstrated that even
with new materials (e.g. foam glass) the thermal conductivity increases
by 30% on average when the temperature is raised by 20 °C. This em-
phasises the need for uniform material behaviour. Not only are
moisture problems reported in the old storage systems from Denmark
(Herlev, Ottrupgaard [28,31,47,69]), but from newer systems as well.
In Steinfurt, moisture permeation in the insulation (expanded glass
granulate) occurred when the drainage system failed [7]. To solve this
problem, the expanded glass granulate had to be dried [113]. Mea-
surements revealed that it took more than one year before the insula-
tion material regained its initial value [7].

3.4.3. Materials for thermal insulation
Conventional insulation materials include mineral fibre, extruded

polystyrene foam (XPS), expanded polystyrene foam (EPS), poly-
ethylene foam (PE), and polyurethane/polyisocyanurate (PUR/PIR)
foam. Fig. 9 demonstrates that these represent over 50% of the mate-
rials used for the sidewalls and top. According to Ref. [85], PUR/PIR
foams are useful for both sidewalls and top insulations, whereas mi-
neral fibres are only utilised at the top of the storage. Further, mineral
fibres were consistently used with TTES. Due to insufficient stress re-
sistance, such conventional materials however are not considered for
bottom insulation.
A main disadvantage of conventional insulating materials is their

Fig. 8. Absolute a) and relative b) numbers of the insulated storage domains, differentiated according to the different storage types. While TTES always represent top
and laterally insulated storages, particularly PTES lack sidewall insulations. The bottom is rarely insulated for all system types.

Fig. 9. Number of materials used for a) bottom, b) sidewall, and c) top insulation. Foam glass is primarily applied at the bottom, whereas the sidewalls are insulated
mainly with conventional mineral wool and expanded glass. The largest variability is found in the top insulations, where natural, conventional, and recycling
materials are used.
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non-uniform thermal behaviour [109]. For mineral fibre, thermal
conductivity significantly declines at 40 °C–90 °C [113]. However, if
water infiltrates the insulating layer in the case of leakage, the thermal
conductivity strongly increases [31,113]. Ref. [99] measured growing
heat losses caused by moisture permeation into the insulation from the
outside, which was accelerated by a high groundwater level at the
storages in Hamburg and Steinfurt. To avoid this, Ref. [113] re-
commends costly wrapping of XPS or PUR sheets into waterproofing
membranes. As an example, in Ottrupgaard, PUR foam was applied in
sandwich elements to avoid ingress of moisture [47,145].
Natural materials used as thermal insulators include pumice (e.g.

Stuttgart [26]), expanded perlite (e.g. Mühldorf, Germany [107]), and
expanded clay (e.g. Cosenza [30,90]). The first two are fine-pored
volcanic materials. According to Ref. [31], expanded perlite has the
best thermal properties, but is unsuitable due to its low pressure re-
sistance. However, at Mühldorf, a special vacuum insulation technique
allowed the use of expanding perlite as thermal insulator not only at the
sidewalls and top but also at the bottom ([107], Figs. 9 and 10). Ex-
panded clay has already been used in early TES, for example in Lam-
bohov, built in 1980 [31]. Floating covers of large PTES rely on ex-
panded clay because of its low density (e.g. Marstal [18,43,76]).
Further advantages of natural materials are the favourable environ-
mental compatibility and often low costs. Nevertheless, most of these
natural materials were not used in storage systems other than those
where they have been tested (Fig. 10).
A newer trend is the use of recycling materials. These include foam

glass (as sheets or granulates) and expanded glass granulates, both re-
covered from waste glass. As shown in Fig. 10, this development starts
relatively late, beginning from years 1995 (foam glass) and 1999 (ex-
panded glass). Recycling materials have not been available for as long
as conventional thermal insulators. Foam glass meanwhile represents a
commonly used material for bottom insulation, while expanded glass
granulate is often applied for sidewall and top insulations (Figs. 9 and
10). Aside from attractive thermal insulation properties, they show a
good mechanical resistance as well [64]. Among the recycling mate-
rials, expanded glass granulate has the lowest thermal conductivity
[31]. Furthermore, all recycling materials are water-resistant and can
be dried easily. Accordingly, expanded glass granulate was used as a
humidity-compatible material on the outside of the storage sidewalls in
Hannover, which is made of concrete of critical permeability [99]. The
storage in Cosenza is one of the first facilities being equipped with foam
glass gravel [30,90]. At the WGTES in Steinfurt, both foam glass and
expanded granulate are used [111,112]. Foam glass is installed in
0.15m thick plates at the bottom while expanded glass granulate is
installed in geotextile bags of 0.5m thickness. Refs. [85,94] provide a
detailed overview of various insulating materials. Based on a definition
and prioritisation of thermal, mechanical, and other requirements,
various data sheets are evaluated. As a conclusion, foam glass gravel,
expanded glass granulate, and expanded clays are considered particu-
larly suitable for insulation.

3.4.4. Installation techniques of thermal insulations
According to Ref. [31], appropriate configurations and construc-

tions of thermal insulation layers are challenging in terms of building
physics and thermodynamics. This is because both heat conduction and
vapour diffusion from the inside to the outside and water ingress from
the outside to the inside must be avoided at the same time. Materials for
thermal insulation are available as plates or as bulk material [85].
Plates do not require the installation of complex frames or textile bags
in order to keep the insulating material fixed [85,109]. One dis-
advantage, however, is that plates always need additional water-
proofing. Consequently, for simple installations, bulk materials are
preferred as they can be directly filled into prefabricated geotextile bags
[112], achieving water tightness and thermal insulation in a single
work step. A 25m³ body of thermal insulation can thus be built in
30min [111]. Vacuum evacuation improves stability through

compaction and by negative pressure. At the same time, the material is
protected against humidity. Aside from this, long-term monitoring via
vacuum control is feasible [61] and floating top insulations can be
constructed (e.g. at the PTES in Jülich, Germany [74], and Ottrupgaard
[47,72]). In all cases, thermal bridges have to be avoided through the
proper installation of connecting pipes.
Since the temperature distribution within the storage (and conse-

quently also the heat loss) is not uniform, but it increases from the base
to the top, it is recommended to raise the thickness of lateral insulation
accordingly. In Hannover, the insulation thickness of the sidewalls rises
from 0.3 m at the bottom to a maximum of 0.7 m at the top [99]. Due to
the reduced insulation thickness at the storage bottom, a further ad-
vantage of this method is that costs can be reduced without efficiency
losses, as reported for the TTES in Munich [113].
Both internal and external insulation of the mantle are possible for

TTES. External insulations cause higher thermal stresses in the concrete
and reduce long-term stability [31]. Nevertheless, this technique is used
in Hamburg by employing pressure-resistant mineral wool [99,146]
and in Munich, where expanded glass granulate is inserted in a mem-
brane formwork between the structural element and the drainage layer
[38].

3.5. Waterproofing

3.5.1. Materials for waterproofing
Leakages are a major issue of water-based storage systems. They can

be caused by damage during construction, or they can occur later due to
material fatigue. Accordingly, there are many methods and materials
available to avoid both the loss and infiltration of water and moisture.
Materials for TES waterproofing can be adapted from a variety of

other application fields. Investigations by Ref. [85] cover conventional
materials for landfill, dam, canal, pond, roof, and tunnel construction.
Plastic liners, such as ethylene propylene diene monomer (EPDM),
high-density polyethylene (HDPE), polypropylene (PP), and polyvinyl
chloride (PVC), are common in those areas and have also been used in
seasonal TES ([77], Fig. 11a and b). Supplementary Table S–4 gives a
detailed insight into designs of waterproofings for some selected sea-
sonal TES of this study.
Linings of steel or stainless steel are used very often, but these are

restricted to TTES (Fig. 11a and b). Advantages of stainless steel offer
high ageing and diffusion resistances, while disadvantages include po-
tential corrosion, more complex installation procedures, and higher
costs [85]. However, by using stainless steel, the maximum storage
temperature (> >95 °C) is much higher than that of plastic liners
(< 90 °C) [15,77]. Plastic liners are advantageous because of their

Fig. 10. Evolution of applied insulation materials used at the sidewalls for all
storage types (TTES, PTES, WGTES). Mineral fibre has been used intensively
since the mid-1990s, but solely for TTES. Until 1999, EPS, XPS and PUR foams
gained attention. Meanwhile, expanded glass has become the preferred choice.

