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Abstract: The exploitation of marine renewable energy sources, such as offshore wind (OW), wave
(WA), and tidal stream (TS) energy, is essential to reducing carbon emissions in China. Here, we
demonstrate that a well-designed deployment of OW-WA-TS joint exploitation would be better than
OW alone in improving performance in terms of the total amount and temporal stability of integrated
power output in the northern Bohai Sea/Strait, the Subei Shoal, and the surrounding areas of Taiwan
and Hainan Island. The design principles for an efficient joint energy deployment can be summarized
as follows: first, a small ratio of WA output favors a temporally stable performance, except for areas
around Taiwan Island and southwest of Hainan Island. Second, more TS turbines will contribute
to steadier integrated outputs. Meanwhile, in the coastal waters of Guangdong and Zhejiang, the
potential of WA to increase the total amount of power output is very high due to its minor impact
on temporal stability. Finally, joint exploitation significantly reduces diurnal power fluctuations
compared with OW alone, which is crucial for the steady operation of power grids, power sufficiency,
and controllability in periods with low or no wind.

Keywords: offshore wind energy; wave energy; tidal stream energy; marine renewable energy;
joint exploitation

1. Introduction

The exploitation of marine renewable energy (MRE) sources, such as offshore wind
(OW), wave (WA), and tidal stream (TS) energy, is essential to mitigate the climate crisis [1,2].
Under the Paris Agreement, global society is turning toward MRE exploitations. OW, WA,
and TS energy yields are all at different commercial stages. The installed capacity of OW
has expanded exponentially over the last decades; it passed 56 GW in 2021, representing
7% of the total global cumulative wind capacity [3]. So far, the technologies of WA and
TS energy converters are less mature than those for OW turbines [4,5]. However, there
are many pilot projects to test prototypes of the generators and experimentally harvest
energy [6,7]. Owing to the accumulation of technologies, we are now on the eve of soaring
WA and TS power generation [8-10].

Despite the massive potential of OW energy;, its practical use is limited by temporal
variability [11,12]. The associated intermittency of OW power output hinders the electricity
grid’s stability [13]. WA and TS energy are not synchronized with OW, and each energy
source might be complemented by the others; thus, joint exploitation could offer steadier
power output. Additionally, the co-location of the various power generators can reduce
costs and improve efficiency by sharing grid connections and infrastructure [14,15]. WA
and TS power can be transported by these connections in periods with low OW output,
which means an increase in infrastructure utilization.

Studies of OW, WA, and TS energy in the waters adjacent to China (Figure 1) have
already proved fruitful. The annual mean power density of OW and WA increases from
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north to south and from nearshore to offshore along China’s coastline [16,17]. High power
density is mainly found in the Taiwan Strait [18,19]. Both of these resources have obvious
seasonality [20] and the TS resource is unevenly distributed [21]. The potential resources of
key channels are more than half of the total TS energy in China’s nearshore waters [4,22].
Table 1 lists the total potential MRE resources classified by province and marginal sea.
OW and TS power were calculated by multiplying the surface power density (W/m?)
and the area of regions available for energy harvesting, while WA power was obtained by
multiplying the line power density (W/m) and the coastline length.

38°

1800
34° 1400
1000
600
30° 200

-20
26°

-100

-500
22 -4000

5 2y
TR ¢

T-K100®

106° 110° 114° 118° 122°

Figure 1. Topography of the study region (the data is from ETOPO global relief model, https:
//www.ncei.noaa.gov/products/etopo-global-relief-model accessed on 27 January 2023).
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Table 1. Statistics of exploitable OW [23], WA [16], and TS [21] resources classified by province and
marginal sea. (TS power only includes limited nearshore channels due to a lack of observations.)

Province OW Power WA Power Marginal Sea TS Power
GW MW GW
Liaoning 60.6 184.6
Hebei 241 99.5
Tianjin 5.6 13.7 Eg?jjva;e‘i ~1.1
Shandong 76.5 483.8
Jiangsu 107.6 94.3
Shanghai 243 160.1
Zhejiang 53.8 1916.0 East China Sea ~4.6
Fujian 28.1 2910.7
Guangdong 51.7 4557.2
Guangxi 26.6 81.1 South China Sea ~04
Hainan 10.4 4204.9

The development of OW, WA, and TS commercial exploitations is varied in China.
China has become one of the fastest-growing countries in OW power development [24],
installing 80% of all new global OW energy capacity in 2021 [3]. Although the WA and
TS industries lag relatively behind OW, there has been steady development. For instance,
many full-scale tests of WA energy harvesting have been performed in China [10]. A TS
power generator with a rated power of 3.4 MW has been successfully connected to the
grid in Zhejiang Province, marking the start of commercial operations of TS exploitation in
China [6].

