Deep Decarbonization of Total Global Energy:
Hydrogen and Ammonia C-free Fuels versus Electricity as
Integrated CO2-emission-free Energy Systems

'26 September 19, Salt Lake v

4

.
—

Ry — '

------



CONY
© 2, ¥

Transform Entire
Human Enterprise

* Our responsibility, obligation

» “Climate Change” emergency

* All human activity

* Near-total de-carbonization (CO,)
* Near-total de-GHG-emission
 Enormous business opportunity

FOCUS: Transform world’s largest industry
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o Transform World’s
! Largest Industry

From ~ 85% fossil > ~100% CO,-emiss-free
* Quickly
* Prudently
 Profitably

Via electricity systems, “Grid” ?
* Default, obvious
* Entirely ? Try to ?
» Suboptimal -- tech & econ ? Waste of resources ?
* Obsolete ?
* Limit elec to “ first & last km, m ” of energy system ?

Or: C-free fuels systems ? Entirely ?
* Hydrogen
* Anhydrous ammonia (NH,)
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Transform World’s
Largest Industry

Via electricity systems, “Grid” ?
* Default, obvious
* Entirely ? Tryto ? Obsolete ?
» Suboptimal -- tech & econ ? Waste of resources ?

Or: C-free fuels systems ? Entirely ?
* Hydrogen
* Anhydrous ammonia (NH,)

Hypothesis:

 Limit elec to “first & last km, m” of energy system
 C-free fuels between: pipelines, low-cost bulk storage

How to know ? Who will model, study, propose ? Urgent !
« Collaborative; funding
* Optimum mix, strategy
* Prevent opportunity costs: wasted capital
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Danger:
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Barking up the wrong tree!




“Grid”

Technically,
Economically
Suboptimal ?

Obsolete ?

Opportunity cost to persist ?



Global $ 45 trillion new infrastructure by 2030

« Shares: Electricity, H,, NH; ?
 Stranded assets ?



@@ @7/1 Transform World’s
Largest Industry

Perfect storm: danger + opportunity
» Climate, sea level rise, ocean acidification, species loss
* Declining costs: renewables, storage
* Business opportunity huge: “Green New Deal”
- Systems optimization: DER - continental - global scales

“ Run the World on Renewables ”
* Inexhaustible: solar, geothermal Nuclear ?
* GHG-emission-free: CO,, CH,, other

Near-total de-carb, de-GHG, human enterprise
* All sources, all uses
» Global, affordable, equitable
* Including some nuclear ?
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Think: systems engineers Perpetual motion ?

Free storage ?
Sunlight from

local star /'
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-~ Estimated U.S. Total Energy Consumption 2016 = 25,000 TWh

Estimated U.S. Energy Consumption in 2016: 97.3 Quads M Lawrence Livermore
) National Laboratory

Solr vors 25,000 TWh / year
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Foss I I Source: LLNL March, 2017. Data is based on DOE/EIA MER (2016). If this information or a reproduction of it is used, credit must be given to the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
and the Department of Energy, under whose auspices the work was performed. This chart was revised in 2017 to reflect changes made in mid-2016 to the Energy Information
Zdministration's analysis methodology and reporting. The efficiency of electricity production is calculated as the total retail electricity delivered divided by the primary energy
input into electricity generaticn. End use efficiency is estimated as 65% for the residential sector, 65% for the commercial sector, 21% for the transportation sector, and 49% for
the industrial sector which was updatsd in 2017 to reflect DOE's analysis of menufacturing. Totals may not equal sum of components cue to independent rounding. LLNL-MI-410527
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IEA: International Energy Agency, 2018

World primary energy supply by source

Units: Elfyr

1720 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Historical data source: IES WEE (2013)

 Peak energy ~ 2030 640 EJ =
« Efficiency up
* Fossil fuels: 81 % > 56 % 2050
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Great risk			Great danger
Unacceptable risk		Unacceptable danger
Runaway Climate Change



BP Energy Outlook 2019 to 2040

Primary energy consumption by fuel
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IPCC Special Report 15

7 October 2018

* 1.5° C limit, or else ... tipping ?
* Jikely reach 1.5°C between

2030 and 2052 at current rate

« ~ 2050 achieve net-zero
global anthropogenic CO;

 DNV-GL “Energy Transition Outlook 2019”
 Technology ready; policy not
* Not fast enough



Severe weather
Sea level rise
Ocean acidification
Species extinction
Human conflict



EDE emissions

BP Energy Outlook 2019
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These four dangers, from continued large-scale burning of fossil fuels, have become emergencies.
Nothing less than converting the world’s largest industry – energy – from > 85% fossil sources today to all renewable (and perhaps some nuclear, now very hard to predict) sources, by year 2100, will prevent these dangers from overwhelming our ability to prevent them.

We all want an energy system for Earth which is benign, equitable, accessible, and affordable for all humans.  And it must be sustainable, with net-zero carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions to prevent further global warming.  The only income our spaceship Earth has is radiant energy from the sun – which we call “renewable” – and some matter from meteorites and comet dust.
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These four dangers, from continued large-scale burning of fossil fuels, have become emergencies.
Nothing less than converting the world’s largest industry – energy – from > 85% fossil sources today to all renewable (and perhaps some nuclear, now very hard to predict) sources, by year 2100, will prevent these dangers from overwhelming our ability to prevent them.

We all want an energy system for Earth which is benign, equitable, accessible, and affordable for all humans.  And it must be sustainable, with net-zero carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions to prevent further global warming.  The only income our spaceship Earth has is radiant energy from the sun – which we call “renewable” – and some matter from meteorites and comet dust.


Transform World’s Largest Industry

Complete energy systems:

* Renewable energy (RE)
CO2-emission-free (CEF)
Multiple sources
Variable generation (VG): Time-varying output
Integrated, synergistic
Move, store, as electricity or as water-split Hydrogen ?
» Electrochemical: “ electrolyzer ™ proven
= Photochemical: catalyst
= Biochemical: photosynthesis
= Thermochemical: High-T solar, nuclear

* Lower Dispensed Cost: Wind-source Hydrogen Fuel
Entirely via electricity systems ?
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Entirely with electricity systems, “Grid” ?
Obvious, default

Assume primarily variable generation (VG) ?
Possible, but tech & econ suboptimal ?

Optimum mix: electricity, C-free fuels -- H,, NH,

Need diverse collaboration to roadmap: neglected, urgent!




Hypotheses:

 Electricity confined to “ first & last km, orm”

Between is C-free fuels via pipelines, low-cost storage
“Grid” supports the C-free fuel systems, not reverse
Cannot afford suboptimal: time, capital, “climate change”
Scales: DER - global

Need diverse collaboration to roadmap: neglected, urgent!




Greenhouse Gas Emissions

by major gas

(non-CO2 gases converted with their
equivalent “global warming potential”)

—62%

DATA FROM EPA
IMAGE BY J. FOLEY, PROJECT DRAWDOWN
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Fate of Carbon Dioxide
Emissions

DATA FROM GLOBALCARBONPROJECT.ORG
IMAGE BY J. FOLEY, PROJECT DRAWDOWN
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Transform Human Enterprise

Goal: Global Energy System achieves all:
* Benign
* Relatively safe
* Inexhaustible
- Affordable
- Baseload
* Firm and dispatchable
» Storage inherently free
* Resilient, robust: acts of God and man
» Cyberattack resistant
* Unobtrusive infrastructure
* Equitable: no monopoly
* Distributed, autonomous
* Ubiquitous on Earth
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Major new markets for H,, NH,

Transportation fuel

 Highway: LDV, bus, truck

 Rail: Alstom, UK trains

* Marine: ammonia fuel (NH,)

« Aviation: 6 — 20 pax, Airbus “Cryoliner” A320
CHP stationary fuel: Combined Heat and Power
Iron ore reduction: FeO, +H, &> Fe +H,0
N-fertilizer production: N,+H, > NH; -

Oil refining

* Pipeline networks required ? GH,, liquid NH,

* Possible with electricity ?

* Curtailed wind + solar: 440,000 MWh, CA, 2018
« Wind beyond 2020: PTC ends > cliff
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Potential new hydrogen fuel market

U.S. Wind Forecast

Net additions (MW) 11,396
10,151 ®m Onshore ___.

A
e A
_—_—

8,407 sozo B 0 T = Offshore
7,208 ’ — - 8,500 MW / year average
Potential new Hydrogen transportation fuel market
__5_ 430
---- 4.316_ 4,316
----- 3,382_ 3,417
30 I938 I120 I600 000
. N =

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

Source: Bloomberg New Energy Finance, Outlook for U.S. Wind Build
Presentation at Windpower 2018, Chicago, 08 May 18, by David Hostert, Head of Wind Research, London
“Potential new Hydrogen transportation fuel market” added by Bill Leighty, The Leighty Foundation, 22 May 18
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U.S. Wind Forecast

Source:    	Bloomberg New Energy Finance, Outlook for U.S. Wind Build

	Presentation at Windpower 2018, Chicago, 08 May 18, by David Hostert, Head of Wind Research, London

	“Potential new Hydrogen transportation fuel market”  added by Bill Leighty, The Leighty Foundation, 22 May 18



Net additions (MW)

   -----------------------  8,500 MW / year  average --------------------

Potential new Hydrogen transportation fuel market
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Transform World’s
Largest Industry

~ 85 % fossil > d 4
~ 100% renewable,
CO2-emissions-free

* Quickly

* Prudently

* Profitably

 Beyond electricity:
 ALL sources, purposes, global
 Hydrogen + Ammonia fuel systems
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SHELL SCENARIOS COMPARED — WORLD ENERGY-RELATED CO2 EMISSIONS
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IN SKY, HYDROGEMN EMERGES AS A MATERIAL ENERGY CARRIER AFTER 2040,
PRIMARILY FOR INDUSTRY AND TRANSPORT
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Mole: By 2100, hydrogen supplies a quarter of all transpart energy demand and over 10% of
industrial enargy

Source: Shell anahysis



Far more Ambitious:

Unacceptable scenarios

Renewables industry

Beyond electricity systems
Transportation + CHP fuels

Hydrogen + ammonia fuels

Run the World on Renewables

~ 100 % GHG-emission-free energy

~ 100 % GHG-emission-free enterprise



A Bigger Renewable Energy Market than the Electricity Grid:
Hydrogen Fuel for Transportation and CHP
California 2050




California 2050

IF California:

1. Achieves RPS for electricity: 100 % in 2045

2. Achieves “80 in 50" for transportation CO,

3. Fuel Cell Vehicles (FCV'’s):
« Displace Battery Electric Vehicles (BEV's)
Trucks + buses first
« Light Duty Vehicles (LDV's) BEV's + FCV'’s
Installs 100’s of hydrogen fueling stations
Builds a new, high-purity, gaseous hydrogen pipeline
network, renewables-dedicated — gather, transmit,
store, deliver, integrate H, > $ 50-60B
6. Transport modal mix remains same
7. Relies on Variable Generation (VG) wind + solar

o A

THEN, California will need 2>



Year 2050 Electricity + Hydrogen
Transportation Fuel, California will need :