C. Bott, et al. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 113 (2019) 109241

9



specific costs, their packaging form as lanes, and the speed of applica-
tion. HDPE clearly dominates (Fig. 11b), as it is meanwhile well proved
as suitable for PTES and WGTES. HDPE is used at two of the three
German WGTES storages (Stuttgart, Chemnitz) and at the WGTES in
Lyngby (Denmark [69,116]). In contrast, other geomembranes (PP,
butyl, EPDM) have not survived their experimental stage (Fig. 11a).
WGTES often use plastic liners to separate the storage material from

the surrounding soil [11]. In addition, these liners allow for leakage
control. In Steinfurt, a double-layer polypropylene (PP) liner, which can
be tested by vacuum for tightness even after installation, was applied
for the first time in 1999. The plastic PP was modified to ensure a better
long-term temperature resistance of up to 90 °C [111]. Ref. [113] notes
that costs for more temperature resistant materials such as stainless
steel are significantly higher. Still, foils are generally vulnerable to
leaks, as documented at the storage in Herlev for example, which was
equipped with a single-layer EPDM liner at the inner side of steel sheet
pilings [69]. To prevent leakage through thermally caused deformation,
the PTES in Marstal was equipped with a steel grid [147].
The storage in Ottrupgaard was sealed with a 0.85m thick clay layer

at the bottom and sidewalls [47,48]. Unfortunately, no satisfactory
resistance was achieved, and significant water losses occurred shortly
after commissioning [69]. Ref. [68] point out that leakage is frequent
for related projects with clay or bentonite sealing due to its high sus-
ceptibility, such as also observed at the storage in Hoerby (Denmark
[30]). Therefore, use of this natural material also in the future is un-
certain.
A high-performance waterproofed concrete with an optimised dif-

fusion rate (quality level B85, 4 L/m2⋅a) was tested in Hannover. The
quality was achieved by adding micro silica, superseding stainless steel
liners [99,141]. Cost reductions of 15% were expected but could not be
accomplished due to elevated costs for reinforcement that was needed
to limit fracture widths [18,94].

3.5.2. Vapour diffusion
Water losses of TES are not only caused by water in liquid phase, but

also by vapour, which penetrates through the storage shell to the out-
side. This significantly reduces the efficiency of the insulation material
and, as a result, also reduces the system’s overall efficiency. Since the
moisture transfer occurs mainly in areas with higher temperatures (at
the top and the sidewalls), this is primarily where vapour diffusion
barriers are used. For economic reasons, these are often neglected at the
relatively cold storage bottom [112].
Tank storages do not need vapour diffusion barriers as they already

contain an inner stainless steel lining [15,58]. For example, in Ham-
burg, a welded 1.25mm thick stainless steel sheet serves as a com-
pletely impermeable layer [99]. In contrast, plastic liners exhibit a
notable permeability [109]. Because the first German WGTES in

Stuttgart and Chemnitz did not have vapour diffusion barriers, water
losses through the HDPE liner were detected. In Stuttgart, 10–15m³ of
water had to be refilled every year, corresponding to a fraction of 3% of
the total water volume [26]. Due to these experiences, additional ma-
terials, predominantly metal foils, had to be applied to prevent moisture
transfer between the storage and the surroundings [58,85,109]. In
Steinfurt, a PP-Al-PE liner was installed [63,112]. The concept of
composite foils is also common in other application areas (e.g. in the
building sector). In Eggenstein, the aluminium barrier is placed within
the plastic liner that was welded to chambers [61,94].

3.5.3. Drainage layers
Energy losses are often increased in buried systems if groundwater is

present, as it promotes convective heat transfer in the storage sur-
rounding and reduces the insulation material performance when pe-
netrating the respective layer [99,131]. To avoid this, drainage layers
should be installed to deflect rainwater from the surface of the storage.
These are usually installed as gravel layers (e.g. Hannover [99]) or
geotextile mats (e.g. Steinfurt [99]). Mats with an additional protection
fleece are mainly used and recommended for PTES [31], for example in
Marstal [77]. To minimise infiltration of groundwater, Ref. [111] re-
commend a bentonite layer on the outer side of the storage shell, but
this also represents another cost factor, and leakage problems with clay
layers are common.

3.6. Loading systems

Effective storage systems for heat and cold require reliable loading
and unloading systems to establish and maintain an effective thermal
stratification inside the facility [148]. In contrast, insufficient tem-
perature stratification reduces storage efficiency enormously - often
expressed as internal energy loss or exergy loss [58,149].Ref. [10] state
that turbulent flows mix the storage fluid, destroying a stable stratifi-
cation, while Ref. [150] point out that free convection due to density
differences takes place at a temperature difference as low as 0.01 K.
Direct and indirect loading systems are distinguishable. Direct

loading means that the loading system is in direct contact to the filling
material, while indirect loading systems use heat exchanger and hy-
draulically separate the inner parts of the storage from the loading- and
unloading circuit. WGTES usually only contain indirect loading systems
[148]. One example is Steinfurt with a 7,500m long PE coil system on
six levels [15]. To test different strategies, the WGTES in Stuttgart offers
three different possibilities to insert or extract heat [26]. The indirect
system consists of an eight-level plastic tube heat exchange with a
length of 4,853m. A ring and a star distribution device facilitates water
flowing in at upper levels and out at lower levels during charging (and
vice versa during discharging).

Fig. 11. a) Development of a number of applications and b) current application distribution of waterproofing materials for all storage types (TTES, PTES, WGTES).
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TTES and PTES solely use direct systems. Ref. [112] explain that for
larger storages direct loading systems are to be preferred due to eco-
nomic reasons. Refs. [58,85] state that the direct loading of storage
facilities is more energy efficient, due to lower rigidity. At the same
time, Ref. [9,58] note that layer loading devices of small plants, which
were, for example, studied by Ref. [151], are not easily scalable. Ref.
[152] also investigate various direct loading devices and conclude that
stationary systems working by fluid mechanics are of particular benefit.
They have a longer lifetime and a simpler functional principle, only
utilising density differences of the storage. However, over-simplified
designs lead to insufficient thermal stratification. Part of such direct
loading systems are radial diffusers, positioned close to the top and the
bottom of the storages [152]. Their flow behaviour was investigated in
detail by Refs. [148,153,154]. A third device in the middle of the sto-
rage height was used for the first time in Hannover in 2000 [7].

3.7. System integration

3.7.1. Networks
Proper integration of the TES facility into heating/cooling grids is

essential [121]. For example, an in-depth review of modelling methods
for district energy systems is presented by Ref. [155]. In many cases, the
installation of new network systems connecting existing TES is expected
to improve the cost-efficiency [9,18,58,156,157]. Well-known net-
works are large district heating networks, e.g. in Marstal where 1,500
households are linked to the PTES [43]. Generally, it is recommended
that in urban applications at least 100 households are connected to a
seasonal storage [96], but Ref. [111] estimate that at least 50 house-
holds enable economical operation. In Hamburg, only 124 households
and in Friedrichshafen 570 households are supplied [7,9,158]. The
required size of a new storage can also be defined based on the total
area for residential space heating. This was the case for Hamburg, with
a total area of 14,800m2 and Friedrichshafen with 39,500m2 [7].
The integration of a TES can be realised particularly well in new

building projects. As an example, Steinfurt is a location in Germany
with a seasonal storage as part of a "solar settlement" [112,127] and the
TTES in Hannover is part of a “Solar City” [159]. TES can also be in-
tegrated in energy refurbishment projects. The WGTES in Eggenstein
was incorporated into an existing district heating network in 2009 as
part of a major modernisation project [104,120].
Centralised systems with central heating sources, and decentralised

systems with independent additional heating systems in the individual
houses, can be distinguished from each other, but are often used in
parallel (Hamburg [99,146]). Different combinations of these systems
are investigated by Ref. [160] with the result showing that combina-
tions of short and long term storages are optimal. Also, Ref. [110] re-
commend such combined heat generation strategies.
To minimise energy losses, directly integrated systems are more

suitable than heat exchangers [99]. If this is not possible, e.g. for hy-
gienic reasons in the case of closed systems such as drinking water,
efficient heat exchangers must be used [112].
Independent networks for source and target systems allow for either

separation of different temperature levels or for creating a mixture of
supply and return flows in order to keep stable temperatures [112].
Additionally, different operating strategies (direct energy use vs. sto-
rage) can be realised [99]. This technical variability yields opportu-
nities, but it also incites a challenge. The risk of technical failure rises
with system complexity, and optimal integration of seasonal TES into
heating or cooling networks is often underestimated. For example, en-
ergy losses of networks can represent an unexpectedly important role
[112]. Hydraulic problems in loading and unloading circuits in Eg-
genstein led to inefficient operation of the storage system [120].