The joint exploitation of OW, WA, and TS energy will play an important role in the
future MRE harvesting strategy of China for the following reasons. First, it is necessary
for China to reach its carbon-neutral target. China has promised to begin cutting its
carbon emissions within the next ten years and to become carbon neutral before 2060.
The growth potential of OW exploitations to achieve this goal is tremendous. Hence,
the comprehensive and efficient utilization of OW farms is a high priority. Second, joint
exploitations are expected to assist in leveling the diurnal variabilities of OW, which are
significant in the areas studied [13]. This is because diurnal WA fluctuations lag behind OW
due to larger inertia, while the TS mainly varies diurnally. These diurnal variations have a
profound impact on the stability of the power grid [25]. They have a larger magnitude and
less predictability than low-frequency (such as seasonal) fluctuations, and hence are the
focus of OW power forecasting systems [26].

So far, few studies have investigated triple-energy joint harvesting in waters adjacent to
China, and the complementarity of multiple energy resources within the diurnal band has
not been fully revealed. Some studies have assessed the potential of OW and WA [27-29],
OW and TS [30], and OW and solar [31] in the USA and Europe. The first assessment of
their joint potential in China’s nearshore waters was performed in the South China Sea [32].
Although that study did not consider in detail the impact of the OW-WA hybrid on the
total output, the results revealed three promising areas for hybrid power generation in
the Taiwan Strait, Luzon Strait, and to the southeast of the Indochina Peninsula. Recently,
the complementarity and synergy of OW and WA energy in the southern China coastal
regions has been investigated [33]. It was revealed that the correlation between the two
resources varies geographically, and the best sites for future joint exploitation are along
the east China coast. It should be noted that the study did not include the northern waters
adjacent to China, and the TS effect was neglected.

In summary, to develop an efficient multiple energy exploitation plan that will attract
investors, several questions urgently need to be answered about the waters adjacent to
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China. Where is joint exploitation particularly promising? How could the exploitation
be made highly efficient? To what extent would WA and TS energy flatten the diurnal
variabilities of OW? How steady would the integrated power outputs eventually be?
This study aims to address these concerns. The three resources were diagnosed by using
reanalysis data and numerical simulations. The data and methods are described in Section 2.
In Section 3, we analyze the results and describe the relationship among the three energy
sources in the adjacent waters of China. Finally, the conclusions are presented in Section 4.

2. Data and Methods

We used ECMWF Reanalysis v5 (ERA5) to calculate the OW and WA energy. The ERAS
dataset provides global atmospheric and oceanic data (hourly, ~31 km spatial resolutions)
using 4D-Var data assimilation (for more details, see https:/ /www.ecmwf.int/en/forecasts/
dataset/ecmwf-reanalysis-v5, accessed on 1 July 2022). The quality of the data has been
proven and it has been widely applied in the study of MRE [34-37]. The tidal current
data was obtained from TPXO 9 [38]. It is a barotropic tide model and presents tidal
elevations and horizontal transport (~18 km spatial resolutions). Satellite altimetry and in
situ observations are assimilated to improve the simulation accuracy (for more details, see
https:/ /www.tpxo.net/global/tpxo09-atlas, accessed on 15 September 2020). Due to the
different spatial resolutions of the two datasets, we interpolated all elements into a uniform
grid (1/8 x 1/8 degrees). We used data from 2021 to conduct the following analyses.

The OW power output from wind turbines (OWy) was determined by the cut-in/out
of wind speed, the rated power, and the performance of a specific wind turbine. When
the wind speed was less or greater than the cut-in or cut-out speed, the OWp was zero or
capped by the rated power. A wind turbine (SWT-6.0-154) developed by Siemens Gamesa
(SGRE) was selected for this study. This kind of device has been widely installed in the
China Sea, and the parameters are similar to those of other mature devices [33]. When the
wind speed was between the cut-in and cut-out speeds, the OWp was obtained from the
power curve of the SWT-6.0-154 (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Power curve of SWT-6.0-154 [33].
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The curve shows that the OWy varied according to the wind speed at hub height (U},).
We extrapolated the ERA5 wind field (Ugr4, at 10 m) to the hub height (100 m) by the
power law [39]. The extrapolation is

Z >ﬂ
U —U =

where Z; is 10 m and Z; is 100 m. a is the wind shear exponent, and 4 = 0.143 in this
study [40].

The WA power output (WA(p) from a generator was determined by the performance of
the device, the significant wave height (Hg), and energy period (Tg). We selected a floating,
slack-moored wave energy converter named Wave Dragon to study the spatial-temporal
variations of WAp. This wave energy converter has a rated power (5900 kW) very close
to that of the SWT-6.0-154, and it has been recommended for wave energy extraction in
offshore areas [41]. The power matrix of the Wave Dragon is shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Power matrix of Wave Dragon [42].

There are other types of WA converters [43], but the output power of shallow-water-
type WA converters is much less than that of the Wave Dragon, and their output is highly
correlated with that of the Wave Dragon, especially in nearshore waters. Most OW farms
are located in water far away from shorelines; therefore, the shoreline-type WA converter
is not suitable for being hybrid-deployed with OW farms. Consequently, this study was
based on the output power of the Wave Dragon. The characteristics of the outputs from
shallow-water-type WA converters are presented in Appendix A (Figures Al and A2).