Reference: Year 2015
Total installed nameplate wind generation in California {CA)
Total installed nameplate solar generation in California (CA)

ELECTRICITY: CA "Power Mix"
2014: Total electricity consumed
2050: Total electricity demand "Power Mix" is 130 % of 2014

ELECTRICITY in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TRANSPORTATION Hydrogen Fuel in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TOTAL CA RENEWABLE ELECTRICITY + TRANSPORT ENERGY in Year 2050
Equivalent nameplate wind + solar + other @ CF (varies)




Year 2050 Electricity + Hydrogen
Transportation Fuel, California will need :

Reference: Year 2015
Total installed nameplate wind generation in California {CA)
Total installed nameplate solar generation in California (CA)

ELECTRICITY: CA "Power Mix"
2014: Total electricity consumed
2050: Total electricity demand "Power Mix" is 130 % of 2014

ELECTRICITY in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TRANSPORTATION Hydrogen Fuel in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TOTAL CA RENEWABLE ELECTRICITY + TRANSPORT ENERGY in Year 2050
Equivalent nameplate wind + solar + other @ CF (varies)
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Changing Economics: Intermittent Electricity

Falling Renewable Prices
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Source: California Energy Commission
http://www.energy.ca.gov/renewables/tracking_progress/documents/ renewable.pdf

NATIONAL RENEWABLE ENERGY LABORATORY
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California, CAISO: Curtailed wind + solar electric energy
by “system condition”

Total wind + solar curtailed, lost:
> 400,000 MWh / year

Curtailed electric energy -- MWh

75,000 > 40,000 Fuel Cell LDV’s
50,000 ‘
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California 2050

IF California:

1. Achieves RPS for electricity: 100 % in 2045

2. Achieves “80 in 50" for transportation CO,

3. Fuel Cell Vehicles (FCV'’s):
« Displace Battery Electric Vehicles (BEV's)
Trucks + buses first
« Light Duty Vehicles (LDV's) BEV's + FCV's
Installs 100’s of hydrogen fueling stations
Builds a new, high-purity, gaseous hydrogen pipeline
network, renewables-dedicated — gather, transmit,
store, deliver, integrate H, > $ 50-60B
6. Transport modal mix remains same
7. Relies on Variable Generation (VG) wind + solar

o A

THEN, California will need 2>



California|Energy Flow Trends— 1999

Net Primary Resource Consumption ~8375 Trillion Btu (8.375 Quads)
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California, Year 2050, both:
« Electricity RPS
« “80in 50 " Transport fuel

« 210 GW wind = 35 times Year 2015 installed
wind - electricity capacity in CA

PLUS

« 230 GW solar = 19 times Year 2015 installed
solar - electricity capacity in CA

Total = 440 GW nameplate = 20 x 2015
 wind + solar + other
+ CO,-emission-free energy



Year 2050 Electricity + Hydrogen
Transportation Fuel, California will need :

Reference: Year 2015
Total installed nameplate wind generation in California {CA)
Total installed nameplate solar generation in California (CA)

ELECTRICITY: CA "Power Mix"
2014: Total electricity consumed
2050: Total electricity demand "Power Mix" is 130 % of 2014

ELECTRICITY in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TRANSPORTATION Hydrogen Fuel in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TOTAL CA RENEWABLE ELECTRICITY + TRANSPORT ENERGY in Year 2050
Equivalent nameplate wind + solar + other @ CF (varies)




California
Major Markets

Hydrogen
Transportation
Fuel

Light Duty Vehicles
(LDV’s)

~ 7 million MT
(metric ton = 1,000 kq)
per year in 2050




California LDV Hydrogen Fuel Demand, MT / day
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Fig. 3  Exogenously specified California hydrogen demand (PJ/yr) to 2050 broken out by regional cluster (1 PJ H2 / yr = 19.3 tonnes H2 / day = 7,044 tonnes / year).

SOURCE:  Renewable and low carbon hydrogen for California -- Modeling the long term evolution of fuel infrastructure using a quasi-spatial TIMES model
Christopher Yang*, Joan M. Ogden, Institute of Transportation Studies, One Shields Avenue, University of California, Davis, Davis, CA 95616, USA
international journal of hydrogen energy (IJHE) 38 (2013) 4250 - 4265



Bil gal diesel equiv

H,

2010 2050 2050
High ZEV Mixed

Diesel fuel Biofuels M Natura Electricity Hydrogen

California trucking: “Goods movement”
~ 1.6 billion kg Hydrogen to replace diesel =~ 1.6 MMt/ year
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SOURCE:  Prospects for Reducing Energy Use and GHGs from Freight Transport, Lew Fulton, STEPS Co-Director
Asilomar Conference August 19, 2015
Sustainable Transportation Energy Pathways  (STEPS)	www.steps.ucdavis.edu
20 billion gallons diesel equivalent = ~ 1.6 billion kg H2, assuming 1 kg H2 delivers 2.5 x VMT as 1 gallon diesel
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Figure ES-2. Energy usé‘hffuel type, year and scenario, California and U.S. results

California and USA Trucking -- Year 2050

CA: ~ 1.6 billion kg Hydrogen to replace diesel =~ 1.6 MMt / year




Hydrogen Transportation Fuel Demand
California, year 2050
Million metric tons per year:

Light Duty Vehicles (LDV) 3.6
Trucking 1.6
IS 1.4
Aviation and Other 0.8
Total 7.4
Source:

Interpret and extrapolate from several papers by
ITS-STEPS, UC Davis



Hydrogen Transportation Fuel Demand
California, year 2050
Million metric tons per year:

Light Duty Vehicles (LDV) 3.6
Trucking 1.6
Bus 1.4
Aviation and Other 0.8
Total 7.4 Hydrogen

Or: 66.5 Ammonia

Source:
Interpret and extrapolate from several papers by
ITS-STEPS, UC Davis



Year 2050 Electricity + Hydrogen
Transportation Fuel, California will need :

Reference: Year 2015
Total installed nameplate wind generation in California {CA)
Total installed nameplate solar generation in California (CA)

ELECTRICITY: CA "Power Mix"
2014: Total electricity consumed
2050: Total electricity demand "Power Mix" is 130 % of 2014

ELECTRICITY in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TRANSPORTATION Hydrogen Fuel in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TOTAL CA RENEWABLE ELECTRICITY + TRANSPORT ENERGY in Year 2050
Equivalent nameplate wind + solar + other @ CF (varies)
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California Wind and Solar: 2015 — 2050

2050 = 20 x 2015. Enough roofs and land in CA ?
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“Hydrogen Transition” UC Davis, ITS “NEXTSteps”
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Major new markets for H,, NH,

Transportation fuel

 Highway: LDV, bus, truck

 Rail: Alstom, UK trains

* Marine: ammonia fuel (NH,)

« Aviation: 6 — 20 pax, Airbus “Cryoliner” A320
CHP stationary fuel: Combined Heat and Power
Iron ore reduction: FeO, +H, &> Fe +H,0
N-fertilizer production: N,+H, > NH; -

Oil refining

* Pipeline networks required ? GH,, liquid NH,

* Possible with electricity ?

* Curtailed wind + solar: 440,000 MWh, CA, 2018
« Wind beyond 2020: PTC ends > cliff
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Amp up
Speed up
Pick up
Can’t do it with elec systems  ---  shouldn’t try


Trouble with Electricity

“Grid quality” AC, DC
Light speed
Storage expensive: annual-scale, dispatchable ?
Markets, regs, ISO’s, RTO’s - manipulate
Infrastructure:
Costly: build, maintain Capex, Opex
Obtrusive, offensive, NIMBY
Wide ROW
Vulnerable to acts of God and man
Vulnerable to Cyberattack
Fire danger, liability: PG&E
Extant USA “Grid” :

* Old, end of service life

* Repair, Replace, Renew ?

 Expand, “smart” ? How much ? CF ? Cost ?
Need comparative study: now, avoid misallocation
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Gaseous Hydrogen Pipeline
36” diam, 25 ft ROW

Out of Sight, Out of Harm’s Way

8,000 MW alternatives: HVAC vs Hydrogen Pipeline
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http://mydocs.epri.com/docs/CorporateDocuments/EPRI_Journal/2010-Spring/1020933_Feature_Cables.pdf 
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Source:   Bill Leighty photo


Vulnerable to acts of God and man
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Presentation Notes
This is the Great Plains wind resource.  I grew up (spent my childhood) here, in the state of Iowa.  
If we fully harvested this wind energy, on about half the land area in the 12 windiest states of the USA, and deliver it to markets, we can supply the entire energy demand of the USA in year 2000, ~ 100 Quads.  
All energy, for all purposes, just from windpower. But the wind does not always blow;  it’s a very seasonal resource.
The same area PV potential is ~ 1,000 x the windpower potential (capacity or energy ?)  Source:  NREL




Exporting From 12 Windiest Great Plains States

Number of GH2 pipelines or HVDC electric lines necessary to export total wind resource

Capacity at 500 miles length Capacity Factor (CF) =30%
3GW
Annual Nameplate | Nameplate 6 GW S Billion 500 KV S Billion
Energy Installed Installed 36" GH2 Total HVDC Total
Production | Capacity Capacity | Hydrogen | Capital Electric Capital

State (TWh) (MW) (GW) Pipelines Cost Lines Cost
Texas 6,528| 1,901,530 1,902 317 634
Kansas 3,647 952,371 952 159 317
Nebraska 3,540 917,999 918 153 306
South Dakota 3,412 882,412 882 147 294
Montana 3,229 944,004 944 157 315
North Dakota 2,984 770,196 770 128 257
lowa 2,026 570,714 571 95 190
Wyoming 1,944 552,073 552 92 184
Oklahoma 1,789 516,822 517 86 172
Minnesota 1,679 489,271 489 82 163
New Mexico 1,645 492,083 492 82 164
Colorado 1,288 387,220 387 65 129

‘- ’- ,"-\
TOTALS 33,711| 9,376,694 ( 9 377} ( 1 563I $1,500[ 3,126} $2,000

A i W ¥ s i O i T 3

Wind energy source: Archer, Jacobson 2003
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Source circa 2003.  Wind CF has improved since then to > 40% typically
HVDC electric transmission line capacity > 3 GW is available, but may not be economically optimum.


Michael Skelly

* Clean Line Energy Partners: HVDC
transmission lines for wind, solar
 Lazard Senior Advisor
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Presentation Notes
https://rtoinsider.com/skelly-wind-energy-137665/	May 31, 2019  By Tom Kleckner
Clean Line Energy Partners has sold off its projects and its employee count is down to zero, but former CEO Michael Skelly is optimistic that someone will achieve what he failed to do. | Clean Line Energy Partners
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uECml7DKDJ4	Aug 28, 2019   Baker Institute, Houston		Interview with Russell Gold, author:  “Superpower: One Man’s Quest to Change American Energy”
https://www.windpowermonthly.com/article/1523646/ambitious-clean-line-energy-wrapping-up     Ambitious Clean Line Energy 'wrapping up‘   1 February 2019 by Ros Davidson
Did Clean Line's HVDC plan push for too much, too soon? How the political climate and seemingly insurmountable barriers for multi-state HVDC lines led to the demise of the independent developer's ambitious plans.