3.7.2. Source and target systems
Generally, all heat or cold generating devices can be used as thermal

energy sources. Since seasonal TES are often built within renewable

energy projects with fluctuating sources, storage facilities try to max-
imise the proportion of renewable energy by using different systems.
Refs. [31,111] propose waste heat from Combined Heat and Power
(CHP) and biogas plants, which have a higher productivity in summer
due to additional green waste. The concept in Marstal uses 100% re-
newable energy for heat supply and employs the PTES to help bridge
supply gaps through utilisation of stored surplus. The system includes a
wood chip boiler and a solar thermal system in combination with heat
pumps [43,76]. Operation of the cogeneration plant in Hamburg was
terminated due to economic reasons [99]. For feeding other TES, con-
ventional source systems such as gas boilers (Steinfurt [112], Hamburg
[99], Munich [58]), oil-fired boilers, condensing boilers, or electric
flow heaters (Steinfurt [112]) are used. Post heating via an attached
district heating system is employed in Hannover [99].
Seasonal TES aim at different target applications. These include

space heating and cooling as well as the preparation of domestic hot
water. Furthermore, stored thermal energy can be applied to support
industrial processes or agricultural applications, such as the energy-
efficient heating of greenhouses [161,162].
The volume or thermal capacity of the storage system must match

both the demands of the targets and the supplied energy by the source
systems. Storage systems that are designed too large require dis-
proportionally high construction costs and often cannot be used in an
optimal manner [27]. In Friedrichshafen, one reason for inefficient
dimensioning of the storage system was as a result of a difference be-
tween the projected and constructed area of solar thermal collectors.
Consequently, a discrepancy between calculated and actual supply
energy was found [58,104]. In contrast, a small storage is not able to
cover the energy demand, which causes additional costs when com-
plementary systems must be installed, such as for post-heating. Ulti-
mately, all components must be harmonised so that supply and return
temperatures are matched and the storage potential is realised most
efficiently.

3.7.3. Temperatures
Different temperature levels are required for different target sys-

tems, such as domestic hot water preparation, radiator heating, and
underfloor heating. Clearly, low-temperature underfloor systems are
most suitable for achieving best storage performances [7]. This is be-
cause a lowered temperature within the storage results in lower heat
losses [118]. Problems arise with low-temperature storages if targets
are connected that require a higher temperature (e.g. domestic hot
water preparation or radiator heating) and post-heating is needed. Ref.
[96] propose flow heaters as an effective alternative, while some de-
centralised systems (e.g. Marstal) use diurnal buffers to modulate feed-
in temperatures [43]. In Marstal, resulting temperature differences
between supply and return circuits reach 32 K during summer and 43 K
during winter. Another solution is the admixture of cooler return flows
to ensure a constant supply temperature level (e.g. in Hamburg [99]).
Heat pumps are, for example, installed in Stuttgart [26], in Marstal

[43], in Munich [38,58], and in Eggenstein [58,120]. Heat pumps offer
two positive features: besides providing higher supply temperatures,
they also can be applied to reduce the return temperatures, cooling
down the storage to obtain a larger temperature spread between storage
inlet and outlet [58,119]. On the one hand, this maximises the available
storage capacity. On the other hand, it promotes stratification and
avoids excessively high temperature at the beginning of the next
loading period. The latter was observed in the first storages in Frie-
drichshafen and Hamburg [100,113,131]. A suitable temperature range
for optimal storage operation is considered to be 10 °C–80 °C, designed
for the storage in Eggenstein [58,121]. Here, a heat pump is installed to
achieve the low return temperature, and detailed information on
methods of TES-coupled heat pump dimensioning can be found in Ref.
[61].
Fluid temperatures originating from the supplying systems can show

a high variability, especially with solar thermal collectors [99]. Buffers
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in front of the loading devices are therefore recommended in order to
ensure constant temperatures, avoid turbulent flows, and prevent ex-
cessive material stress [112]. This is particularly necessary for WGTES,
as these have a higher rigidity (e.g. Eggenstein [58]).

3.7.4. Storage operation
The operating procedure of a seasonal storage begins with an initial

heating phase [112], while the desired quasi-stationary state is reached
only after some years [7]. During this stabilisation phase, the steep
lateral temperature gradients promote high energy losses to the sur-
rounding soil [99]. For example, the storage in Hannover was put into
operation in 2000 and had a planned start-up phase until 2005 [7].
For the evaluation of storage efficiency, the degree of utilisation is

expressed as the quotient of stored and withdrawn energy (due to in-
ternal and external energy losses). For well insulated storages, values
above 90% are considered feasible [58], but currently thermal loss still
accounts for up to 50% of the storage capacity.
Due to the different energy source and target systems, appropriate

measurement and control systems are necessary to promptly detect
malfunctions early [99]. The suitable position for control and auto-
mation in centralised networks are the heating stations [99,112]. For
instance, pilot storage plants are often equipped with a sophisticated
measuring grid. In Stuttgart, for example, 415 thermal sensors and nine
heat flow meters were installed [26]. In Chemnitz, 20 internal and 10
external temperatures are monitored [114,117]. On the one hand,
sampling of the water inside the storage system has to be carried out in
order to detect corrosion at an early stage. In Stuttgart, sampling is
possible at two locations within the storage [26]. On the other hand,
monitoring groundwater quality around the storage is most important
for storages with (potentially) greater water losses. The storage in
Hannover is thus accompanied by an extensive hydrochemical mea-
surement program [99].

4. Storage generations and remaining issues

The most important innovations during past TES development are
shown as a multi-generational evolution in Fig. 12 [37,49,86,111].
While pilot projects first proved the basic feasibility of seasonal TES,
new waterproofing and thermal insulation materials have already been

applied in the second generation. Efficiencies were thus increased (e.g.
through optimised loading and unloading systems) and the first pro-
blems (especially leakages) were solved at the same time. In the third
generation, priority shifted to cost reductions, for instance by using
prefabricated elements for thermal insulations or structural elements of
TTES. The new insulation techniques and especially bottom thermal
insulation improved the efficiencies, while composite foils with vapour
diffusion layers and testable waterproofing techniques further reduced
water losses. Today, at the fourth generation level, most attention fo-
cuses on effective storage integration and operation in larger networks.
This is complemented by tuning of temperature levels and combining
different energy sources.
Nevertheless, a number of unresolved critical issues remain which

require further attention. In Fig. 12, they are attributed to the next, fifth
generation. Technically, improvements and new developments of sui-
table materials are needed. Achieving long-term robustness is a wide-
spread challenge of existing sites, e.g. due to structural fatigue of wa-
terproofings. TES need to keep energy losses at a minimum over a
lifetime of several decades, not only for the sake of storage efficiency,
but also to minimise environmental risks. For instance, Ref. [99]
measured a warming from 8 °C to 30 °C at 4m below surface next to the
storage in Hannover. Generally, such significant ground heating is
rarely detected, and this is supported by simulations [144]. However, in
practice, suitable monitoring and control systems are required to save
the ambient ground and groundwater environment [163].
Regarding TES operation, the vast opportunities to integrate new

and diverse energy sources are still not exploited. Most TES rely on
solar energy, but smart integration in heating and cooling networks
may also facilitate industrial excess energy, geothermal energy, and
waste heat from office buildings and data centres. Aside from this, the
optimal use of TES requires attuned control engineering. In many cases,
for example, the return temperatures are too high, and in others the
achieved thermal stratification is suboptimal. For solar-based systems,
the solar fraction can be increased by one percent if the return tem-
perature is reduced by only one degree [7]. Finally, a future approach
for more flexibility is the consideration of combined storage systems
that represent multi-storage solutions of different sizes and different
temperature levels. Such solutions offer not only more flexibility, but
also can be upgraded more easily in case of network expansion or

Fig. 12. Generations of seasonal storage systems with the most important inventions in the different domains.
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innovative materials. Such modular implementation of TES can also
reduce high initial costs of construction, which are often decisive for
realisation of a project.