The output power of a TS turbine (T'Sp) can be described mathematically as follows:

1
TSo = EpAcpu3
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where p is the seawater density and U is the tidal current speed. A is the swept area of the
TS turbine, and the radius of the turbine is 10 m in this study. Cp is the energy conversion
rate of turbines. According to the performances of various commercial TS turbines [44,45],
we set Cp = 0.4 in this study. The output is zero if the current speed is less than 0.5 m/s.

We designed a series of scenarios to investigate the geographical and temporal vari-
ations of integrated output (P) from multiple-source joint MRE exploitation in China’s
adjacent waters (Table 2). In each scenario, P was calculated as follows:

P=0Wp+ Ci-WAp +C,-TSp

C1 and C; represent the numbers of WA converters and TS turbines, respectively, which
are jointly installed with an OW turbine. The values of these two factors for all scenarios
are listed in Table 1. The maximum C; and C; were 4 and 10, respectively. This extreme
installation scheme is not necessarily impractical given the fact that the required space for
a WA converter [46] or for a TS turbine [15] is much smaller than that for an OW turbine.

Table 2. Configurations of C; and C; in all scenarios. (If C; is less than 1, it means one WA converter
for multiple OW turbines. For example, C; = 0.25 means 1 WA converter for 4 OW turbines.)

Cq C, Cy G,
Scenario 1 0.25 1 Scenario 16 1 6
Scenario 2 0.25 2 Scenario 17 1
Scenario 3 0.25 4 Scenario 18 1 10
Scenario 4 0.25 6 Scenario 19 2 1
Scenario 5 0.25 8 Scenario 20 2 2
Scenario 6 0.25 10 Scenario 21 2 4
Scenario 7 0.5 1 Scenario 22 2 6
Scenario 8 0.5 2 Scenario 23 2 8
Scenario 9 0.5 4 Scenario 24 2 10
Scenario 10 0.5 6 Scenario 25 4 1
Scenario 11 0.5 8 Scenario 26 4 2
Scenario 12 0.5 10 Scenario 27 4 4
Scenario 13 1 1 Scenario 28 4 6
Scenario 14 1 2 Scenario 29 4 8
Scenario 15 1 4 Scenario 30 4 10

We used the coefficient of variation (V) to evaluate the temporal changes of P. V is
expressed as

V=—_
M

where ¢ is the standard deviation of the time series of P, and y is the time mean.

3. Results

First, we investigated the outputs from individual energy exploitations. We then
analyzed the most energy-efficient scenarios for joint exploitations. These scenarios were
defined as the ones reaching the highest y at the lowest V.

3.1. Output from Single Energy Exploitations

First, we separately calculated the time-averaged outputs from OW turbines, WA
converters, and TS turbines. In order to make the values of the three outputs comparable,
C1 and C; were set at 4 and 10, respectively. The OWp was the largest component in the
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nearshore waters (Figure 4). Its geographical variation was not as remarkable as the other
energy sources. The maximum y of OWg occurred in the Taiwan Strait and the Luzon Strait
due to topographic effects. The WA was larger in offshore areas than the nearshore areas.
The u of C;-WA(Q was less than 2 MW in most areas to the north of the Yangtze River, in
the Taiwan Strait, and in the Beibu Gulf. In other areas, the high C;-WAp (>2 MW) regions
were close to the coastline. Its value reached more than 4 MW, which was larger than the
OW, in those areas, to the east of Taiwan Island and in the central basin of the South China
Sea. Contrary to the other two types of MRE, the y of C2-TSp was less than 0.3 MW in
most of the studied waters. The TSy was zero in the center of the Yellow Sea, to the east
of Taiwan Island, and in the continental shelf area of the northern South China Sea, since
the maximum tidal current speed is less than 0.5 m/s in those places. There were several
high-TSp hotspots, which were the waters in the northern Bohai Sea/Strait, in the Subei
Shoal, in the Taiwan Strait, and in the Qiongzhou Strait. The maximum p of C5-TSp was
about 1 MW at these hotspots.

106° 110° 114° 118° 122° 106° 110° 114° 118° 122°

//

Figure 4. Distribution of the yt (MW) of OWp (A), WAp (B), and TSp (C).

The time stabilities of the three energy components were obviously different (Figure 5).
The spatial averaged V of OWp was the lowest, and the lower V appeared in the deeper
regions. The V of WA was significantly higher than for OWy in most waters. The WA
was more temporally stable in the nearshore waters which are close to open water, such as
along the Zhejiang and Guangdong coasts. The V of TSy was around 1 at the TSp hotspots,
which was comparable with that of OWp, but less than for WA(.

