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Percent CO, Captured at San Juan
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Generating Station: 90% (base case), 70%, 50%.
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Expanding Select Results from

Previous Figure Reporting in cents/kWh
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Parasitic Energy for CCS: 30%, 20%, 10% 1.
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Expanding Select Parasitic CCS
Results Reporting in cents/kWh
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Efficiency of the Reverse Osmosis
System Analysis (ROSA): 74, 64, 54%
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Expanding Select ROSA Reporting in
cents/kWh
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The National Cost Curve for CO, Captugg...
and Storage (CCS)
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WECSsim: a dynamic analysis tool
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National-scale Water Demands due to
CO, Capture and Storage

WECSsim: a dynamic analysis tool
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Power Plant Capture &« Formation
Storage Rates: Key Geographic Results

WECSsim: a dynamic analysis tool
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The Top 5 Saline Formations in the
Lower U.S.: storage potential

WECSsim: a dynamic analysis tool
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Future Analysis Considerations ) .
= Parametric Analysis using distributions

= Focus on engineered systems’ components that reduce total
costs the most

= Focus on reducing parasitic energy loads

= Continue to utilize WECSsim©

= Model resources available at:
http://carbonmanagement.sandia.gov/
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