5. Conclusions

Seasonal storage of thermal energy is still in its early stage. This is
surprising, considering its elementary role in modern heating networks
that rely on multiple, often fluctuating heat sources, and that are based
on smart modulation of temperatures. This study discovers the roots of
the historical evolution of closed seasonal thermal energy storages in
the early 1960s. After only a short time, theoretical ideas were trans-
formed into applied pilot projects within the framework of extensive
research projects. As shown, the main focus of research activities was
mainly concentrated in Europe, backed up by international cooperation
and activities in other countries. Recently, since the beginning of the
2010s, the installed closed thermal energy storage (TES) volumes show
an exponential increase, which displays the recent transition from pilot-
plants to well-functioning large-scale applications. Geospatial analysis
shows that research activities in the different European countries are
reflected in the present geographical distribution of seasonal storage
systems. Germany, Denmark, and Sweden clearly dominate both in
terms of installed volume and the number of TES built.
On a technical level, the three most attractive concepts in the field

of water-based closed seasonal TES are Pit Thermal Energy Storages
(PTES), Tank Thermal Energy Storages (TTES) and Water-Gravel
Thermal Energy Storages (WGTES). PTES are water-filled sealed pits
while TTES are enclosed basin structures. In contrast, WGTES are
commonly filled with a mixture of gravel and water, allowing static
loads to be placed on their top surfaces. In addition to their application
as seasonal storage tanks, large-volume short-term buffer storage tanks
also gained importance by growing integration into district heating
networks.
Intensive research activities in the different European countries are

reflected in the present geographical distribution of seasonal storage
systems. Germany, Denmark, and Sweden clearly dominate both in
terms of installed volume and the number of TES built. We identified 39
systems in Europe, comprising 31 seasonal TES and eight large buffer
storages. The total storage volume is about 797,000m³, with a pro-
portion of 87% (697,220m³) total TES volume. Assuming an optimal
but still realistic temperature spread of 70 K for all facilities, the present
TES would result in an available storage capacity of 56,600MWh.
Interestingly, TTES is the most common technical implementation,
while PTES represent the largest volume. This is due to the relatively
simple design of PTES without structural elements, allowing cost sav-
ings while simultaneously expanding the volume. WGTES are more
complex, and are therefore more dependent on site conditions. They
also entail higher technological risks.
Moreover, developments within individual system components of

seasonal TES were examined, showing a steady progress. This includes
advancements in the storage fillings (especially important for WGTES),
thermal insulations and waterproofings, as well as in structural ele-
ments (mainly for TTES). However, deficiencies were identified in each
section, which still impede global market maturity.
Ultimately, every TES case study can be assigned to four genera-

tions. Early systems of the first generation served as evidence concepts.
Following this, the progress described in the individual sections lead to
achievements within further TES generations. These refer to material
improvements (second generation), new methods for cost reductions
(third generation), and flexibilisation strategies (fourth generation).
Pending enhancements and advancements are summarised in a pending
fifth generation. During this next generation, innovations may achieve
further economisation while simultaneously increasing the efficiency of
closed seasonal thermal energy storage systems.

Declarations of interest

None.

Acknowledgements

We thank the two anonymous revievers for their constructive
comments. The present study is financially supported by the
Volkswagen Foundation and the Bavarian State Ministry of Education
and Culture, Science and the Arts within the framework of the
“Programm zur Förderung der angewandten Forschung und
Entwicklung an Hochschulen für angewandte Wissenschaften –
Programmsäule Strukturimpuls – Forschungseinstieg” (grant agreement
no. VIII.2-F1116.IN/19/2).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.06.048.

References

[1] Kammen DM, Sunter DA. City-integrated renewable energy for urban sustain-
ability. Science 2016;352(6288):922–8.

[2] Lund H, Werner S, Wiltshire R, Svendsen S, Thorsen JE, Hvelplund F, et al. 4th
Generation District Heating (4GDH): Integrating smart thermal grids into future
sustainable energy systems. Energy 2014;68:1–11.

[3] International Energy Agency. Tracking Clean Energy Progress: Buildings Available
from: http://www.iea.org/tcep/buildings, Accessed date: 9 January 2019.

[4] Xu J, Wang RZ, Li Y. A review of available technologies for seasonal thermal en-
ergy storage. Sol Energy 2014;103:610–38.

[5] Novo AV, Bayon JR, Castro-Fresno D, Rodriguez-Hernandez J. Review of seasonal
heat storage in large basins: Water tanks and gravel–water pits. Appl Energy
2010;87(2):390–7.

[6] Pavlov GK, Olesen BW. Seasonal ground solar thermal energy storage - review of
systems and applications. In: Proceedings, P-1.2-07.

[7] Mangold D, Raab S, Müller-Steinhagen H. Saisonale Wärmespeicherung in solaren
Großanlagen: Status und Perspektiven. DGS-Tagung Solares Heizen, Intersolar,
Freiburg, 27.06. 2003. p. 1–9. 2003.

[8] Arce P, Medrano M, Gil A, Oró E, Cabeza LF. Overview of thermal energy storage
(TES) potential energy savings and climate change mitigation in Spain and Europe.
Appl Energy 2011;88(8):2764–74.

[9] Schirmer U, Urbaneck T, Dionat P. Solares Heizen mit Großanlagen: Chancen und
Perspektiven. Bautechnik-Forum Chemnitz 2004, VDI, Ingenieurkammer Sachsen,
iproplan, VUBIC. TU Chemnitz; 2004. p. 80–104.

[10] Thess A, Trieb F, Wörner A, Zunft S. Herausforderung Wärmespeicher. Physik
Journal 2015;14(2):33–9.

[11] Socaciu LG. Seasonal sensible thermal energy storage solutions. Leonardo Electron
J Pract Technol 2011(19):49–68.

[12] Dinçer I, Rosen M. Thermal energy storage: Systems and applications. 2nd ed.
Hoboken N.J.: Wiley; 2011.

[13] Kalaiselvam S. Thermal energy storage technologies for sustainability: Systems
design, assessment, and applications. 1st ed. London, U.K: Academic Press; 2014.

[14] Hesaraki A, Holmberg S, Haghighat F. Seasonal thermal energy storage with heat
pumps and low temperatures in building projects—a comparative review. Renew
Sustain Energy Rev 2015;43:1199–213.

[15] Bodmann M, Fisch MN. Solarthermische Langzeit-Wärmespeicherung. Eurosolar
2003. Wuppertal; 2003.

[16] Fleuchaus P, Godschalk B, Stober I, Blum P. Worldwide application of aquifer
thermal energy storage – a review. Renew Sustain Energy Rev 2018;94:861–76.

[17] Lottner V, Schulz ME, Hahne E. Solar-Assisted district heating plants: Status of the
German Programme Solarthermie-2000. Sol Energy 2000;69(6):449–59.

[18] Mangold D. Seasonal Storage - a German success story. Sun & Wind Energy
2007(1):48–58.

[19] Ochs F, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H, Koch H. Erdreich/Wasser-Erdbecken-
Wärmespeicher mit direktem Beladesystem. OTTI, 16. Symposium thermische
Solarenergie, Kloster Banz, Bad Staffelstein, 17.-19.05, vol. 2006. 2006.

[20] Margen PH. Thermal energy storage in rock chambers - a complement to nuclear
power. Nucl Eng June 1959:259–62.

[21] Brun G. La régularisation de l'énergie solaire par stockage thermique dans le sol.
Rev Gen Therm 1965(44).

[22] Socaciu LG. Seasonal thermal energy storage concepts. Appl Math Mech
2012;55(IV):775–84.

[23] Colclouth S. Seasonal thermal energy storage. Seminar on seasonal thermal energy
storage (STES) for District Heating and Smart Cities, San Sebastian, 11.06. 2015.
2015.

[24] Pavlov GK, Olesen BW. Thermal energy storage - a review of concepts and systems
for heating and cooling applications in buildings: Part 1-Seasonal storage in the
ground. HVAC R Res 2012;18(3):515–38.

