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Life-
time

Overnight investment 
costs O&M costs Conversion efficiency Capture

Rate

  Years $US/kW $US/GJ % %
No CCS With CCS No CCS With CCS No CCS With CCS With CCS

Coal PC 40 1400 2400 2.8 5.1 45-51# 36 90
Oxyfuel 40   2150   4.7   37 99

IGCC 40 1650 2050 3.4 4.6 43-52# 38-48# 90
C2H2* 35 1260 1430 1.9 2.1 59 57 90
C2L* 35 1450 1520 4.2 5.0 40 40 70
C2G 35 1200   1.4   60    

Gas  NGT 30 350   1.5   38-43#    

NGCC 35 650 1100 1.0 1.7 56-64# 48/59 90
SMR 35 500 550 0.6 0.7 73 70 90

Biomass BIGCC* 40 1860 2560 4.2 6.0 42 31 90

BioCHP 40 1375   5.0   43    

B2H2* 35 1400 1700 5.7 6.8 61 55 90
B2L* 35 2500 3000 3.8 4.9 40 41 50
B2G 40 1000   1.9   55    

Nuclear TNR 40 3000   5.2   33§    
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