118° 122° 106° 110° 114° 118° 122° 106° 110° 114° 118° 122°

Figure 5. Distribution of the V (dimensionless) of OWg (A), WAp (B), and TS (C).
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The temporal correlation between various energy types is important for the perfor-
mance of joint energy harvesting. A lower correlation coefficient (R) implied that the two
types of energy had high complementarity. The R from the three energy pairs showed
remarkable spatial variations (Figure 6). The WA was relatively less correlated with OWp
in the Bohai Sea, the East China Sea, the Beibu Gulf, and the northern Taiwan Strait. The
averaged R was about 0.4 in those regions. The TSp was generally uncorrelated with WA
and OWp (|R| < 0.05).

106° 110° 114° 118° 122°

Figure 6. Distribution of the temporal correlation coefficient between OWp and WAp (A), TSp and
OWp (B), TSp and WA (C). Note the color bars are different.

3.2. Output from Joint Exploitations for the Least Possible V

We examined the outputs from double-energy and triple-energy exploitations. The
double-energy exploitations referred to OW energy extraction combined either with WA or
TS. The scenario indexes were defined as Scenarios 1 to 6, where there were 0.25, 0.5, 1, 2,
or 4 WA converters, or 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, or 10 TS turbines, jointly deployed with 1 OW turbine.
The indexes for the triple-energy exploitation scenarios are shown in Table 1.

We selected the minimum V of the P from all the scenarios and recorded the indexes
of the scenarios in which the minimum V was reached (Figure 7), and the relative changes
of u (Figure 8a—c) and V (Figure 8d—f) compared with OW. For OW-WA joint exploitation,
Scenario 1 reached the minimum V in most study waters (Principle 1). This was because
the WA and OW were relatively highly temporally correlated in these regions, and the
V of WA was large. A low ratio for WA in this joint exploitation, therefore, favored a
temporally stable synergistic output. However, exceptions occurred to the east of Taiwan
Island due to a large WA( there, and to the southwest of Taiwan Island and Hainan
Island as a result of a small OWp. From the Pacific to Taiwan Island, one OW turbine
combined with 0.5, 1, or 2 WA converters facilitated a stable P. In terms of the OW-TS
joint exploitation, the scenario with the most stable P was Scenario 6 in all regions where
the current speed was larger than the cutoff speed of the turbines, which meant that the
stability of P benefited the most from the combination of one OW turbine and 10 TS
turbines (Principle 2). The combination was complementary due to the independence of
OW and TS. The indexes for the minimum-V triple-energy exploitations were mixtures of
two double-energy exploitations. Principle 1 plus Principle 2 was the best strategy for an
efficient P (high # and low V) from triple-energy exploitation. The descriptions of the best
strategies are summarized in Table 3.
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Figure 7. Distribution of the scenario indexes for OW-WA (A), OW-TS (B), and OW-WA-TS (C)
exploitations. In these scenarios, the joint exploitation outputs hold the least V.
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Figure 8. Distribution of the ratio (%) of the joint exploitation performances compared with OWp,.
The joint exploitation of each geographical grid operates in the scenario indicated in Figure 6. i (A)
and V (D) of OW-WA, u (B)and V' (E) of OW-TS, and i (C) and V' (F) of OW-WA-TS exploitation.
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Table 3. Descriptions of the best strategies for various joint exploitations.
Description
OW-WA 1 WA converter with 4 OW turbines in most regions
OW-TS 1 OW turbine with 10 TS turbines
Triple-energy Mixture of the above two strategies

3.3. Output from Joint Exploitations for Enlarging y

It should be noted that the relative increase of # and decrease of V were unbalanced in
the “optimal” scheme for the minimum V. We defined the optimal scheme as the scheme
which makes the integrated power output as temporally stable as possible. In that scheme,
there are some regions, such as the coastal waters of Zhejiang and Guangdong, where
the V changed slightly (<1%), but the y increased more obviously (from 2% to 10%). This
suggested that the scheme pursuing the lowest V suppresses the increased potential of the
joint energy output in these seas.

We designed a new algorithm to find a scenario which is aggressive in enlarging y,
while also tolerating a relatively moderate increase in V. The weighted factor (V') was used
in this algorithm. The index, p, and V of the scenario in which V' was at a minimum were
recorded. V' was expressed as

r_ el

10l
where || || refers to the normalization of the variable to the maximum in the entire region
and in all scenarios.

The differences between the scenarios (Figure 9) for the least V' and V were twofold.
Firstly, along the coast of Guangdong and Zhejiang, the target number of WA converters
changed from 0.25 to 0.5. In this condition, the enhancements of y increased by ~6% to
~10% (Figure 10a), while the relative changes of V were still ~2% (Figure 10b). Especially
near the Peal River Estuary, the increase was larger than 14%. Secondly, to the southwest
of Taiwan Island and Hainan Island, the area of the regions with high increased y and the
enhancements of y were further enlarged; on the other hand, the V in those regions did not
obviously change compared with the scenario for the minimum V.