C. Bott, et al. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 113 (2019) 109241

13

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.06.048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.06.048
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref2
http://www.iea.org/tcep/buildings
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref24


[25] Dalenbäck J-O, editor. Central solar heating plants with seasonal storage: Status
report. Stockholm: Swedish Council for Building Research; 1990.

[26] Hahne E. The ITW solar heating system: An oldtimer fully in action. Sol Energy
2000;69(6):469–93.

[27] Chung M, Park J-U, Yoon H-K. Simulation of a central solar heating system with
seasonal storage in Korea. Sol Energy 1998;64(4–6):163–78.

[28] Dalenbäck J-O. European large-scale solar heating network. Göteborg: Department
of Building Services Engineering, Chalmers University of Technology; 2002.

[29] Akhmetov B, Tungatarova M, Kaltayev A. Thermal energy storage systems - re-
view. Bulg Chem Commun 2016;48(Special Issue E):31–40.

[30] Fan Y, Luo L. Energy storage by sensible heat for buildings. In: Wang R, Zhai X,
editors. Handbook of Energy Systems in Green Buildings. Berlin, Heidelberg:
Springer Berlin Heidelberg; 2018. p. 953–93.

[31] Ochs F, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H. Langzeit-Wärmespeicher für solare
unterstützte Nahwärmesysteme. IRES II, Bonn, 2007. 2007.

[32] Chuard P, Hadorn J-C. Heat Storage Systems: Concepts, Engineering Data and
Compilation of Projects. Berne, Switzerland: Office central fédéral; 1983.

[33] Boysen A. Preliminary Designs for Ten Countries. Stockholm, Sweden: Swedish
Council for Building Research; 1984.

[34] Hadorn J-C, Chuard P. Cost Data and Cost Equations for Heat Storage Concepts.
Berne, Switzerland: Office central fédéral; 1983.

[35] Mangold D, Peuser FA. 10 Jahre Solarthermie-2000. OTTI, 13. Symposium
Thermische Solarenergie, Kloster Banz, Bad Staffelstein, 14.-16.05.2003. 2003.

[36] Mangold D, Schmidt T, Müller-Steinhagen H. Saisonale Wärmespeicher in solar
unterstützten Nahweärmenetzen: Erfahrungen aus dem Programm Solarthermie-
2000. VDI-Fachtagung Energiespeicher, Würzburg, 5.-6.11.2002. 2002.

[37] Mangold D, Schmidt T. Saisonale Wärmespeicher - neue Pilotanlagen im
Programm Solarthermie2000plus und Forschungsperspektiven. Statusseminar
Thermische Energiespeicher, Freiburg, 2.-3.11.2006. 2006.

[38] Mangold D, Schmidt T. Die neuen Pilotprojekte mit Langzeit-Wärmespeicher.
OTTI, 16. Symposium thermische Solarenergie, Kloster Banz, Bad Staffelstein, 17.-
19.05.2006. 2006.

[39] Mangold D. Gespeicherte Sonnenenergie: Solar unterstützte Nahwärmesiedlungen.
Markt - Solares Bauen 2004(Oktober 04):82–5.

[40] OECD, IEA. Energy Policies of IEA Countries. Paris: OECD Publishing; 2012.
[41] Kübler R, Fisch N, Hahne E. High temperature water pit storage projects for the

seasonal storage of solar energy. Sol Energy 1997;61(2):97–105.
[42] López-Villada J, Bruno JC, Coronas A. Storage concepts for solar district heating

and cooling systems. Vajen (Hg.) – Proceedings of the ISES Solar. 2011. p. 1–11.
[43] Lasse KL. Summary of technical description of the SUNSTORE 4 plant in Marstal

Available from: https://www.solarmarstal.dk/media/6600/summary-technical-
description-marstal.pdf, Accessed date: 9 January 2019.

[44] Dyrelund A. 4th generation district energy: The back bone of liveable and resilient
campuses and cities. Energy Planning for Resilient Military Installations, EBC
Annex 73 Symposium, Washington D.C., 6.12.2017. 2017.

[45] ARCON SUNMARK. Large-Scale showcase projects Available from: http://arcon-
sunmark.com/uploads/ARCON_References.pdf, Accessed date: 9 January 2019.

[46] Åberg PK. Construction of a Heat Storage: Photos with courtesy of Dronninglund
Fjernvarme amba Denmark, Johan Freylund. Short History, Economy. 2015.
Vilnius.

[47] Ellehauge K, Pedersen TE. Solar heat storages in district heating networks:
Energinet. dk Project no; 2007. 2006-2-6750.

[48] Guadalfajara M, Lozano MA, Serra LM. Analysis of large thermal energy storage for
solar district heating. Eurotherm Seminar #99 - Advances in Thermal Energy
Storage. 2014.

[49] Heller A. Advances in large-scale solar heating and long term storage in Denmark.
Proceedings for EuroSun'2000 2000http://orbit.dtu.dk/en/publications/
advances-in-largescale-solar-heating-and-long-term-storage-in-denmark
(7bca2f36-f526-42cb-9456-d6e5ea40de9a).html.

[50] SOLARGE. Aeroeskoebing Solar Heating: Project Summary. Aeroeskoebing,
Denmark Available from: http://www.solarge.org/uploads/media/SOLARGE_
goodpractice_dk_aeroeskoebing.pdf, Accessed date: 9 January 2019.

[51] SOLARGE. NRGi Samsø: Project Summary. Samsø, Denmark Available from:
http://www.solarge.org/index.php?id=1645, Accessed date: 9 January 2019.

[52] Gimmelsberger J. Efficient energy supply (Electricity and district heat) for the city
of Linz. Energy Efficiency in IPPC-Installations, Parallel session: Producing more
with less. 2004.

[53] Muser C. Machbarkeits-Vorstudie eines saisonalen Groß-Wärmespeichers für Linz:
Abschlussbericht der Sondierung. 2015. Vienna.

[54] N-ERGIE AG. Wahrzeichen der Energiewende: Der Wärmespeicher der N-ERGIE.
Nürnberg; 2015.

[55] Ulbjerg F. Heat storage pits: Cheap and efficient energy with heat storage pits.
Copenhagen: Ramboll Group; 2017.

[56] Stutz B, Le Pierres N, Kuznik F, Johannes K, Palomo Del Barrio E, Bédécarrats J-P,
et al. Storage of thermal solar energy. Compt Rendus Phys 2017;18(7–8):401–14.

[57] Bauer D, Marx R, Nußbicker-Lux J, Ochs F, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H.
German central solar heating plants with seasonal heat storage. Sol Energy
2010;84(4):612–23.

[58] Marx R, Nußbicker-Lux J, Bauer D, Heidemann W, Drück H. Saisonale
Wärmespeicher - Bauarten, Betriebsweise und Anwendungen. Chem Ing Tech
2011;83(11):1994–2001.

[59] Fisch N, Kübler R. Solar assisted district heating: Status of the projects in Germany.
Int J Sol Energy 1997;18(4):259–70.

[60] Marx R, Bauer D, Drück H. Next generation of seasonal gravel-water thermal en-
ergy store - design and operating results from Eggenstein-Leopoldshafen,
Germany. In: Innostock 2012 – The 12th International Conference on Energy

Storage, Lleida, Spain, 15.-18.05.2012; 2012.
[61] Riegger M, Mangold D. Planungsoptimierung und Bau des solaren

Nahwärmesystems mit saisonalem Kies-Wasser-Wärmespeicher in Eggenstein-
Leopoldshafen. Symposium Thermische Solarenergie, Kloster Banz, Bad
Staffelstein, 18. 2008. p. 3. 23.-25.05.2008.

[62] Bauer D. Solare Nahwärme und saisonale Wärmespeicherung. Clean Energy &
Passivehouse 2012 vol. 29. Stuttgart, Germany: Große solarthermische Anlagen
für Mehrfamilienhäuser und Kommunen; 2012. p. 31. 03.2012.

[63] Ochs F, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H. Saisonale Wärmespeicherung: Eine
Herausforderung für Polymere. 2. Leobener Symposium Polymeric Solar Materials.
2008.

[64] Ochs F, Müller-Steinhagen H. Abschlussbericht zum Vorhaben Weiterentwicklung
der Erdbecken-Wärmespeichertechnologie. FKZ 0329607 E. Stuttgart; 2008.

