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e Modular capture systems could facilitate the addition of
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Cost Comparisons

BEC

Total Plant Cost (TPC)

carbon capture for existing CO, sources due to the 10" Traneoort

rential f imple installation ( dt ® ® o PF“SP‘” gt — HP Retrofit 133,877 | 200,189 667
potential for more simple installation (compared to : " b Retrofit 139590 | 213392 —
solvents) and lower cost il oe@®|l[ec@| | * ) ... HP Greenfield 262,167 | 405,457 1,314
* Membranes are especially promising as they can avoid | o i LP Greenfield 274,512 | 424,865 1,378
potentially costly or complicated plant integrations, such as ) — \‘*~ el o Stick-Built LP Retrofit 135042 | 203,367 078
. I Partial Modular LP Retrofit 200,679 | 310,650 1,035

steam extraction N |y 60" ——» e e

e HP cases only provide slight cost benefit compared to LP
cases, as increased performance creates additional conex
space issues

o Stick-built case provides significant space savings but only a

e Stack height (# of racks) treated as design variable due to space
constraints in the conex for required piping
Installed racks include 5-10% spare capacity

Study Approach
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