3.4. Joint Exploitation Performance in the Diurnal Band

Compared with longer-term fluctuations, such as seasonal variations, the high-frequency
OW power variabilities such as the diurnal band have larger magnitudes and lower
predictability. Moreover, the power demands have significant oscillations with a simi-
lar frequency. Therefore, it was necessary to analyze the joint exploitation performance
throughout the day. The output power used in this study was by hourly interval; therefore,
it was possible to assess the joint exploitation performance in the diurnal band.

To examine the diurnal variations of the three energy sources, we first used a high-pass
filter to investigate the temporal stability of OWp and WA( in the high-frequency band.
The variabilities with a period of less than 24 h were retained after filtering. We defined
Vip as the standard deviation of the filtered output divided by the mean of the raw output.
The results (Figure 11) revealed that OWp was temporally unsteady compared with WA
in the diurnal band. For the OWg in the Bohai Sea and the northern Yellow Sea, more than
50% of V was caused by Vyp. The ratio decreased to ~30% in the nearshore waters to the
south of the Yangtze River. To the southwest of Taiwan Island and Hainan Island, the ratio
rose to 50% again. The associated geographical pattern of WA was similar, but the value
was much less than for OWg. The maximum ratio was less than 45% in the northern waters,
and it could reach as low as 20% near the Zhejiang, Fujian, and Guangdong coasts. This
phenomenon was the result of the different inertness between atmospheric and marine
oscillations. Due to the density discrepancy, the water oscillations hold a longer period and
a lower frequency.
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Figure 9. Distribution of the scenario indexes for OW-WA-TS exploitation in which the minimum V'

of P occurs.
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Figure 10. Distribution of the ratio (%) of the joint exploitation performances compared with OWp.
The exploitation uses the scenario index presented in Figure 8. 4 (A) and V (B) of the OW-WA-TS
exploitation.
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Figure 11. Distribution of the ratio (%) between the Vip and the raw V. OWg in (A), and WA in (B).

We then calculated the changing rates of output power by averaging the absolute tem-
poral changes at each geographical point, and the rates were normalized by the maximum
output during the study period at this point. The result represented the averaged relative
change compared to the maximum in one hour (Figure 12). The fastest rate was for TSp,
which can change from 0 to the rated power within 4~5 h in the Subei Shoal and the Taiwan
Strait. This was consistent with the fact that semi-diurnal and diurnal tides dominate the
study waters. To the north of the Yangtze River, OWp was able to change from zero to the
rated power within one day (if the rate is faster than 4.2 %/h, it means that the output
can change from 0 to 1 in 24 h). The slowest rate was found in the Taiwan Strait and the
northern South China Sea. On the other hand, WA changed much more slowly compared
with OW, particularly along the southern and eastern coastlines.

114° 118° 122°

Figure 12. Distribution of the relative rates (%/h) of OWp (A), WA (B), and TSp (C). Note the color
bars are different.

According to the facts discussed above, joint exploitations could largely decrease the
Vip of integrated outputs compared with separate OW energy harvesting (Figure 13). The
improvements would be especially significant with OW-WA exploitations. In the nearshore
waters of Jiangsu, Zhejiang, and Fujian, the least possible Vyp from joint exploitations
was less than that the Vgp of OWp by ~20%. The ratio further increased to more than 30%
near the Guangdong coast and to the south and east of Hainan Island. To the east and
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southwest of Taiwan Island, the ratio could reach 50%. TS cannot decrease the Vgp as much
as WA. The most remarkable decrease induced by TS occurred in the northern Bohai, the
Subei Shoal, the Taiwan Shoal, and to the southwest of Hainan Island. In these places,
the maximum and average values of decrease were 6% and 3%, respectively. Due to the
lower contributions from TS, the least possible Vip from OW-WA-TS joint exploitations
had patterns similar to those of OW-WA exploitations.

T T T
106 110° 114 118° 122°

Figure 13. Distribution of the ratio (%) between the least possible Vyp from joint exploitations and the
Vigp from OWp. OW-WA in (A), OW-TS in (B), and OW-WA-TS in (C). Note the different color bars.

4. Conclusions

The investigations of this study revealed that it would be possible, and beneficial for
the grid operation, to increase the total amount of integrated power output and simultane-
ously decrease its temporal variations by a joint exploitation of offshore wind (OW), wave
(WA), and tidal stream (TS) energy in the adjacent waters of China. Furthermore, the com-
prehensive synergy and reduced fluctuation of power output from this triple-source energy
exploitation would be better than with either double-source OW-WA or OW-TS generation.
The most remarkable improvements in the power output would be in the northern Bohai
Sea/Strait, the Subei Shoal, and the surrounding areas of Taiwan and Hainan Island. The
total amount and temporal stability, represented by the time mean (y) and the variation
coefficient (V), in these regions can increase and decrease, respectively, by about 20%. In
the scenario framework of this study, to achieve the least V of the integrated energy output,
the ideal strategy for the MRE joint exploitation can be summarized as follows:

Principle 1: A small ratio of WA( favors a temporally stable P, except for areas around
Taiwan Island, and to the southwest of Hainan Island.