Wind Seasonality, Northern Great Plains

Normalized to 1.0 per season

1.4
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Seasonality Factor

Winter Spring Summer Fall
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Using the numbers from "Seasonal Variability of Wind Electric Potential in the
United States" 22, Table 3, for "North Central", normalized, yields these “seasonality
factors”:
Winter 1.20 Spring 1.17 Summer 0.69 Autumn 0.93
We find that expected average seasonal energy production would be 3.5 TWh x
seasonality factor, above:
Winter = 3.5 x 1.20 = 4.20 TWh
Spring = 3.5 x 1.17 = 4.10 TWh
Summer = 3.5 x .69 = 2.42 TWh
Autumn = 3.5 x .93 = 3.26 TWh
The biggest difference between seasons is between Winter and Summer: 4.20 - 2.42 =
1.78 TWh. If all windplant energy is converted to GH2 for export, at the 80% efficiency
typical of large-scale (~600 kWe input) electrolyzers, this is apparently 1.42 TWh of
GH2 storage needed. However, the biggest difference between adjacent, sequential
seasons is between Spring and Summer: 4.10 - 2.42 = 1.68 TWh. If all windplant
energy is converted to GH2 for export, at 80% electrolyzer efficiency, that is apparently
1.34 TWh of GH2 storage needed. The latter case is more relevant.
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Seasonality:  Northern Great Plains Wind
Normalized to 1.0 per season
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- Wind Seasonality, Northern Great Plains
1,000 MW windplant: AEP = 3,500 GWh / yr

“Firm” gee 875 GWh / season
Storage: @ per 1,000 MW wind
Source: NREL, D. Elliott
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Presentation Notes
Using the numbers from "Seasonal Variability of Wind Electric Potential in the
United States" 22, Table 3, for "North Central", normalized, yields these “seasonality
factors”:
Winter 1.20 Spring 1.17 Summer 0.69 Autumn 0.93
We find that expected average seasonal energy production would be 3.5 TWh x
seasonality factor, above:
Winter = 3.5 x 1.20 = 4.20 TWh
Spring = 3.5 x 1.17 = 4.10 TWh
Summer = 3.5 x .69 = 2.42 TWh
Autumn = 3.5 x .93 = 3.26 TWh
The biggest difference between seasons is between Winter and Summer: 4.20 - 2.42 =
1.78 TWh. If all windplant energy is converted to GH2 for export, at the 80% efficiency
typical of large-scale (~600 kWe input) electrolyzers, this is apparently 1.42 TWh of
GH2 storage needed. However, the biggest difference between adjacent, sequential
seasons is between Spring and Summer: 4.10 - 2.42 = 1.68 TWh. If all windplant
energy is converted to GH2 for export, at 80% electrolyzer efficiency, that is apparently
1.34 TWh of GH2 storage needed. The latter case is more relevant.
1,050 – 875 = 175	Cumulative = 175
1,020 – 875 = 145	Cumulative = 320
875 – 604 = 271		Cumulative = 49
875 – 815 = 60		Cumulative = - 11 = error




General

		Ammonia Transmission + Storage												File: NH3-Denver-Oct06.xls						Made: 5 Oct 06

																				Rev:  24 Sep 08 06

		Assume:				NH3 synthesis plant efficiency, including ASU and H2 compression =														80		per cent		85		per cent max

						Windplant capacity MW (nameplate) (maximum):														2000		MW

						Wind energy sale value:				$0.057		per kWh, subsidized: $0.019 / kWh						$0.038		per kWh without USA Fed PTC = $ 0.019 / kWh

						Windplant capacity factor (CF) =						40		per cent						AEP =				7,008,000		MWh		@		$57.000		per MWh =				$399,456,000

																								7,008,000		MWh		@		$38.000		per MWh =				$266,304,000

						1,500 psi output electrolyzers directly feed GH2 pipeline; no input compressor

						20" GH2 pipeline @1,500 psi input, 500 psi delivery, no midline compressors

						10" NH3 pipeline @ 1,300 psi

						Transmission distance to city gate wholesale delivery:										500		miles

						No distribution costs within city

						Windplant capital cost, commissioned:										1,000		per kW, optimistic, year 2020, in 2005 $US, GW scale										1700		per kW, actual year 2005, 100 MW scale

						NH3 wt % as H =				18		per cent

																		tph (US)				tpd (US)				tpy (US)										tph (US)				tpd (US)				tpy (US)		mmscfd

		Pipeline Capacity:				Full output of 2,000 MW (nameplate) windplant (as NH3):												1,726				7,455				2,720,980				Windplant full output as NH3						1,726				7,455				2,720,980

						Full output of 2,000 MW (nameplate) windplant (as H2 energy equivalent):												311				1,342				489,776				Windplant full output as H2						311				1,342				489,776		505

						10" NH3 pipeline capacity (as NH3) =												150				3,600				1,314,000				10" NH3 pipeline capacity as NH3						150				3,600				1,314,000

						10" NH3 pipeline capacity (as H2 energy equivalent) =												27				648				236,520				10" NH3 pipeline capacity as H2						27				648				236,520

						If 10" NH3 pipeline capacity is 150 tons per hour, it can transmit full power output of:																		966		MW of nameplate wind generation								@ 100% NH3 energy conversion efficiency

																								1,207		MW of nameplate wind generation								@ assumed NH3 plant efficiency, above

						If 10" NH3 pipeline capacity is 150 tons per hour, it can transmit average power output @40% CF of:																		2,415		MW of nameplate wind generation								@ 100% NH3 energy conversion efficiency

																								3,018		MW of nameplate wind generation								@ assumed NH3 plant efficiency, above

		2,000 MW (nameplate, peak) wind plant @ $1,000 / kW turnkey =

				Produces maximum:						48,000		MWh / day =				504,000,000		scf GH2 / day										Units:		1 MWh =				10,500		scf H2 =		297.5		Nm3 =		3.6		GJ

										48,000		MWh / day =				1,342		tons / day GH2												1 Ton H2 =				375,600		scf H2 =

										48,000		MWh / day =				7,455		tons / day NH3												1 Ton H2 =				5.56		ton NH3

										48,000		MWh / day =				311		tons / hr NH3

		Total "customer terminal" refrig tank storage apparent it Corn Belt = 88-89 terminals,  2.87 MMT.  ~  30,000 tons average per terminal.

		NH3 plant:		Source A:		"The  current price for a 2,000 mtd gas-based ammonia export plant is about $500 million.This price includes everything: EPC price, IDC, financing, jetty, water supply and assumes a stand-alone greenfield site."																																										(Holbrook source)

						Assume:		mtd = metric tons per day

								From NH3 plant construction industry expert:								For NH3 from Electrolysis H2 @ 100 bar:								For 3,000 tpd NH3 plant (extrapolate):

								SMR system cost				300		million		Delete SMR

								H-B reactor cost				150		million		H-B reactor cost				150		million		225

								BOP cost				50		million		BOP cost				50		million		75																0.0020060232

								Total				500		million		Add ASP, for N2				50		million		75

																Add H2 compressor				5		milllion		8

																Total				255		million		383

				Source B:		2,200 tpd NH3 plant $630M AUS = $466M US, all costs

				Source C:		136 mmscfd (H2 output) SMR plant COSTS $160M @ Gulf Coast, $180M @ Calif (x 1.3 markup) = $208 - 234 M																				DR		505/136 =		3.7

						505 mmscfd (H2 output) SMR plant COSTS ??								(assumed windplant output = 1,342 tons, so need two plants)

		NH3 storage:				All tanks capacity US tons NH3 =								60,000		Equiv tons H =		0		tons H		Stokes:				18		$million		40,000		tons =		$450		per ton NH3 capital cost =						$2,500		per MWh H2 capital cost =						$70

						Capital cost per 60,000 ton tank																CF Industries				25		$million		60,000		tons =		$417		per ton NH3 capital cost =						$2,500		per MWh H2 capital cost =						$70

						Annual cost (refrig energy + maint)								$30,000

						If tank capacity completely used once per year, annual cost / ton =												$0.50

		GH2 storage cost; Clemens Terminal cavern								2,500		tons, GH2 net capacity								35.8		MWh / ton H2				89,500		MWh total Clemens Terminal storage, net

		(ConocoPhillips, Freeport, TX)								$15,000,000		total capital cost, Clemens Terminal cavern, incl $5M cushion gas H2														$168		Capital cost per MWh

										(Per Praxair advice, assume higher excavation cost of $10M + $5M for 2,500 tons cushion gas)

										Round trip cavern storage efficiency, without compression anywhere in system: very high (local pipe friction losses only; if small pressure change, small Joule-Thompson heating)

		1 USD =		1.346 AUD				1 AUD (Australian $)  =						.743 USD





SlideCalcs

		PowerPoint slide calcs for Cases												Rev: 12 Nov 06

		CASE

		1a		Wind to HVDC elec; 50% of 3,000 MW line; no storage

				50% of 3,000 MW line

		1b		Wind to HVDC elec; 50% of 3,000 MW line; Firming storage

		2a		Wind to GH2 pipeline, no storage

		2b		Wind to GH2 pipeline, Firming cavern storage

		3a		Wind to GH2 to NH3 pipeline, no storage

		3b		Wind to GH2 to NH3 pipeline, Firming tank storage

		4a		Wind to GH2 to NH3 pipeline, Reform to H, no storage

		4b		Wind to GH2 to NH3 pipeline, Reform to H, Firming tank storage

				39.4		kWh / kg H2 HHV @ 100%

				49.25		kWh / kg H2 HHV @ 80% electrolyzer efficiency





Conversion Units

		CONVERSIONS:  Power, Energy										File:  H2-ConversionsUnits.xls														H2

		MMscf:		million standard cubic feet																						1 kg HHV =				39.4		kWh		Source:

																														37.2		kWh		Source:

																										1 Nm3 H2 =				3.361		kWh		Source:		=		0.09		kg =

		H2																								NH3

		Power

		1 kW =		10.5		scf per hr																				Mass content as H =						0.18

		1 MW =		10,500		scf per hr =		297.5		Nm3 per hr =		3.6		GJ per hr=		1341		hp								1 metric ton H2 =						1000		kg H2 =		128.8		GJ (HHV) =				35.78		MWh

		1 GW =		10.5		Mscf per hr =		252		Mscf per day=		297500		Nm3 per hr =		3600		GJ per hr								1 metric ton NH3 =						180		kg H2 =		23.184		GJ (HHV) =				6.44		MWh / mt =				6.44		kWh / kg

		1 GW =

		1 GW =		3,430		MMBTU per hr																				1 MWh =						155.3		kg NH3

		1 TW =		10.5		Bscf per hr =		297.5		MNm3 per hr =		3.6		MGJ per hr												1 GWh =						155,279.5		kg NH3 =		155.3		Mtons NH3 =				170.8		UStons NH3