[65] Lasierra A. Energy analysis and simulation of thermal solar plants with seasonal
storage [Student thesis, Master degree]. Gävle: University of Gävle; 2014.

[66] Zinko H, Hahn T. The high temperatures (95°C) water pit storage of Malung. In:
Proc Calorstock 1994, 6th International Conference on Thermal Energy Storage;
1994.

[67] SOLARGE. Tubberupvaenge: Project Summary. Herlev, Denmark. [January 09,
2019].

[68] Ochs F, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H. Seasonal thermal energy storage: A
challenging application for geosynthetics. Eurogeo4 2008;4.

[69] Heller A. 15 Years of R&D in central solar heating in Denmark. Sol Energy
2000;69(6):437–47.

[70] Wang R, Zhai X, editors. Handbook of Energy Systems in Green Buildings. Berlin,
Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg; 2018.

[71] Ochs F, Lichtenfels A, Koch H, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H. Heißwasser-
Erdbecken-Wärmespeicher mit freitragender Abdeckung für solare
Nahwärmesysteme. OTTI, 17. Symposium Thermische Solarenergie, Kloster Banz,
Bad Staffelstein. vol. 09. 2007. p. 11.05. 2007.

[72] Heller A. Investigation on floating lid construction pit water storage Otterupgaard,
Denmark: Pit Water Storage, Ottrupgaard, Denmark. Copenhagen, Denmark:
Report R-010. Lyngby; 1997.

[73] Jensen MV. Seasonal pit heat storages - Guidelines for materials & construction:
IEA-SHC TECH SHEET 45.B.3.2. IEA Solar Heating and Cooling Programme, Task
45 Large Systems. fact sheets; 2014.

[74] Meliß M, Späte F. The solar heating system with seasonal storage at the Solar-
Campus Jülich. Sol Energy 2000;69(6):525–33.

[75] Long PlanEnergie. Term Storage and Solar District Heating: A presentation of the
Danish pit and borehole thermal energy storages in Brædstrup. Marstal:
Dronninglund and Gram; 2016.

[76] Fjernvarme Marstal. Innovative, multi-applicable and cost efficient hybrid solar
(55 %) and biomass energy (45 %) large scale (district) heating system with long
term heat storage – and Organic Rankine Cycle electricity production. 2nd draft
Project final report; 2014.

[77] Sørensen PA, Schmidt T. Design and construction of large scale heat storages for
district heating in Denmark. 14th International Conference on Energy Storage.
2018. p. 25–8. April 2018.

[78] Radloff R, Löck S. Dronninglund Fjernvarme: Seit 2014 solarthermische
Deckungsrate von 41%. Wärmewende-Info 2015;20.

[79] Radloff R. Große Solarthermie in Wärmenetzen: Beispiel Dänemark - In
Deutschland Alternative zu Biogas. Wärmewende-Info 2014;03.

[80] Galindo Fernández M, Roger-Lacan C, Gährs U, Aumaitre V. Efficient district
heating and cooling systems in the EU: Case studies analysis, replicable key success
factors and potential policy implications. EUR 28418 EN. Luxembourg:
Publications Office of the European Union; 2016.

[81] Radloff R. Weltgrößte Solarthermieanlage in Vojens. Wärmewende-Info 2015;15.
[82] Radloff R. Entwicklung der großen Solarthermie in Dänemark. Wärmewende-Info

2015;16.
[83] Radloff R, Löck S. Løgumkloster Fjernvarme: 45% solarer Deckungsgrad - "Hick-

Hack" um Solarwärmeprojekt. Wärmewende-Info 2015;19.
[84] Ochs F, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H. Geosynthetic clay liner for seasonal

thermal energy stores. Eurogeo4: 4th European Geosynthetics Conference.
Edinburgh. 2008.

[85] Ochs F. Stand der Technik erdvergrabener Wärmespeicher. FFG store4grid; 2013.
[86] Heller A, Svendsen S, Furbo S. Large scale solar district heating: Evaluation,

Modelling and Designing Lyngby: Dept. of Buildings and Energy, Technical
University of Denmark 2001.

[87] Schmidt T, Benner M, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H. Saisonale
Wärmespeicher: aktuelle Speichertechnologien und Entwicklungen bei
Heißwasser-Wärmespeichern. OTTI, Fachseminar Oberflächennahe Geothermie,
18.-19.02.2003. 2003.

[88] Schmidt T, Mangold D, Müller-Steinhagen H. Seasonal thermal energy storage in
Germany. ISES Solar World Congress 2003, Göteborg, 14.-19.06. vol. 2003. 2003.

[89] Sterner M, Stadler I. Energiespeicher: Bedarf, technologien, integration. Berlin:
Springer Vieweg; 2014.

[90] Oliveti G, Arcuri N. Prototype experimental plant for the interseasonal storage of
solar energy for the winter heating of buildings: Description of plant and its
functions. Sol Energy 1995;54(2):85–97.

[91] Oliveti G, Arcuri N, Ruffolo S. First experimental results from a prototype plant for
the interseasonal storage of solar energy for the winter heating of buildings. Sol
Energy 1998;62(4):281–90.

[92] Bodmann M, Mangold D, Nußbicker-Lux J, Raab S, Schenke A, Schmidt T. Solar
unterstützte Nahwärme und Langzeit-Wärmespeicher: Forschungsbericht zum
BMWA/BMU-Vorhaben. Februar 2003 bis Mai 2005. 2005.

[93] Mangold D, Schmidt T. The next generations of seasonal thermal energy storage in

C. Bott, et al. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 113 (2019) 109241

14

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref42
https://www.solarmarstal.dk/media/6600/summary-technical-description-marstal.pdf
https://www.solarmarstal.dk/media/6600/summary-technical-description-marstal.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref44
http://arcon-sunmark.com/uploads/ARCON_References.pdf
http://arcon-sunmark.com/uploads/ARCON_References.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref48
http://orbit.dtu.dk/en/publications/advances-in-largescale-solar-heating-and-long-term-storage-in-denmark(7bca2f36-f526-42cb-9456-d6e5ea40de9a).html
http://orbit.dtu.dk/en/publications/advances-in-largescale-solar-heating-and-long-term-storage-in-denmark(7bca2f36-f526-42cb-9456-d6e5ea40de9a).html
http://orbit.dtu.dk/en/publications/advances-in-largescale-solar-heating-and-long-term-storage-in-denmark(7bca2f36-f526-42cb-9456-d6e5ea40de9a).html
http://www.solarge.org/uploads/media/SOLARGE_goodpractice_dk_aeroeskoebing.pdf
http://www.solarge.org/uploads/media/SOLARGE_goodpractice_dk_aeroeskoebing.pdf
http://www.solarge.org/index.php?id=1645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref93


Germany. ESTEC 2007, München, 15.-16.10.2007. 2007.
[94] Göppert S, Lohse R, Urbaneck T, Schirmer U, Platzer B. Forschungsbericht -

Solarthermie 2000plus - Weiterentwicklung und Optimierung von Be- und
Entladesystemen für Tank- und Erdbeckenspeicher: 2004 - 2008. FKZ 0329271A.
Hannover, Chemnitz: Technische Informationsbibliothek u. Universitätsbibliothek;
2009.

[95] Hadorn J-C. Storage solutions for solar thermal energy. Freiburg Solar Academy.
Freiburg; 2004. 2004.

[96] Schmidt T, Mangold D. Status der solaren Nahwärme in Deutschland. Status-
Tagung Solare Kombianlagen für Mehrfamilienhäuser im europäischen Vergleich,
Graz, 14.11.03. 2003.

[97] Milow B, Stadermann G, editors. Workshop Wärmespeicherung: FVS Workshop
2001. Köln; 2001.

[98] Mangold D, Schmidt T, Müller-Steinhagen H. Solaranlagen und Nahwärmenetze:
Erfahrungen aus dem Programm Solarthermie-2000. AGFW-Seminar "Fernwärme
und Solarenergienutzung", München, 10.-11.09.2002. 2002.

[99] Bodmann M, Fisch MN. Solar unterstützte Nahwärmeversorgung: Pilotprojekte
Hamburg, Hannover und Steinfurt. 5. FKS-Symposium: FKS-Forschungskreis
Solarenergie TU Braunschweig, Braunschweig, 17.-18.06.2004. 2004.