Principle 2: More TS turbines contribute to steadier integrated power outputs.

For the coastal waters of Guangdong and Zhejiang, the potential of WA to increase
the total amount of power output is large, due to its minor impact on temporal stability. In
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these areas, it is possible to design a joint exploitation that largely enhances the total power
outputs without significantly changing the stability.

In the study regions, more than 30% of the temporal variability of OW was attributed
to diurnal oscillations. This ratio was much lower in the variation of WA. Therefore,
WA-OW, but not TS-OW, exploitations can significantly smooth the diurnal variabilities
of integrated power outputs. The discrepancy was obvious in the southeastern waters
adjacent to China.

In this study, we assumed that the maximum number of TS turbines co-located with
one OW turbine would be 10. More TS turbines may mathematically further improve the
performance of the joint energy yield; however, it might be impractical and uneconomical
in terms of marine engineering. Therefore, analysis of the effect of having more than 10
TS turbines was beyond the scope of this research. The upper threshold for the number of
WA converters was selected based on a similar reason. Additionally, more WA converters
would further decrease the stability of the total output of joint exploitation.

These ratios in the hybrid deployment would be workable due to the fact that the
spatial requirements of OW turbines are much larger than for tidal turbines and wave
converters, and there needs to be considerable vacant space between OW turbines in
operating OW farms. Moreover, the scale of OW turbines and farms will increase in the
future [47]. Therefore, it was reasonable to use 10 [15] and 4 [46] as the maximums for tidal
turbines and wave converters, and these were sufficient to address the issues with which
this study was concerned.

Related issues in the marine and electrical engineering fields, such as the grid connec-
tion of joint systems, the arrangement of various generators, as well as the construction,
operation, and maintenance of joint MRE farms, were not included in this study.

This study presented an assessment of the potential of joint MRE harvesting in the
adjacent waters of China. After pinpointing the regions with high potential, observations
and simulations with fine scales will now be needed by conducting cross-disciplinary
investigations involving both geophysical science and marine engineering. This study is a
stepping stone to attract investors and plan MRE strategies in the study areas.
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Appendix A

The characteristics of the outputs from shallow-water-type WA converters are pre-
sented in Figures Al and A2.
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Figure Al. Distribution of the y (MW) of WA from various WA converters. The power matrix
was obtained from reference [43]. The values in (A,B) and in (C) are enlarged by 5 and 10 times,
respectively, to have the same scales as WA from Wave Dragon.

106° 110° 114° 118° 122° 106° 110° 114° 118° 122°

Figure A2. Distribution of the temporal correlation coefficient between various WA converters and
Wave Dragon.

References

1.  Robertson, B.; Dunkle, G.; Gadasi, ].; Garcia-Medina, G.; Yang, Z. Holistic marine energy resource assessments: A wave and
offshore wind perspective of metocean conditions. Renew. Energy 2021, 170, 286-301. [CrossRef]

2. Choi, K.-R.; Kim, J.-H.; Yoo, S.-H. The public willingness to pay for the research and demonstration of tidal stream energy in
South Korea. Mar. Policy 2022, 138, 104981. [CrossRef]

3. Global Wind Energy Council, G. Global Offshore Wind Report 2022; Global Wind Energy Council: Brussels, Belgium, 2022.

4. Liu, Y, Li, Y;; He, F; Wang, H. Comparison study of tidal stream and wave energy technology development between China and
some Western Countries. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2017, 76, 701-716. [CrossRef]

5. Lamy, ].V,; Azevedo, LL. Do tidal stream energy projects offer more value than offshore wind farms? A case study in the United
Kingdom. Energy Policy 2018, 113, 28-40. [CrossRef]

6. Chen, H,; Li, Q.; Benbouzid, M.; Han, J.; Ait-Ahmed, N. Development and Research Status of Tidal Current Power Generation
Systems in China. J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2021, 9, 1286. [CrossRef]

7.  Clemente, D.; Rosa-Santos, P.; Taveira-Pinto, F. On the potential synergies and applications of wave energy converters: A review.
Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2021, 135, 110162. [CrossRef]

8.  Chowdhury, M.S.; Rahman, K.S.; Selvanathan, V.; Nuthammachot, N.; Suklueng, M.; Mostafaeipour, A.; Habib, A.; Akhtaruz-
zaman, M.; Amin, N.; Techato, K. Current trends and prospects of tidal energy technology. Environ. Dev. Sustain. 2021, 23,
8179-8194. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Aderinto, T.; Li, H. Ocean Wave Energy Converters: Status and Challenges. Energies 2018, 11, 1250. [CrossRef]

10. Liu, C. Current Research Status and Challenge for Direct-Drive Wave Energy Conversions. IETE ]. Res. 2021, 1, 1-13. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2021.01.136
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2022.104981
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.03.049
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2017.10.030
http://doi.org/10.3390/jmse9111286
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.110162
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-020-01013-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33041645
http://doi.org/10.3390/en11051250
http://doi.org/10.1080/03772063.2021.1942248

J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2023, 11, 529 16 of 17

11.