		1 Nm3 =		12.8		MJ (HHV) =		35.3		scf =		0.09		kg H2

		1 Mscf /hr=		327		MMBTU per hr																				NH3 heat of combustion =						8,001.0		btu / lb =		5.1619354839		kWh / kg

																										2,000 MW nameplate windplant AEP @ 100% CF =										17520000		MWh / yr =				48000		MWh / day

		Energy																								2,000 MW nameplate windplant AEP @ 40% CF =										7008000		MWh / yr =				19200		MWh / day

		1 GJ =		277.8		kWh =		2,915		scf																Now assume 40% windplant CF

		1 GJ =		2,915		scf =		75.36		Nm3 =		10^9 J =		0.95		MMBTU										As H2 @ 100% electrolysis conversion @ 39.4 kWh / kg HHV =																		20		Mt / hr =		487		Mt / day =		177,868		Mt / yr

		1 kWh =		10.5		scf=		0.298		Nm3																As H2 @ 80% electrolysis conversion @ 39.4 kWh / kg HHV =																		16		Mt / hr =		390		Mt / day =		142,294		Mt / yr

		1 MWh =		10,500		scf =		297.5		Nm3 =		3.6		GJ												As NH3 @ 80% electrolyzer conversion efficiency @ 100% H --> NH3 conversion efficiency =																		92		Mt / hr =		2,215		Mt / day =		808,491		Mt / yr

		1 GWh =		10.5		Mscf =		297500		Nm3 =		3600		GJ		3,430		MMBTU								As NH3 @ 80% electrolyzer conversion efficiency @ 80% H --> NH3 conversion efficiency =																		74		Mt / hr =		1,772		Mt / day =		646,793		Mt / yr

		1 GWh =

		1 TWh =		10.5		Bscf =		297.5		MNm3				3.6		MGJ=		3.6		PJ						Windplant nameplate @ 40% CF for 6 MM tpy NH3, using												646,793		Mt / yr per 2,000 MW nameplate windplant

		1 kg H2 =		11.08		Nm3 =		128.8		MJ (HHV) =		135.1		kBTU =		375.6		scf =		0.0372		MWh				Nameplate MW =				18,553				Round to 18,500 MW

		10^6 scf =		343		GJ (HHV) =		26850		Nm3

		1 lb H2 =		5.04		Nm3 =		0.0585454545		GJ (HHV) =		16.2639272727		kWh =		187.8		scf =								Hydro letter 12 Jan 06 electrolyzer efficiency:										52		kWh / kg =				4.7		kWh / Nm3				APS coal plant project

		1 Nm3 H2 =		0.09		kg =		3.361		kWh																		HHV efficiency =				@ 39.4 kWh =						75.8		per cent

		1 scf H2 =		343		kJ =		325		BTU (HHV)																						@37.2 kWh =						71.5		per cent

		1 kWh =		3410		BTU																										@ 3.361 kWh / Nm3 =						71.5		per cent

		1 scf NG =		1010		BTU

		1 Ton H2 =		375,600		scf =		0.376		MMscf		35.8		MWh		(metric ton)

		1 kg =		0.0372		MWh =		.134 GJ

		1 kg =		0.127		MMbtu		= (0.134 GJ / kg) x (0.95 MMbtu / GJ)

		From R. Merer:				39.4 kWh / kg		HHV

						33.3 kWh / kg		LHV

						142000 GJ / kg		HHV

						120000 GJ / kg		LHV

						423.2 scf / kg		(70 F, 1 atm)





Losses Convert + Transmit

		Conversion and Transmission Losses

		AEP: 2,000 MW (nameplate) Great Plains windplant										@ 40% CF, 100% energy equivalent:

				7,008,000						MWh / yr				Maximum daily production =						48,000		MWh per day

				195,754						tons H2 / yr										1,341		tons H2 per day

				1,087,523						tons NH3 / yr										2,980		tons NH3 per day

		Electrolyzer conversion efficiency =										80		per cent HHV

		NH3 plany conversion efficiency H2 to NH3 =										80		per cent HHV

		Wind-generated electric energy opportunity cost value =												$0.057		per kWh, subsidized

		Electrolyzer conversion losses per year =								1,401,600		MWh @		$0.057		per kWh =				$79,891,200

		Case 2a:		Total trans + conversion loss costs =								$305		million =		$1,558		per ton H2 =				$1.56		per kg H2

		Case 2b:		Total trans + conversion loss costs =								$318		million =		$1,624		per ton H2 =				$1.62		per kg H2

		Reformer (NH3 to H2):						(Holbrook DOE paper)

				10.7		tons NH3 pr day = 1,500 kg H2  (85% efficient?)

				$1.5		million estimated capital cost for this capacity

				2,982		tons NH3 / day @ 40% CF from 2,000 MW windplant requires												279		reformers @		$418		million

		Russ College Ammonia Electrolysis

				Cap cost

				Electric energy cost

				efficiency:





Storage GreatPlains Seasonal A

		Annual Firming Storage Required by Great Plains Wind Seasonality

				AEP: annual energy production

		Assume:		Large-scale liquid NH3 storage capital cost								450		$ / ton		Stokes						$18M for 40K tons storage ( Keith Stokes, ?) = $450 / ton NH3 =

												415		$ / ton		CF Industries						CF Industries said $25M for their 60KTon storage = $416 / ton

				All NH3 storage at source windplants, to maximize CF of NH3 pipelines

				All NH3 storage tanks are:						60,000		net US tons @				$25		million each

				Large-scale liquid NH3 storage annual refrig cost $30K / 60K ton =														$0.5		$ / ton / year

				GH2 cavern storage =						2,500		net US tons per cavern @ 1,500+ psi

				GH2 caverns capital cost = $10M excavation + $5M cushion gas =														$15.0		million total

				2,000 MW (nameplate) windplant @ 40% CF (capacity factor)

				Total potential average Great Plains windpower AEP (annual energy production) =~																				10,000		TWh		(PNL-7789, 1991)

				Total MW nameplate installed wind generation required to harvest all potential Great Plains wind =~																				2,800,000		MW @ 40% CF =				2,800		GW @ 40% CF

				Electrolyzer efficiency =						80		per cent

				1 metric ton H2 =						35.8		MWh =		0.0358		GWh

				NH3 synthesis plant efficiency =						80		per cent

				NH3 wt % H =				18		per cent

				US tons per metric ton =						1.1

		Elliott, et al seasonality factors:								"Seasonal Variability of Wind Electric Potential in the United States", Table 3, for "North Central", normalized, yields these "seasonality factors":

				Winter		1.2		Spring		1.17		Summer		0.69		Autumn		0.93

		For 2,000 MW nameplate windplant @ 40% CF:   AEP is												2000		24		365		0.4		=		7,008,000		MWh / yr =		7.0		TWh / yr  =		195,754		tons H2 / yr =				1,087,523		tons NH3 / yr

				We find that expected average seasonal energy production would be 1.75 TWh x seasonality factor, above:																												Each season average =						1.752		Twh

						Winter =				1.752		x		1.2		=		2.10		TWh

						Spring =				1.752		x		1.17		=		2.05		TWh

						Summer =				1.752		x		0.69		=		1.21		TWh

						Autumn =				1.752		x		0.93		=		1.63		TWh

						Total												6.99		TWh

		Biggest difference between seasons is Winter - Summer =												2.10		-		1.21		=		0.89		TWh =		894		GWh								Round to:		900		GWh

		However, biggest difference between adjacent, sequential seasons is Spring - Summer =																		2.05		-		1.21		=		0.84		TWh =		841		GWh		Round to:		900		GWh

		Therefore, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING storage required for 2,000 MW nameplate windplant:																												900		GWh

		Thus, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of all 2,000 MW windplant energy, converted to GH2 for export, at assumed electrolyzer efficiency, requires storage of:																												1,125		GWh =		31,425		metric tons H2 =				218,226		metric tons NH3

		Therefore, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING storage required for 1,000 MW nameplate windplant:																												562.5		GWh =		15,712		metric tons H2 =				87,291		metric tons NH3

				Thus, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of all Great Plains wind energy requires storage of:																										1,575,000		GWh =		43,994,413		metric tons H2 =				305,516,760		metric tons NH3

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														12.6		caverns per 2,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$15.0		million per cavern =				$189		million

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														6.3		caverns per 1,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$15.0		million per cavern =				$94		million

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														3.6		tanks per 2,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$25.0		million per tank =				$90.9		million

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														1.8		tanks per 1,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$25.0		million per tank =				$45.5		million

		Complete ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of Great Plains wind requires:

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														17,598		caverns @				$15.0		million each =				$264.0		billion

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														5,092		tanks @				$25.0		million each =				$127.3		billion

				NH3 refrigerated storage tanks now in place: ~										90		@		50,000		tons =		4,500,000		tons =		1.5		per cent of total firming storage required





Storage GreatPlains Seasona B

		Annual Firming Storage Required by Great Plains Wind Seasonality

				AEP: annual energy production

		Assume:		Large-scale liquid NH3 storage capital cost								450		$ / ton		Stokes						$18M for 40K tons storage ( Keith Stokes, ?) = $450 / ton NH3 =

												415		$ / ton		CF Industries						CF Industries said $25M for their 60KTon storage = $416 / ton

				All NH3 storage at source windplants, to maximize CF of NH3 pipelines

				All NH3 storage tanks are:						60,000		net US tons @				$25		million each

				Large-scale liquid NH3 storage annual refrig cost $30K / 60K ton =														$0.5		$ / ton / year

				GH2 cavern storage =						2,500		net US tons per cavern @ 1,500+ psi

				GH2 caverns capital cost = $10M excavation + $5M cushion gas =														$15.0		million total

				2,000 MW (nameplate) windplant @ 40% CF (capacity factor)

				Total potential average Great Plains windpower AEP (annual energy production) =~																				10,000		TWh		(PNL-7789, 1991)

				Total MW nameplate installed wind generation required to harvest all potential Great Plains wind =~																				2,800,000		MW @ 40% CF =				2,800		GW @ 40% CF

				Electrolyzer efficiency =						80		per cent

				1 metric ton H2 =						35.8		MWh =		0.0358		GWh

				NH3 synthesis plant efficiency =						80		per cent

				NH3 wt % H =				18		per cent

				US tons per metric ton =						1.1

		Elliott, et al seasonality factors:								"Seasonal Variability of Wind Electric Potential in the United States", Table 3, for "North Central", normalized, yields these "seasonality factors":

				Winter		1.2		Spring		1.17		Summer		0.69		Autumn		0.93

		For 1,000 MW nameplate windplant @ 40% CF:   AEP is												1000		24		365		0.4		=		3,504,000		MWh / yr =		3.5		TWh / yr  =		97,877		tons H2 / yr =				543,762		tons NH3 / yr

				We find that expected average seasonal energy production would be 1.75 TWh x seasonality factor, above:																												Each season average =						0.876		Twh

