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Figure 1: Relation of social acceptance categories to geothermal project (modified graphic
based on Leiren et al. 2020). grid infrastructure 7
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(1) Figure 4: Acceptance factors used in the observed papers more than three times and

< @ @ @ : sorted by acceptance categories.

Discussion and open questions

@ @ ‘ - increased focus in recent scientific publications indicates growing
significance of geothermal-relevant acceptance factors (Fig. 2)

@ @ - the evaluation of the geothermal-relevant acceptance factors (Figs. 3

4 and 4) needs to be comprehensible created and depends on various

factors such as: type of methodology used, sample size, humber of

4 4 sources analysed and  the positive or negative impact on
5 number of studies per country acceptance regarding geothermal projects
overview of acceptance factors from
Figure 2: Number of studies examined per country in the global context and insert map of literature review literature
South Germany with geothermal projects. worldwide 2011-2021
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2000 -JRUE combm_eQ heat anq electricity (n=16) or comparison
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often than heat only (n=2). At 19 studies the %@ Figure 5: Overview of the next steps regarding the research project.
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