12.

13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.
36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Kempton, W.; Pimenta, FM.; Veron, D.E.; Colle, B.A. Electric power from offshore wind via synoptic-scale interconnection.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107, 7240-7245. [CrossRef]

Vigueras-Rodriguez, A.; Serensen, P.; Cutululis, N.A.; Viedma, A.; Donovan, M.H. Wind model for low frequency power
fluctuations in offshore wind farms. Wind Energy 2010, 13, 471-482. [CrossRef]

West, C.G.; Smith, R.B. Global patterns of offshore wind variability. Wind Energy 2021, 24, 1466-1481. [CrossRef]

Astariz, S.; Perez-Collazo, C.; Abanades, J.; Iglesias, G. Co-located wind-wave farm synergies (Operation & Maintenance): A case
study. Energy Convers. Manag. 2015, 91, 63-75. [CrossRef]

Lande-Sudall, D.; Stallard, T.; Stansby, P. Co-located deployment of offshore wind turbines with tidal stream turbine arrays for
improved cost of electricity generation. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2019, 104, 492-503. [CrossRef]

Qiu, S.; Liu, K.; Wang, D.; Ye, ].; Liang, F. A comprehensive review of ocean wave energy research and development in China.
Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2019, 113, 109271. [CrossRef]

Chen, X.; Wang, K.; Zhang, Z.; Zeng, Y.; Zhang, Y.; O'Driscoll, K. An assessment of wind and wave climate as potential sources of
renewable energy in the nearshore Shenzhen coastal zone of the South China Sea. Energy 2017, 134, 789-801. [CrossRef]

Nie, B.; Li, J. Technical potential assessment of offshore wind energy over shallow continent shelf along China coast. Renew.
Energy 2018, 128, 391-399. [CrossRef]

Lin, Y.; Dong, S.; Wang, Z.; Guedes Soares, C. Wave energy assessment in the China adjacent seas on the basis of a 20-year SWAN
simulation with unstructured grids. Renew. Energy 2019, 136, 275-295. [CrossRef]

Zheng, C.-w.; Pan, |.; Li, ].-x. Assessing the China Sea wind energy and wave energy resources from 1988 to 2009. Ocean Eng.
2013, 65, 39-48. [CrossRef]

Liu, X,; Chen, Z; Si, Y;; Qian, P; Wu, H.; Cui, L.; Zhang, D. A review of tidal current energy resource assessment in China.
Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2021, 145, 111012. [CrossRef]

Gao, P;; Zheng, ].; Zhang, ].; Zhang, T. Potential Assessment of Tidal Stream Energy Around Hulu Island, China. Procedia Eng.
2015, 116, 871-879. [CrossRef]

He, G.; Kammen, D.M. Where, when and how much wind is available? A provincial-scale wind resource assessment for China.
Energy Policy 2014, 74, 116-122. [CrossRef]

Zhang, S.; Wei, J.; Chen, X.; Zhao, Y. China in global wind power development: Role, status and impact. Renew. Sustain. Energy
Rev. 2020, 127, 109881. [CrossRef]

Sherman, P.; Chen, X.; McElroy, M. Offshore wind: An opportunity for cost-competitive decarbonization of China’s energy
economy. Sci. Adv. 2020, 6, eaax9571. [CrossRef]

Zhao, P; Wang, J.; Xia, J.; Dai, Y.; Sheng, Y.; Yue, J. Performance evaluation and accuracy enhancement of a day-ahead wind
power forecasting system in China. Renew. Energy 2012, 43, 234-241. [CrossRef]

Azzellino, A.; Lanfredi, C.; Riefolo, L.; De Santis, V.; Contestabile, P.; Vicinanza, D. Combined Exploitation of Offshore Wind and
Wave Energy in the Italian Seas: A Spatial Planning Approach. Front. Energy Res. 2019, 7, 42. [CrossRef]

Rusuy, E.; Onea, F. A parallel evaluation of the wind and wave energy resources along the Latin American and European coastal
environments. Renew. Energy 2019, 143, 1594-1607. [CrossRef]

Ferrari, F.; Besio, G.; Cassola, F.; Mazzino, A. Optimized wind and wave energy resource assessment and offshore exploitability
in the Mediterranean Sea. Energy 2020, 190, 116447. [CrossRef]

Lande-Sudall, D,; Stallard, T.; Stansby, P. Co-located offshore wind and tidal stream turbines: Assessment of energy yield and
loading. Renew. Energy 2018, 118, 627-643. [CrossRef]

Soukissian, T.H.; Karathanasi, F.E.; Zaragkas, D.K. Exploiting offshore wind and solar resources in the Mediterranean using ERA5
reanalysis data. Energy Convers. Manag. 2021, 237, 114092. [CrossRef]