						Winter		GWh =		876		x		1.2		=		1051.20		GWh =						Cumulative storage =				175.20		GWh

						Spring		GWh =		876		x		1.17		=		1024.92		GWh =										324.12		GWh		= Maximum

						Summer		GWh =		876		x		0.69		=		604.44		GWh =										52.56

						Fall		GWh =		876		x		0.93		=		814.68		GWh =										-8.76				0

						Total				3504								3495.24		GWh =

		Biggest difference between seasons is Winter - Summer =												1051.20		-		604.44		=		446.76		TWh =		446,760		GWh								Round to:		900		GWh

		However, biggest difference between adjacent, sequential seasons is Spring - Summer =																		1024.92		-		604.44		=		420.48		TWh =		420,480		GWh		Round to:		900		GWh

		Therefore, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING storage required for 2,000 MW nameplate windplant:																												900		GWh

		Thus, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of all 2,000 MW windplant energy, converted to GH2 for export, at assumed electrolyzer efficiency, requires storage of:																												1,125		GWh =		31,425		metric tons H2 =				218,226		metric tons NH3

		Therefore, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING storage required for 1,000 MW nameplate windplant:																												562.5		GWh =		15,712		metric tons H2 =				87,291		metric tons NH3

				Thus, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of all Great Plains wind energy requires storage of:																										1,575,000		GWh =		43,994,413		metric tons H2 =				305,516,760		metric tons NH3

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														12.6		caverns per 2,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$15.0		million per cavern =				$189		million

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														6.3		caverns per 1,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$15.0		million per cavern =				$94		million

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														3.6		tanks per 2,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$25.0		million per tank =				$90.9		million

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														1.8		tanks per 1,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$25.0		million per tank =				$45.5		million

		Complete ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of Great Plains wind requires:

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														17,598		caverns @				$15.0		million each =				$264.0		billion

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														5,092		tanks @				$25.0		million each =				$127.3		billion

				NH3 refrigerated storage tanks now in place: ~										90		@		50,000		tons =		4,500,000		tons =		1.5		per cent of total firming storage required
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SEASONALITY CHART B
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NH3 Pumping

		Pumping Power - 10" NH3 pipeline														tph:		tons per hour

																1 BPH =		42		gph				NH3 density =				5.68		lbs / gal

		Pipeline length 500 miles						Mo Mohitpour calcs:

		Pipe Diameter (10.75, Nominal Pipe Size (NPS 10)), Wall thickness 0.188", API 5LX65, Pipe designed to ASME B31.4 code, MOP 1440 PSI, Length 500 miles

		A:  With 1 initiating station, Inlet 250 PSI, Discharge 1300 PSI (HP 456, Efficiency 80% assumed) , max throughput is 853 BPH (barrells per hour). Delivery pressure is assume to be 250 PSI																																										853		BPH =		35,826		gph =		102		US tph

		B:  With two stations; one at the pipeline initiation point and the second one at mid point, max throughput is 1233 BPH (Discharge from both stations is 1300 PSI, initiating station HP = 658 and the mid station HP is 526).																																										1,233		BPH =		51,786		gph =		147		US tph

		C:  If one increases the discharge from each station to 1350 PSI then max throughput will be 1264 BPH ( initiating station HP = 707 and the mid station HP is 565)																																										1,264		BPH =		53,088		gph =		151		US tph

		Pumping annual energy, assuming:								150 US tph capacity

										Annual pipeline throughput @ 150 tph =								1,314,000		US tpy

										100% pipeline CF

										Redundant pair of pumps: only one operating at a time, at full power

										Pipeline input @ 250 psi; delivery @ 250 psi; pump output @ 1,350 psi

										Electricity @ average				$0.08		per kWh

										Case C: 151 US tph

												Inlet pump hp =				707		hp =		527		kW		Annual energy =				4,620,217		kWh @		$0.08		=		$369,617

												Mid station hp =				565		hp =		421		kW		Annual energy =				3,692,252		kWh @		$0.08		=		$295,380

																								Total annual energy				8,312,469		kWh @		$0.08		=		$664,998

																								Total annual energy cost per ton NH3 =												$0.51

		Pipeline length 1,000 miles						Simply assume pumping annual energy is twice that for 500 miles (twice as many pumps, same size), with same other assumptions:

																								Total annual energy				16,624,938		kWh @		0.08		=		$1,329,995

																								Total annual energy cost per ton NH3 =												$1.01

		Capital costs:

				Verbal estimate of $500K each for 10" pumps with electric motor drive.  NH3-fueled ICE drive is unknown.

				Assume each pump station has 100% redundant pumps.

				Optimum pipeline system design may require more pump stations with smaller pumps.

				Now, assume two pump stations @ 2 pumps each per 500  miles

		Pipeline length 500 miles

				4		pumps @		$500,000		each =		$2,000,000

				2		stations @		$500,000		each =		$1,000,000

						Total						$3,000,000

		Pipeline length 1,000 miles

				8		pumps @		$500,000		each =		$4,000,000

				4		stations @		$500,000		each =		$2,000,000

						Total						$6,000,000





NH3 Plant Pipeline

		NH3 Plant

		NH3 Pipeline

		Industry:		10"		$750 - 900 K per mile						1,000 miles =				$750 - 900 M





GH2 Pipeline

		Gaseous Hydrogen Transmission Pipelines

				Assume:		20" diameter for 2,000 MW nameplate windplant





HVDC

		HVDC Electric Transmission Lines

		References:				http://www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/pubs_html/feat_trans_capacity/w_sale.html

						ieeexplore.ieee.org/iel5/10380/33009/01547085.pdf?arnumber=1547085

						http://groups.google.com/group/alt.energy/browse_thread/thread/a7ce4aded80b178c/ceb1a2694da9accd?lnk=st&q=hvdc+electric+transmission+line+cost&rnum=10&hl=en#ceb1a2694da9accd

						ABB, Mike Bahrman  919-856-2383

								Losses:		0.65		per cent, each converter station =								1.3		per cent total

										5.5		per cent line loss for 1,000 km system

										6.8		per cent total for 1,000 km system

										0.4		per cent per 100 km line loss for >1,000 km system

										9.3		per cent line loss for 2,000 km system

																										Table FE2. Typical Costs and Capacity of New AC Transmission Lines (1995 Dollars)

								Capital:		$140		per kW per converter station pair														Voltage		Type of Supporting Tower and Number of Circuits		Size of Power Line		Normal Rating MW		Cost per Circuit

										$420		million per converter station pair, for 3,000 MW system																						per Milea

										$528,000		per mile line construction cost																Above Ground

										$68,000		per mile ROW cost														60 kV		wood pole, single		4/0 AWG		32		$120,000

										$596,000		per mile total cost														60 kV		wood pole, single		397.5 kcmil		56		$125,000

																										60 kV		wood pole, single		715.5 kcmil		79		$130,000

								500 mile system cost (millions):								Line:				$298						115 kV		wood pole, single		4/0 AWG		64		$130,000

																Converter stations:				$420						115 kV		wood pole, single		397.5 kcmil		108		$135,000

																Total:				$718						115 kV		wood pole, single		715.5 kcmil		151		$140,000

																										115 kV		steel pole, single		715.5 kcmil		151		$250,000

								1,000 mile system cost (millions):								Line:				$596						115 kV		steel pole, single		715.5 kcmil, bundled		302		$400,000

																Converter stations:				$420						115 kV		steel pole, double		715.5 kcmil		151		$160,000

																Total:				$1,016						115 kV		steel pole, double		715.5 kcmil, bundled		302		$250,000

																										230 kV		steel pole, single		1,113 kcmil		398		$360,000

																										230 kV		steel pole, single		1,113 kcmil, bundled		796		$530,000

																										230 kV		steel pole, single		2,300 kcmil, bundled		1,060		$840,000

																										230 kV		steel pole, double		1,113 kcmil		398		$230,000

																										230 kV		steel pole, double		1,113 kcmil, bundled		796		$350,000

																										230 kV		steel pole, double		2,300 kcmil, bundled		1,060		$550,000

																												Underground

																										115 kV		underground cable		200 MVA		180		$3,300,000

																										230 kV		underground cable		400 MVA		360		$3,700,000

																										aThese costs do not include right-of-way costs.

																										AWG = American wire gauge.

																										kcmil = One kcmil is 1,000 circular mils, a measure of wire cross-area.

																										kV = Kilovolts.

																										MVA = Megavolt amperes.

																										MW = Megawatts.

																										Source: CSA Energy Consultants, "Existing Electric Transmission and Distribution Upgrade Possibilities, "(Arlington, VA, July 18, 1995), p. 9.

		Storage:		Dan Rastler, EPRI, 5 Oct 06						Sodium-Sulfur battery						1 MW, 7MWh capacity = capital cost $300 / kW installed = $2.1 M  In / out efficiency ~ 80 - 85%

										Vanadium Redox Battery (VRB)						Should cost less, at large scale (add tank storage energy capacity, assuming power scale same)






320 GWh

Annual firming, 1,000 MW wind nameplate

- Battery
— O&M: 90% efficiency round-trip
— Capex: $500 / kWh =
— Capex: $100 / kWh =
« CAES (compressed air energy storage)
— O&M: $46 / MWh typical

$ 214 Million
$ 13 Billion


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Kent Holst, Traer Utilities   kentholst@traer.net
$214M / 5360 MWh = $40 / kWh

Assume new salt cavern array @ $5M / 500,000 m3 @ 150 bar = $50 / m3
Why consider this case ?   Storage @ $1 / kWh = $   325 Million




TESLA 20 MW / 80 MWh battery
SCE Mira Loma Battery Storage Facility, Ontario, CA
Cost: undisclosed. @ $ 400/ kWh =$ 32 Million


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Mira Loma, CA battery
20 MW / 80 MWh
SCE owns ?
Capex ?  @ $ 400 / kWh = $ 400,000 
‘2170’ battery cells. The new cell ;  Tesla unveiled the Model 3 in March.
The new 2170 cell will first be used in Tesla’s Powerpack and Powerwall program.