[100] Fisch MN, Bodmann M. Solarcities Friedrichshafen, Neckarsulm und Hannover mit
Langzeit-Wärmespeicher. Gleisdorf Solar; 2000.

[101] SOLARGE. Rise Fjernvarme: Project summary. Rise, Aeroe, Denmark. [January 09,
2019].

[102] Jensen SØ, Ulbjerg F. Store solvarmeanlæg med høje dækningsgrader. Taastrup.
Denmark: SolEnergiCentret Teknologisk Institut; 2005.

[103] Mangold D, Schmidt T. The new central solar heating plants with seasonal storage
in Germany. EuroSun 2006, Glasgow, 27.-30.6.2006. 2006.

[104] Bauer D, Heidemann W, Marx R, Nußbicker-Lux J, Ochs F, Panthalookaran V,
et al. Solar unterstützte Nahwärme und Langzeit-Wärmespeicher. Stuttgart:
Forschungsbericht zum BMU-Vorhaben FKZ 0329607 J; 2009.

[105] Reuß M. Solar district heating - an innovative approach of an established tech-
nology. Solar District Heating, 24.08.2016, Mikkeli. 2016.

[106] IEA-ECES. Applications of thermal energy storage in the energy transition:
Benchmarks and developments. 2018. p. 8. Public Report of IEA ECES Annex
2018. IEA Technology Collaboration Programme on Energy Conservation through
Energy Storage (IEA-ECES).

[107] Demharter M, Beikircher T. Neue Entwicklungen im Bereich kleiner und mittlerer
Speicher mit Superisolation. OTTI, Anwenderforum thermische Energiespeicher,
Neumarkt, 05.-06.07.2012. 2012.

[108] Ochs F, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H, Koch H. Soil-water pit heat store
with direct charging system. Ecostock 2006, vol. 2006. New Jersey: Richard
Stockton College of; 2006.

[109] Ochs F, Heidemann W, Müller-Steinhagen H. Weiterentwicklung der Erdbecken-
Wärmespeichertechnologie. PtJ Statusseminar Thermische Energiespeicher 2006.

[110] Lanahan M, Tabares-Velasco PC. Seasonal thermal-energy storage: a critical re-
view on BTES systems, modeling, and system design for higher system efficiency.
Energies 2017;10(6):743.

[111] Pfeil M, Koch H. Kies/Wasser-Wärmespeicher: Langzeitwärmespeicherung
ökologisch und kostengünstig. OTTI, 14. Symposium Thermische Solarenergie,
Kloster Banz, Bad Staffelstein, 12.-14.05.2004. 2004.

[112] Bodmann M, Koch H, Fisch MN. Solare Nahwärmeversorgung mit Kies/
Wasserspeicher in Steinfurt-Borghorst. OPET-Seminar Solarunterstützte
Nahwärmeversorgung, Neckarsulm, 29.-30.03.2001. 2001.

[113] Mangold D. Erfahrungen und Ergebnisse aus der Umsetzung der
Bundesforschungsprogramme Solarthermie-2000 und Solarthermie2000plus.
Input zum EU-Vorhaben Solarge (Solarthermische Großanlagen). Hannover:
Target GmbH; 2006.

[114] Urbaneck T, Platzer B, Schirmer U. Berechnung von Kies-Wasser-Speichern. OTTI,
12, vol. 24. Regensburg: Symposium Thermische Solarenergie; 2002. p. 26.
04.2002.

[115] Torgal FP, Mistretta M, Kakauskas A, Granqvist CG, Cabeza LF. Nearly Zero Energy
Building Refurbishment: A Multidisciplinary Approach. London: Springer London;
2013.

[116] Schirmer U, Urbaneck T. Saisonaler Kies-Wasser-Speicher: Solarthermische
Großanlage mit Langzeit-Wärmespeicher im Chemnitzer Gewerbepark SOLARIS.
Sonnenenergie 1998;98(1):41–3.

[117] Urbaneck T, Platzer B, Schirmer U. Advanced monitoring of gravel water storage.
Futurestock 2003, 9th International Conference on Thermal Energy Storage,
Warschau, 01.-04.09.2003. 2003.

[118] Schmidt T, Mangold D. New steps in seasonal thermal energy storage in Germany.
Ecostock 2006. New Jersey: Richard Stockton College of; 2006. p. 2006.

[119] Marx R, Nußbicker-Lux J, Bauer D, Heidemann W. Integration von Wärmepumpen
in solar unterstützte Nahwärmesysteme mit saisonaler Wärmespeicherung. OTTI,
21. Symposium thermische Solarenergie, Kloster Banz, Bad Staffelstein, 11.-
13.05.2011. 2011.

[120] Nußbicker-Lux J, Marx R, Bauer D, Drück H. Lektionen aus Planung und Betrieb
von drei Deutschen solaren Nahwärmeversorgungen mit saisonaler
Wärmespeicherung. Gleisdorf Solar 2012, 10. Internationale Konferenz für ther-
mische Solarenergienutzung, Gleisdorf, 12.-14.09.2012. 2012.

[121] Schmidt T, Mangold D. Neue Anwendungen und Technologien saisonaler
Wärmespeicher. OTTI, 19. Symposium Thermische Solarenergie, Kloster Banz, Bad
Staffelstein, 06.-08.05.2009. 2009.

[122] SOLARGE. Braedstrup Fjernvarme: Project Summary. Braedstrup, Denmark.
[January 09, 2019].

[123] Brædstrup Fjernvarme AMBA. Solare Nah- und Fernwärme: Fallbeispiel Brædstrup
District Heating. Typ: Solare Fernwärmesysteme mit gekoppelter Strom- und

Wärmeerzeugung Smart District Heating. 2015.
[124] Ucar A, Inalli M. A thermo-economical optimization of a domestic solar heating

plant with seasonal storage. Appl Therm Eng 2007;27(2–3):450–6.
[125] Schmidt T, Müller-Steinhagen H. Nutzung des Untergrundes zur Kälteversorgung

von Gebäuden: Ergebnisse aus dem EU-Projekt Soil-Cool. OTTI Profiforum
Oberflächennahe Geothermie, Regenstauf, 14.-15.04.2005. 2005.

[126] Duffie JA, Beckman WA. Solar engineering of thermal processes John A. Duffie,
William A. Beckman. 4th ed. Hoboken: John Wiley; 2013.

[127] Gries A. Solarsiedlung Steinfurt-Borghorst: 50 Solarsiedlungen in Nordrhein-
Westfahlen. Düsseldorf: Ministerium für Wirtschaft. Mittelstand und Energie des
Landes Nordrhein-Westfahlen; 2008.

[128] Terziotti LT, Sweet ML, McLeskey JT. Modeling seasonal solar thermal energy
storage in a large urban residential building using TRNSYS 16. Energy Build
2012;45:28–31.

[129] Sweet ML, McLeskey JT. Numerical simulation of underground Seasonal Solar
Thermal Energy Storage (SSTES) for a single family dwelling using TRNSYS. Sol
Energy 2012;86(1):289–300.

[130] Fisch MN. Solare Großspeicherprojekte in Stadtteilen: Betriebsergebnisse und
Erfahrungen. 5. Hessischer Energieberatertag Frankfurt am Main, 04.06.2008.
2008.

[131] Schlosser M, Heuer M, Fisch MN. Langzeitmonitoring solar unterstützte
Nahwärmeversorgung Hamburg-Bramfeld. E.ON Hanse Wärme, 25.07.2007.
2007.

[132] Forkel C, Daniels H. Finite element simulation of circulation in large scale thermal
energy storage basins. Adv Water Resour 1995;18(3):147–58.

[133] Hasnain SM. Review on sustainable thermal energy storage technologies, Part I:
heat storage materials and techniques. Energy Convers Manag
1998;39(11):1127–38.

[134] Mazman M, Cabeza LF, Mehling H, Nogues M, Evliya H, Paksoy HÖ. Utilization of
phase change materials in solar domestic hot water systems. Renew Energy
2009;34(6):1639–43.

[135] Akbari H, Sezgen O. Case studies of thermal energy storage (TES) systems:
Evaluation and verification of system performance: Final report. DE93-001572
1992. LBL-30852.

[136] Gorski AJ. Third international workshop on ice storage for cooling applications:
Technical Memo. 1986. ANL/CNSV-TM-177; CONF-8311308-Absts.