Wan, Y,; Fan, C,; Dai, Y.; Li, L.; Sun, W.; Zhou, P; Qu, X. Assessment of the Joint Development Potential of Wave and Wind Energy
in the South China Sea. Energies 2018, 11, 398. [CrossRef]

Wen, Y.; Kamranzad, B.; Lin, P. Joint exploitation potential of offshore wind and wave energy along the south and southeast
coasts of China. Energy 2022, 249, 123710. [CrossRef]

Mahmoodi, K.; Ghassemi, H.; Razminia, A. Temporal and spatial characteristics of wave energy in the Persian Gulf based on the
ERADS reanalysis dataset. Energy 2019, 187, 115991. [CrossRef]

Olauson, J. ERA5: The new champion of wind power modelling? Renew. Energy 2018, 126, 322-331. [CrossRef]

Kardakaris, K.; Boufidi, I.; Soukissian, T. Offshore Wind and Wave Energy Complementarity in the Greek Seas Based on ERA5
Data. Atmosphere 2021, 12, 1360. [CrossRef]

Gil Ruiz, S.A.; Barriga, J.E.C.; Martinez, J.A. Wind power assessment in the Caribbean region of Colombia, using ten-minute
wind observations and ERAS5 data. Renew. Energy 2021, 172, 158-176. [CrossRef]

Egbert, G.D.; Erofeeva, S.Y. Efficient Inverse Modeling of Barotropic Ocean Tides. J. Atmos. Ocean. Technol. 2002, 19, 183-204.
[CrossRef]

Shu, Z.R; Li, Q.S.; Chan, PW. Investigation of offshore wind energy potential in Hong Kong based on Weibull distribution
function. Appl. Energy 2015, 156, 362-373. [CrossRef]

Bailey, B.H.; McDonald, S.L.; Bernadett, D.W.; Markus, M.].; Elsholz, K.V. Wind resource assessment handbook: Fundamentals for
conducting a successful monitoring program; No. NREL/SR-440-22223; ON: DE97000250; National Renewable Energy Lab.: Golden,
CO, USA; AWS Scientific, Inc.: Albany, NY, USA, 1997.


http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0909075107
http://doi.org/10.1002/we.368
http://doi.org/10.1002/we.2641
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2014.11.060
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.01.035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.109271
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2017.06.043
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2018.05.081
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2019.01.011
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2013.03.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2021.111012
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2015.08.376
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.07.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.109881
http://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aax9571
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2011.11.051
http://doi.org/10.3389/fenrg.2019.00042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2019.05.117
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2019.116447
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2017.10.063
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2021.114092
http://doi.org/10.3390/en11020398
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2022.123710
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2019.115991
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2018.03.056
http://doi.org/10.3390/atmos12101360
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2021.03.033
http://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0426(2002)019&lt;0183:EIMOBO&gt;2.0.CO;2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2015.07.027

J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2023, 11, 529 17 of 17

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

Kamranzad, B.; Lin, P; Iglesias, G. Combining methodologies on the impact of inter and intra-annual variation of wave energy
on selection of suitable location and technology. Renew. Energy 2021, 172, 697-713. [CrossRef]

Guillou, N.; Chapalain, G. Annual and seasonal variabilities in the performances of wave energy converters. Energy 2018, 165,
812-823. [CrossRef]

Silva, D.; Rusu, E.; Soares, C.G. Evaluation of Various Technologies for Wave Energy Conversion in the Portuguese Nearshore.
Energies 2013, 6, 1344-1364. [CrossRef]

Roberts, A.; Thomas, B.; Sewell, P.; Khan, Z.; Balmain, S.; Gillman, J. Current tidal power technologies and their suitability for
applications in coastal and marine areas. J. Ocean Eng. Mar. Energy 2016, 2, 227-245. [CrossRef]

Lewis, M.; O’'Hara Murray, R.; Fredriksson, S.; Maskell, J.; de Fockert, A.; Neill, S.P.; Robins, P.E. A standardised tidal-stream
power curve, optimised for the global resource. Renew. Energy 2021, 170, 1308-1323. [CrossRef]

Gao, Q.; Ding, B.; Ertugrul, N.; Li, Y. Impacts of mechanical energy storage on power generation in wave energy converters for
future integration with offshore wind turbine. Ocean Eng. 2022, 261, 112136. [CrossRef]

Diaz, H.; Guedes Soares, C. Review of the current status, technology and future trends of offshore wind farms. Ocean Eng. 2020,
209, 107381. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2021.03.062
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2018.10.001
http://doi.org/10.3390/en6031344
http://doi.org/10.1007/s40722-016-0044-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2021.02.032
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2022.112136
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2020.107381

	Introduction 
	Data and Methods 
	Results 
	Output from Single Energy Exploitations 
	Output from Joint Exploitations for the Least Possible V  
	Output from Joint Exploitations for Enlarging  
	Joint Exploitation Performance in the Diurnal Band 

	Conclusions 
	Appendix A
	References