TESLA 100 MW / 129 MWh battery
South Australia

“Cost me over $ 50 million” (if failed) -- Elon Musk
129 MWh @ $ 50 million = $ 390 / kWh capex



Presenter
Presentation Notes
‘2170’ battery cells. The new cell ;  Tesla unveiled the Model 3 in March.
The new 2170 cell will first be used in Tesla’s Powerpack and Powerwall program.
129 MWh = 3 days car production 
So, gigafactory capacity =~ 129 x 120 = 1600 MWh = 1.6 GWh 




TESLA “Gigafactory”, Nevada: Li-lon

Annual capacity 35 GWh :

« Hydrogen: 1 salt cavern @ $ 15-20 million = 90 GWh
« Ammonia: 1 liquid tank @ $ 15-20 million = 200 GWh


Presenter
Presentation Notes
TESLA gigafactory, NV
35 – 100 GWh ?
35 GWh= 35,000 MWh 
Salt cavern stores 90,000 MWh:  
NH3 atmospheric tank stores 200,000 MWh:


TESLA Gig lEl::lfa cto ry, NéV ?ﬁ L
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Li-lon battery productlon (Bloomberg)
Global total 2017= 103 GWh / year
Global total 2021 = 278 GWh / year

Hydrogen: 1 salt cavern @ $ 15-20 million = 90 GWh
« Ammonia: 1 liquid tank @ $ 15-20 million = 200 GWh


Presenter
Presentation Notes
TESLA gigafactory, NV
35 – 100 GWh ?
35 GWh= 35,000 MWh 
One GH2 salt cavern stores 90,000 MWh:  
One liquid NH3 atmospheric tank stores 200,000 MWh:


Domal
Salt
Storage
Caverns

Each:

90 GWh

$ 15 million
capex

$ 0.20 / kWh


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Clemens Terminal = 860,000 m3, 2250 psi (150 bar), 2500 Mt net GH2 storage @ 37.2 MWh / Mt = 92,500 MWh = 92.5 GWh
Assume $15M / cavern average cap cost, including shared surface facility (compressor, dryer, valves + meters) for 4+ cavern array. Marginal cavern excavation cost = $5M
Avg cap cost / MWh = $15M / 92,500 = 
PB ESS ?


B == . i s — - e

« 860,000 m3 physical
e 150 bar = 2,250 psi
2,500 Mt net = 92,500 MWh
$15M avg cap cost / cavern
$160 / MWh = $0.16 / kWh

Cavern top ~

Domal
Salt
~ Storage

Texas

"“Clemens
Terminal”
Conoco
Phillips
20 years

1 i
&

Praxair
‘07

PB ESS
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Presentation Notes
Clemens Terminal = 860,000 m3, 2250 psi (150 bar), 2500 Mt net GH2 storage @ 37.2 MWh / Mt = 92,500 MWh = 92.5 GWh
Assume $15M / cavern average cap cost, including shared surface facility (compressor, dryer, valves + meters) for 4+ cavern array. Marginal cavern excavation cost = $5M
Avg cap cost / MWh = $15M / 92,500 = 
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Discharge Time (hr)

Gaseous Hydrogen (GH2)

Anhydrous Ammonia (NH3)
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As California goes:

« 2050: RPS + “80in 50"
« USA ?
 World ?

Far More ambitious:
“Hydrogen Council”

Beyond electricity systems
Renewables industry, OEM'’s
Hydrogen industry, OEM’s
Transport + CHP fuels

Run the World on Renewables

~ 100 % CO2-emissions-free energy



Hydrogen Council
Brussels, 7 Sept 17 24 companies



Presenter
Presentation Notes
 Air Liquide 				Honda
 Alstom 				Hyundai Motor
 Anglo American 			Iwatani 
 Audi 				Kawasaki 
 BMW GROUP 			Mitsui & Co 
 Daimler 				Plastic Osmium
 ENGIE 					Plug Power
 Faber Industries 			Royal Dutch Shell
 Faurecia 				Statoil 
 First Element Fuel (True Zero) 		The Linde Group 
 Gore 				Total 
Toyota and Toyota Tsusho



=
Hydrogen Council: 60 companies

3M, Airbus, Air Liquide, Air Products, Alstom,
Anglo American, Audi AG, BMW GROUP, BP,
China Energy, Cummins, Daimler, EDF, ENGIE,
Equinor, Faurecia, General Motors, Great Wall
Motor, Honda, Hyundai Motor, Iwatani, Johnson
Matthey, JXTG Nippon Oil & Energy Corporation,
Kawasaki, KOGAS, Linde, Plastic Omnium,
Royal Dutch Shell, Sinopec, The Bosch Group,
ThyssenKrupp, Total, Toyota Weichai,

AFC Energy, AVL, Ballard Power Systems, Faber
Industries, First Element Fuel (True Zero), W. L.
Gore, Hexagon Composites, Hydrogenics,
ITOCHU Corporation, The Liebherr Group,
Marubeni, McPhy, Mitsubishi Corporation,
Mitsubishi Heavy Industries Ltd., Mitsui & Co, Nel
Hydrogen, NGK Spark Plugs, Plug Power, Power
Assets Holdings Limited, Re-Fire Technology,
Royal Vopak, SinoHytec, Southern California
Gas, Sumitomo Mitsui Banking Corporation,
Sumitomo Corporation, Toyota Tsusho.
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SEPTEMBER 14, 2018
Our Goal: 100% Decarbonised Hydrogen Fuel In Transport By 2030

HYDROGEN, SCALING UP – NEW ROADMAP LAUNCHES AT COP 23
NOVEMBER 13, 2017
Launch first ever globally quantified vision of the role of hydrogen, developed with support from McKinsey. In addition to being a key pillar in of the energy transition, the study shows that hydrogen has the potential to develop US $2.5 tn of business, creating more than 30 million jobs by 2050.


California ISO wind + solar production curtailment:
no transmission and / or storage capacity

20000

80000

MWh

70000

60000

50000

40000

Megawatt hour

30000

20000

10000

0 May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec|Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec[lan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov

2014 2015 2016 2017

Renewable Curtailment

Last 12 months (Nov 16 — Oct ’17)

Total curtailed = 442,000 MWh
= ~40,000 FCEV LDV’s

Hydrogen fueled

|
1 Hy 1
|LLLLTA AL

“}! California ISO CAISO PUBLIC



HYDROGE)NICS

SHIFT POWER | ENERGIZE YOUR WORLD

Free Storage + Free Transmission in E.on
Natural Gas Pipeline System

Falkenhagen Region in Northern Germany
;-Increasingexcess | !"':';f"'
[ power e - -+ —r 4 - —d 4
| * Huge peak power

|
60 1. Steep power |
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240 (| e | | _
generation
20 Local
consumption
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’ Solution: Storage of excess wind power instead of curtailment.

kel

Source: Presentation by Dr. Alexander Vogel, Head of Alternative Energy Systems, E.ON Ruhrgas at Gas to Power Conference,

Cologne, Germany — November 2012 81
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Presentation Notes
Germany has one of the highest penetration of renewables in the world.  
In 2012, the aggregate capacity factor for all of the wind generators in Germany dropped to 20%.
Nearly a third of all of the wind output was curtailed or wasted because it couldn’t be used at the time it was generated.
Falkenhagen, site of E.ON’s first Power-to-Gas demonstration project, is a good example of this surplus situation.
Power-to-Gas is uniquely suited to address this challenge.
www.hydrogenics.com
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HYDROGE)NICS

SHIFT POWER | ENERGIZE YOUR WORLD

E.ON first Power-to-Gas plant
Injecting hydrogen into natural gas grid

2MW Power-to-Gas Demonstration Plant in Falkenhagen, Germany
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2006: The NATURALHY approach: EC, R+D

“ Power —to — Gas ”

dii @
17

NATURALRHY:

* Breaks “chicken-egg” dilemma

* Bridge to sustainable future

N
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Gas cavern storage

Gaskavernenspeicher in Planung oder Bau

4

Gaskavernenspeicher in Betrieb bzw. Erweiterung .

Existing gas cavern storage under extension Storage of crude oil & LPG, brine production

New gas cavern storage planned/under construction

Kavernenspeicher flir Rohol, Flissiggas, Soleproduktion

Erdgasleitungen

Gas pipeline

LNG-Importanlage, geplant al

* LNG-Importaniage
LNG impart terminal planned »

LNG import terminal

Erdgasleitungen in Bau bzw. Planung
Gas pipeline planned/under construction
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LNG-Exportanlage
LNG export plant
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~ 100 GW elec LVDC +
~100 GW LH,

SC: MgB, magnesium diboride superconductor

** LH2: liquid hydrogen coolant, energy transmit

Continental Supergrid — EPRI concept “Energy Pipeline”

~ 2005: Chauncey Starr, Paul Grant, Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI)
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The “Energy Pipeline” could be combined with a high speed train in the same tunnel, for combined trans-continental energy transmission and transportation.




[From:  http://www.tipmagazine.com/tip/INPHFA/vol-10/iss-5/p20.html  viewed 21 Oct 04]
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Hydrogen Energy Siorage

Wind
Generators

| Pipeline Storage =120 GWh

Electrolyzers

Wind
Generators

1,000 miles Hydrogen Gas ‘

Pipeline 36" diameter, 1,500 - 500 psi

74

Geologic
Storage ?

ACgrid

Generators
ICE,CT,FC

Wholesale

Endusers
Retail

Cars, Buses,
Trucks,Trains

Aircraft Fuel




Figure 3 Hydrogen Potential from 3olar and Wind Resources
Total kg of Hydrogen per County

3 Normalized by County Area
e Total solar: ~ 3 x 1014 kg / yr
o Total wind: ~ 3 x 10"1 kg / yr
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The total amounts of hydrogen that can be produced from solar and wind energy in the U.S. are:
Solar:		2.9x10^14 kg/year
Wind:		3.1x10^11 kg/year
The population in 1999 was about 273 million.  PLEASE note that these numbers are based on resources only and not economics.  Obviously, we won't be wanting to generate this much hydrogen from wind and solar. Maggie Mann. 14 Jun 04
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GHZ2 Transmission Pipeline

o0 ==
. " 1 --'J .
0 B e 75/
¢ Ll

GH2 Transmission Pipeline y /-
........ " O
. GH2 Cavern Storage *" by
i o m PR e R = -:_
iy e Thes map shows e wind resouroe data used by the WinD5 I [Coaetpiusl TES B Bstwort
AT T modal for the 0% Wind Scenaro. | is a combinasion of high S iy TV

Wind Potential ~ 10,000 GW
12 Great Plains states


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Fig 1.9


Compressorless 20”, 36” GH2 Pipeline Capacity
100 bar = 1,500 psi IN / 30 bar = 500 psi OUT
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20" 36" Summary 

		From Jeff Holloway, from file:						PipelineSummary.pdf						3 Jan 05 runs														From Jeff Holloway, from file:						PipelineSummary.pdf						27 Feb REV

								Using PTI Gas Pipeline Calculator																										Using PTI Gas Pipeline Calculator

								2,000 psi inlet														CAPACITY (fully turbulent flow)												1,500 psi inlet														CAPACITY (fully turbulent flow)

												Outer		Inner		Inlet		Outlet				Million																Outer		Inner		Inlet		Outlet				Million

								Distance		Distance		diameter		diameter		pressure		pressure				Nm3		Tons										Distance		Distance		diameter		diameter		pressure		pressure				Nm3		Tons

		Case:						km		miles		inches		inches		psi		psi		MMscfd		per day		per day		GW		Case:						km		miles		inches		inches		psi		psi		MMscfd		per day		per day		GW

		1		no compression				480		300		20		19		2000		500		778.00		20.11		2,071.35		3.1		1		no compression				480		300		20		19		1500		500		573		14.8		1,526		2.3

		2		no compression				480		300		36		34		2000		500		3,503.00		90.56		9,326.41		13.9		2		no compression				480		300		36		34		1500		500		2,580		66.7		6,869		10.2