[137] Skogsberg K, Nordell B. The Sundsvall hospital snow storage. Cold Reg Sci Technol
2001;32(1):63–70.

[138] Taylor TB. Ice ponds. AIP Conf Proc 1985(135):565–75.
[139] Yan C, Shi W, Li X, Zhao Y. Optimal design and application of a compound cold

storage system combining seasonal ice storage and chilled water storage. Appl
Energy 2016;171:1–11.

[140] Benner M. Solar unterstützte Nahwärmeversorgung mit und ohne Langzeit-
Wärmespeicher: Forschungsbericht zum BMBF/BMWA-Vorhaben ; (November
1998 bis Januar 2003). Stuttgart. 2003.

[141] Jooß M. Dichtheit von Heißwasser-Langzeitspeichern aus Hochleistungsbeton:
Von der Fakultät Bauingenieur- und Vermessungswesen der Universität Stuttgart
zur Erlangung der Würde eines Doktor-Ingenieurs (Dr.-Ing.) genehmigte
Abhandlung [Ph.D. Thesis]. Stuttgart: Universität Stuttgart; 2001.

[142] Bühl J. Langzeitwärmespeicherung mit einem neuartigen Speicherkonzept für
solar-gestützte Nahwärmesysteme. FVS Workshop 2001;4–13. 2001.

[143] Yumrutaş R, Ünsal M. Analysis of solar aided heat pump systems with seasonal
thermal energy storage in surface tanks. Energy 2000;25(12):1231–43.

[144] Mattheess A, Stange P, Hülser A, Rühling K. GREEN HEAT³: Entwicklung in-
novativer Energieversorgungstechniken und -strukturen mit Kernkomponenten
modularer Großwärmespeicher und Maxianlage Solarthermie. Symposium
Solarthermie - Technik für die Energiewende, Kloster Banz, Bad Staffelstein, 13.-
15.06.2018. 2018. p. 389–401.

[145] Heller A. Floating lid construction for pit water storage: A survey. Report R-011.
Copenhagen, Denmark: Lyngby; 1997.

[146] Schmidt T, Mangold D. The multi-functional heat storage in Hamburg-Bramfeld:
innovative extension of the oldest German solar energy housing estate. IRES, 5th
International Renewable Energy Storage Conference and Exhibition, Berlin, 22.-
24.11.2010. 2010.

[147] Sørensen PA. Monitoring results from the project and construction of 10,000 m3
pit heat storage. Sunstorage 2 workshop vol. 09. Aero: Marstal; 2004. 2004.

[148] Lohse R, Bühl J, Urbaneck T, Schirmer U, Platzer B, Nilius A. Planungsleitfaden zur
geschichteten Be- und Entladung thermischer Speicher in solarthermischen
Anlagen Hannover, Chemnitz, Ilmenau: Technische Informationsbibliothek u.
Universitätsbibliothek/Techn. Univ. Professur Techn. Thermodynamik/Techn.
Univ. Fachgebiet Thermo- und Magnetofluiddynamik 2009.

[149] Nielsen K. Thermal Energy Storage - A State-of-the-Art: report within the research
program Smart Energy-Efficient Buildings at NTNU and SINTEF. Trondheim:
NTNU; 2003.

[150] Urbaneck T, Platzer B, Schirmer U. Direkte Be- und Entladung von Kies-Wasser-
Speichern. OTTI, 14. Symposium Thermische Solarenergie, Kloster Banz, Bad
Staffelstein, 12.-14.05.2004. 2004.

[151] Abdelhak O, Mhiri H, Bournot P. CFD analysis of thermal stratification in domestic
hot water storage tank during dynamic mode. Build Simul 2015;8(4):421–9.

[152] Lohse R, Göppert S, Kunis C, Urbaneck T, Schirmer U, Platzer B. Be‐ und
Entladesysteme für thermische Schichtenspeicher: Teil 2 – Untersuchungen des
Beladeverhaltens. Chem Ing Tech 2008;80(7):935–43.

[153] Findeisen F. Radiale Diffusoren in Warmwasserspeichern: Einfluss des
Beladesystems auf Strömungsverhalten und Schichtungsqualität [Ph.D. Thesis].
Chemnitz: TU Chemnitz; 2018.

[154] Findeisen F, Urbaneck T, Platzer B. Radiale Diffusoren - Untersuchung des

C. Bott, et al. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 113 (2019) 109241

15

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref113
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref113
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref113
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref113
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref114
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref116
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref118
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref118
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref119
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref121
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref123
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref123
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref123
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref124
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref124
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref126
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref126
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref127
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref128
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref128
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref128
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref129
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref129
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref129
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref131
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref132
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref133
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref134
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref134
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref134
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref136
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref136
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref137
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref138
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref139
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref139
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref139
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref141
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref142
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref142
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref143
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref143
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref144
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref144
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref144
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref144
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref144
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref146
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref147
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref147
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref148
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref149
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref151
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref151
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref152
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref153
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref153
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref153
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref154


dreidimensionalen Strömungsverhaltens mittels CFD (Teil 1). Chem Ing Tech
2018;90(7):956–68.

[155] Allegrini J, Orehounig K, Mavromatidis G, Ruesch F, Dorer V, Evins R. A review of
modelling approaches and tools for the simulation of district-scale energy systems.
Renew Sustain Energy Rev 2015;52:1391–404.

[156] Nast M. Die Wärmewende gelingt (nur) mit Wärmenetzen. 1. Stadtwerke-Forum
Nahwärme Schleswig-Holstein, Neumünster, 26.04.2016. 2016.

[157] Yang L, Entchev E, Rosato A, Sibilio S. Smart thermal grid with integration of
distributed and centralized solar energy systems. Energy 2017;122:471–81.

[158] Schmidt T, Mangold D. Solare Nahwärme mit Langzeit-Wärmespeicherung in
Deutschland: Aktueller Stand und umgesetzte Projekte. Solarthermie
2008;4–08:28–32.

[159] Fisch MN. Integrale Energiekonzepte für den Wohnsiedlungsbau. Internationaler

Kongress „Nachhaltiger Stadtumbau und erneuerbare Energien“, Dresden, 13.-
14.03.2003. 2003.

[160] Hsieh S, Omu A, Orehounig K. Comparison of solar thermal systems with storage:
From building to neighbourhood scale. Energy Build 2017;152:359–72.

[161] Zhang L, Xu P, Mao J, Tang X, Li Z, Shi J. A low cost seasonal solar soil heat
storage system for greenhouse heating: design and pilot study. Appl Energy
2015;156:213–22.

[162] Xu J, Li Y, Wang RZ, Liu W. Performance investigation of a solar heating system
with underground seasonal energy storage for greenhouse application. Energy
2014;67:63–73.

[163] Brielmann H, Lueders T, Schreglmann K, Ferraro F, Avramov M, Hammerl V, et al.
Shallow geothermal energy usage and its potential impacts on groundwater eco-
systems. Grundwasser 2011;16(2):77–91.

C. Bott, et al. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 113 (2019) 109241

16

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref154
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref154
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref156
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref156
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref157
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref157
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref158
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref158
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref158
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref159
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref159
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref159
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref161
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref161
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref161
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref162
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref163
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref163
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-0321(19)30441-1/sref163

	State-of-technology review of water-based closed seasonal thermal energy storage systems
	Introduction
	Evolution and statistics of seasonal thermal energy storage in Europe
	Historical development
	Numbers, volumes and spatial distribution

	State of technology
	Buried vs. elevated
	Geometry and filling
	Size and volume
	Water as filling material
	Water-gravel fillings

	Structural elements
	Thermal insulation
	Thermal insulations of top, bottom and sidewalls
	Requirements for insulation materials
	Materials for thermal insulation
	Installation techniques of thermal insulations

	Waterproofing
	Materials for waterproofing
	Vapour diffusion
	Drainage layers

	Loading systems
	System integration
	Networks
	Source and target systems
	Temperatures
	Storage operation


	Storage generations and remaining issues
	Conclusions
	Declarations of interest
	Acknowledgements
	Supplementary data
	References