		3		no compression				800		500		20		19		2000		500		602.00		15.56		1,602.77		2.4		3		no compression				800		500		20		19		1500		500		444		11.5		1,182		1.8

		4		no compression				800		500		36		34		2000		500		2,713.00		70.14		7,223.11		10.8		4		no compression				800		500		36		34		1500		500		1,998		51.7		5,319		7.9

		5		no compression				1600		1000		20		19		2000		500		426.00		11.01		1,134.19		1.7		5		no compression				1600		1000		20		19		1500		500		313		8.1		833		1.2

		6		no compression				1600		1000		36		34		2000		500		1,918.00		49.59		5,106.50		7.6		6		no compression				1600		1000		36		34		1500		500		1,413		36.5		3,762		5.6

		7		midpoint compression						1000		20		19		2000		1000		536.00		13.86		1,427.05				7		midpoint compression				at 500 miles		1000		20		19		1500		750		407.00		10.52		1,083.60

				Required gas power=				23833 HP																						Required gas power=				17719 HP

				Required shaft power=				24320 HP																						Required shaft power=				18080 HP

				Required drive power=				24816 ISO HP																						Required drive power=				18449 ISO HP

				Compressor discharge temp=						151 F																				Compressor discharge temp=						150 F

				Required cooling load=						21 MMBtu / hr																				Required cooling load=						9.56 MMBtu / hr

		Asumptions:				"Standard" Flow calculation type										1 ton (metric) H2 =						375,600 scf						Asumptions:				"Standard" Flow calculation type										1 ton (metric) H2 =						375,600 scf

						Inlet temp				80 F						1 Million Nm3 per day =						38.68 MMscfd										Inlet temp				80 F						1 Million Nm3 per day =						38.68 MMscfd

						Inlet elevation				500 ft						1 GW =		10.5		Mscf per hr =		252		Mscf per day=								Inlet elevation				500 ft						1 GW =		10.5		Mscf per hr =		252		Mscf per day=

						Outlet elevation				500 ft																						Outlet elevation				500 ft

						Ground temp				60 F																						Ground temp				60 F

						No compression																										No compression

						100 GH2																										100 GH2

						Molecular weight				2.02																						Molecular weight				2.02

						Specific gravity				0.07																						Specific gravity				0.07

						Critical pressure				1,297 Kpa		188.11 psi																				Critical pressure				1,297 Kpa		188.11 psi

						Critical temp				33.2 K		59.76 R																				Critical temp				33.2 K		59.76 R

						Ideal GHV				12.09 MJ / m^3				324.51 BTU / ft^3																		Ideal GHV				12.09 MJ / m^3				324.51 BTU / ft^3

						Pipeline efficiency				1																						Pipeline efficiency				1

						Pipeline drag				0.98																						Pipeline drag				0.98

						Roughness, inch				0.00075																						Roughness, inch				0.00075

						Viscosity (lb / ft-sec)				0.00000586																						Viscosity (lb / ft-sec)				0.00000586

																																				From table above:

																																				No compression, 1500 psi IN, 500 pis OUT

																																												CAPACITY (fully turbulent flow)

																																						Inner		Nominal				Million

																																				Distance		diameter		diameter				Nm3		Tons

																																				miles		inches		inches		MMscfd		per day		per day		GW

																																				300		19		20		573		14.8		1,526		2.3

																																				300		34		36		2,580		66.7		6,869		10.2

																																				500		19		20		444		11.5		1,182		1.8

																																				500		34		36		1,998		51.7		5,319		7.9

																																				1000		19		20		313		8.1		833		1.2

																																				1000		34		36		1,413		36.5		3,762		5.6

																																																						MMscfd

																																		20"		200		19		20		702		18.1		1869		2.8						702

																																				300		19		20		573		14.8		1,526		2.3						573

																																				500		19		20		444		11.5		1,182		1.8						444

																																				1000		19		20		313		8.1		833		1.2						313

																																		36"		200		34		36		3,100		80.1		8,253		12.3						3,100

																																				300		34		36		2,580		66.7		6,869		10.2						2,580

																																				500		34		36		1,998		51.7		5,319		7.9						1,998

																																				1000		34		36		1,413		36.5		3,762		5.6						1,413





20" Holloway Original

		File: 20 H2 Line -bilRev10Jan.xls

								20 inch Hydrogen Pipeline

				Inlet Pressure		Outlet Pressure		1000 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		500 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		300 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		200 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)

				psi		psi		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GWh

		Case 1		1000		500		194		516.5		63043.4		0.0		274		729.5		89040.6		2.7		354		942.5		115037.9		3.5		433		1152.8		140710.2		4.3

		Case 2		900		500		167		444.6		54269.3		1.7		237		631.0		77016.9		2.4		306		814.7		99439.5		3.0		375		998.4		121862.2		3.7

		Case 3		800		500		140		372.7		45495.2		1.4		198		527.2		64343.2		2.0		256		681.6		83191.3		2.5		314		836.0		102039.3		3.1

		Case 4		700		500		110		292.9		35746.2		1.1		156		415.3		50694.7		1.5		201		535.1		65318.1		2.0		246		655.0		79941.6		2.4

		Case 5		600		500		74		197.0		24047.5		0.7		105		279.6		34121.4		1.0		136		362.1		44195.4		1.3		167		444.6		54269.3		1.7

		Case 6		600		400		101		268.9		32821.5		1.0		143		380.7		46470.1		1.4		184		489.9		59793.7		1.8		226		601.7		73442.3		2.2

		Case 7		600		300		117		311.5		38021.0		1.2		166		442.0		53944.3		1.6		215		572.4		69867.7		2.1		263		700.2		85466.0		2.6

		Case 8		600		200		128		340.8		41595.6		1.3		182		484.6		59143.8		1.8		234		623.0		76042.0		2.3		287		764.1		93265.2		2.8

		Case 9		1500		500										426		1134.1853035144		138435.446501143		4.2261904762

		Leighty REV 25 Feb 05:

				Inlet Pressure		Outlet Pressure		Capacity: 1000 mile Line										Capacity: 500 mile Line										Capacity: 300 mile Line										Capacity: 200 mile Line

				psi		psi		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GW		Avg GW for 40% CF Windplant		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GW		Avg GW for 40% CF Windplant		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GW		Avg GW for 40% CF Windplant		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GW		Avg GW for 40% CF Windplant

		Case 1		1000		500		194		516.5		63043.4		0.8		1.9		274		729.5		89040.6		1.1		2.7		354		942.5		115037.9		1.4		3.5		433		1152.8		140710.2		1.7		4.3

		Case 2		900		500		167		444.6		54269.3		0.7		1.7		237		631.0		77016.9		0.9		2.4		306		814.7		99439.5		1.2		3.0		375		998.4		121862.2		1.5		3.7

		Case 3		800		500		140		372.7		45495.2		0.6		1.4		198		527.2		64343.2		0.8		2.0		256		681.6		83191.3		1.0		2.5		314		836.0		102039.3		1.2		3.1

		Case 4		700		500		110		292.9		35746.2		0.4		1.1		156		415.3		50694.7		0.6		1.5		201		535.1		65318.1		0.8		2.0		246		655.0		79941.6		1.0		2.4

		Case 5		600		500		74		197.0		24047.5		0.3		0.7		105		279.6		34121.4		0.4		1.0		136		362.1		44195.4		0.5		1.3		167		444.6		54269.3		0.7		1.7

		Case 6		600		400		101		268.9		32821.5		0.4		1.0		143		380.7		46470.1		0.6		1.4		184		489.9		59793.7		0.7		1.8		226		601.7		73442.3		0.9		2.2

		Case 7		600		300		117		311.5		38021.0		0.5		1.2		166		442.0		53944.3		0.7		1.6		215		572.4		69867.7		0.9		2.1		263		700.2		85466.0		1.0		2.6

		Case 8		600		200		128		340.8		41595.6		0.5		1.3		182		484.6		59143.8		0.7		1.8		234		623.0		76042.0		0.9		2.3		287		764.1		93265.2		1.1		2.8

		Case 9		1500		500												426		1134.2		138435.4		1.7		4.2
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		File: 20 H2 Line -bilRev10Jan.xls

								20 inch Hydrogen Pipeline

				Inlet Pressure		Outlet Pressure		1000 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		500 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		300 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		200 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)

				psi		psi		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GWh

		Case 1		1000		500		194		516.5		63043.4		1.9		274		729.5		89040.6		2.7		354		942.5		115037.9		3.5		433		1152.8		140710.2		4.3

		Case 2		900		500		167		444.6		54269.3		1.7		237		631.0		77016.9		2.4		306		814.7		99439.5		3.0		375		998.4		121862.2		3.7

		Case 3		800		500		140		372.7		45495.2		1.4		198		527.2		64343.2		2.0		256		681.6		83191.3		2.5		314		836.0		102039.3		3.1

		Case 4		700		500		110		292.9		35746.2		1.1		156		415.3		50694.7		1.5		201		535.1		65318.1		2.0		246		655.0		79941.6		2.4

		Case 5		600		500		74		197.0		24047.5		0.7		105		279.6		34121.4		1.0		136		362.1		44195.4		1.3		167		444.6		54269.3		1.7

		Case 6		600		400		101		268.9		32821.5		1.0		143		380.7		46470.1		1.4		184		489.9		59793.7		1.8		226		601.7		73442.3		2.2

		Case 7		600		300		117		311.5		38021.0		1.2		166		442.0		53944.3		1.6		215		572.4		69867.7		2.1		263		700.2		85466.0		2.6

		Case 8		600		200		128		340.8		41595.6		1.3		182		484.6		59143.8		1.8		234		623.0		76042.0		2.3		287		764.1		93265.2		2.8

		Case 9		1500		500		313		833.3		101714.3		3.1		444		1182.1086261981		144284.831564571		4.4047619048		573		1525.6		186205.4		5.7		702		1869.0		228126.0		7.0

		Leighty REV 25 Feb 05:

				Inlet Pressure		Outlet Pressure		Capacity: 1000 mile Line										Capacity: 500 mile Line										Capacity: 300 mile Line										Capacity: 200 mile Line

				psi		psi		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GW		Avg GW for 40% CF Windplant		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GW		Avg GW for 40% CF Windplant		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GW		Avg GW for 40% CF Windplant		mmscfd		Ton/d		DecaTherms		GW		Avg GW for 40% CF Windplant

		Case 1		1000		500		194		516.5		63043.4		0.8		1.9		274		729.5		89040.6		1.1		2.7		354		942.5		115037.9		1.4		3.5		433		1152.8		140710.2		1.7		4.3

		Case 2		900		500		167		444.6		54269.3		0.7		1.7		237		631.0		77016.9		0.9		2.4		306		814.7		99439.5		1.2		3.0		375		998.4		121862.2		1.5		3.7

		Case 3		800		500		140		372.7		45495.2		0.6		1.4		198		527.2		64343.2		0.8		2.0		256		681.6		83191.3		1.0		2.5		314		836.0		102039.3		1.2		3.1

		Case 4		700		500		110		292.9		35746.2		0.4		1.1		156		415.3		50694.7		0.6		1.5		201		535.1		65318.1		0.8		2.0		246		655.0		79941.6		1.0		2.4

		Case 5		600		500		74		197.0		24047.5		0.3		0.7		105		279.6		34121.4		0.4		1.0		136		362.1		44195.4		0.5		1.3		167		444.6		54269.3		0.7		1.7

		Case 6		600		400		101		268.9		32821.5		0.4		1.0		143		380.7		46470.1		0.6		1.4		184		489.9		59793.7		0.7		1.8		226		601.7		73442.3		0.9		2.2

		Case 7		600		300		117		311.5		38021.0		0.5		1.2		166		442.0		53944.3		0.7		1.6		215		572.4		69867.7		0.9		2.1		263		700.2		85466.0		1.0		2.6

		Case 8		600		200		128		340.8		41595.6		0.5		1.3		182		484.6		59143.8		0.7		1.8		234		623.0		76042.0		0.9		2.3		287		764.1		93265.2		1.1		2.8

		Case 9		1500		500		313		833.3		101714.3		1.2		3.1		426		1134.2		138435.4		1.7		4.2		573		1525.6		186205.4		2.3				702		1869.0		228126.0		2.8		7.0
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BillRev-7Jan05 1000,450,20inch

		File: 20 H2 Line -bilRev10Jan.xls

								20 inch Hydrogen Pipeline

				Inlet Pressure		Outlet Pressure		1000 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		500 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		300 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		200 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		Annual Capacity: 1,000 mile				Annual Capacity: 500 mile				Annual Capacity: 300 mile						Annual Capacity: 200 mile

				psi		psi		mmscfd		Ton/d		DT/d		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DT/d		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DT/d		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DT/d		GWh		GWh		Metric tons		GWh		Metric tons		GWh		Metric tons				GWh		Metric tons				Case

		Case 1		2000		500		426		1134.2		138,237.0		4.2		602		1602.8		195,629.4		6.0		778		2071.4		252,461.0		7.7		953		2537.3		309,692.4		9.5		14,809				20,927				27,045						33,128						1

		Case 2		1000		500		194		516.5		62,953.0		1.9		274		729.5		89,040.6		2.7		354		942.5		114,873.0		3.5		433		1152.8		140,710.2		4.3		6,744				9,525				12,306						15,052						2

		Case 3		900		500		167		444.6		54,191.5		1.7		237		631.0		77,016.9		2.4		306		814.7		99,297.0		3.0		375		998.4		121,862.2		3.7		5,805				8,239				10,637						13,036						3

		Case 4		800		500		140		372.7		45,430.0		1.4		198		527.2		64,343.2		2.0		256		681.6		83,072.0		2.5		314		836.0		102,039.3		3.1		4,867				6,883				8,899						10,915						4

		Case 5		700		500		110		292.9		35,695.0		1.1		156		415.3		50,694.7		1.5		201		535.1		65,224.5		2.0		246		655.0		79,941.6		2.4		3,824				5,423				6,987						8,551						5

		Case 6		600		500		74		197.0		24,013.0		0.7		105		279.6		34,121.4		1.0		136		362.1		44,132.0		1.3		167		444.6		54,269.3		1.7		2,572				3,650				4,728						5,805						6

		Case 7		600		400		101		268.9		32,774.5		1.0		143		380.7		46,470.1		1.4		184		489.9		59,708.0		1.8		226		601.7		73,442.3		2.2		3,511				4,971				6,396						7,856						7

		Case 8		600		300		117		311.5		37,966.5		1.2		166		442.0		53,944.3		1.6		215		572.4		69,767.5		2.1		263		700.2		85,466.0		2.6		4,067				5,770				7,474						9,142						8

		Case 9		600		200		128		340.8		41,536.0		1.3		182		484.6		59,143.8		1.8		234		623.0		75,933.0		2.3		287		764.1		93,265.2		2.8		4,450				6,327				8,134						9,977						9

																						PRODUCTION								*********    At 100% electrolyzer efficiency    **********								*********   At 80% electrolyzer efficiency   **********

																																		Metric tons								Metric tons

																								1 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		per day		GWh / year

																										100				24		252		670.9265175719		8760		19.2		201.6		536.7412140575		7008																						Table 3

																										40				9.6		100.8		268.3706070288		3504		7.68		80.64		214.696485623		2803.2

																										35				8.4		88.2		234.8242811502		3066		6.72		70.56		187.8594249201		2452.8				Table 2																		Unsubsidized COE Delivered to City Gate from 1,000 MW Windplant @ 40% CF

																						COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M				20" GH2 pipeline Capacity Factor (CF) at 40% Windplant CF,																		Pipeline Length, km / Miles				320 / 200		480 / 300		800 / 500		1600 / 1000

																						CAPITAL COST																Total 200 mi		Total 300 mi		Total 500 mi		Total 1000 mi				80% Electrolyzer Efficiency

																								Windplant @ $US 1000 / kW														1000		1000		1000		1000				Cases:  Inlet pressure - Delivery pressure																		CRF %				Cost / kWh

																								Electrolyzers @ $US 450 / kW														450		450		450		450								Case 1: 2000 - 500 psi						Case 8: 600 - 300 psi								12				$0.07		$0.07		$0.08		$0.10

																								20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 25 / inch diam / m length																								km		Miles																15				$0.09		$0.09		$0.10		$0.12

																												200		miles		320		km				160										320		200		8.5		per cent				30.7		per cent						18				$0.10		$0.11		$0.12		$0.15

																												300		miles		480		km						240								480		300		10.4		per cent				37.5		per cent						21				$0.12		$0.13		$0.14		$0.17

																												500		miles		800		km								400						800		500		13.4		per cent				48.6		per cent						CRF %				Cost / kg

																												1000		miles		1600		km										800				1600		1000		18.9		per cent				68.9		per cent						12				$2.62		$2.75		$3.00		$3.64

																																TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US M						1610		1690		1850		2250																						15				$3.26		$3.42		$3.74		$4.54

																																																																		18				$3.90		$4.10		$4.48		$5.43

																						ANNUAL COST																																												21				$4.55		$4.77		$5.21		$6.33

																								Capital Recovery Factor (CRF)						@ %				12				193.2		202.8		222		270

																																		15				241.5		253.5		277.5		337.5

																																		18				289.8		304.2		333		405

																																		21				338.1		354.9		388.5		472.5

																								O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2						2		2		2		2

																								O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5						2.25		2.25		2.25		2.25

																								O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1						0.16		0.16		0.16		0.16

																																SUBTOTAL ANNUAL $US M						4.41		4.41		4.41		4.41

																						TOTAL ANNUAL COST @ CRF % =										CRF = %		12				197.61		207.21		226.41		274.41

																																CRF = %		15				245.91		257.91		281.91		341.91

																																CRF = %		18				294.21		308.61		337.41		409.41

																																CRF = %		21				342.51		359.31		392.91		476.91

																						COST OF ENERGY: delivered at end-of-pipe; unsubsidized								$US / kWh		CRF = %		12				$0.07		$0.07		$0.08		$0.10

																								Delivered at end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15				$0.09		$0.09		$0.10		$0.12

																								Unsubsidized								CRF = %		18				$0.10		$0.11		$0.12		$0.15

																								40% windplant CF								CRF = %		21				$0.12		$0.13		$0.14		$0.17

																								[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						$US / kg		CRF = %		12				$2.62		$2.75		$3.00		$3.64

																																CRF = %		15				$3.26		$3.42		$3.74		$4.54

																																CRF = %		18				$3.90		$4.10		$4.48		$5.43

																																CRF = %		21				$4.55		$4.77		$5.21		$6.33
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BillRev-12Feb05

		File: 20 H2 Line -bilRev10Jan.xls

								20 inch Hydrogen Pipeline

				Inlet Pressure		Outlet Pressure		1000 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		500 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		300 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		200 mile Line						Windfarm (40%)		Annual Capacity: 1,000 mile				Annual Capacity: 500 mile				Annual Capacity: 300 mile						Annual Capacity: 200 mile

				psi		psi		mmscfd		Ton/d		DT/d		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DT/d		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DT/d		GWh		mmscfd		Ton/d		DT/d		GWh		GWh		Metric tons		GWh		Metric tons		GWh		Metric tons				GWh		Metric tons				Case

		Case 1		2000		500		426		1134.2		138,237.0		4.2		602		1602.8		195,629.4		6.0		778		2071.4		252,461.0		7.7		953		2537.3		309,692.4		9.5		14,809				20,927				27,045						33,128						1

		Case 2		1000		500		194		516.5		62,953.0		1.9		274		729.5		89,040.6		2.7		354		942.5		114,873.0		3.5		433		1152.8		140,710.2		4.3		6,744				9,525				12,306						15,052						2

		Case 3		900		500		167		444.6		54,191.5		1.7		237		631.0		77,016.9		2.4		306		814.7		99,297.0		3.0		375		998.4		121,862.2		3.7		5,805				8,239				10,637						13,036						3

		Case 4		800		500		140		372.7		45,430.0		1.4		198		527.2		64,343.2		2.0		256		681.6		83,072.0		2.5		314		836.0		102,039.3		3.1		4,867				6,883				8,899						10,915						4

		Case 5		700		500		110		292.9		35,695.0		1.1		156		415.3		50,694.7		1.5		201		535.1		65,224.5		2.0		246		655.0		79,941.6		2.4		3,824				5,423				6,987						8,551						5

		Case 6		600		500		74		197.0		24,013.0		0.7		105		279.6		34,121.4		1.0		136		362.1		44,132.0		1.3		167		444.6		54,269.3		1.7		2,572				3,650				4,728						5,805						6

		Case 7		600		400		101		268.9		32,774.5		1.0		143		380.7		46,470.1		1.4		184		489.9		59,708.0		1.8		226		601.7		73,442.3		2.2		3,511				4,971				6,396						7,856						7

		Case 8		600		300		117		311.5		37,966.5		1.2		166		442.0		53,944.3		1.6		215		572.4		69,767.5		2.1		263		700.2		85,466.0		2.6		4,067				5,770				7,474						9,142						8

		Case 9		600		200		128		340.8		41,536.0		1.3		182		484.6		59,143.8		1.8		234		623.0		75,933.0		2.3		287		764.1		93,265.2		2.8		4,450				6,327				8,134						9,977						9

																								Table 2

																								20" GH2 pipeline Capacity Factor (CF) at 40% Windplant CF,

																								80% Electrolyzer Efficiency

																								Cases:  Inlet pressure - Delivery pressure

																												Case 1: 2000 - 500 psi						Case 8: 600 - 300 psi

																								km		Miles

																								320		200		8.5		per cent				30.7		per cent

																								480		300		10.4		per cent				37.5		per cent

																								800		500		13.4		per cent				48.6		per cent

																								1600		1000		18.9		per cent				68.9		per cent
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CostDetails Capital O&M

		REV:		12-Feb-05				WCL

		Abbreviations:				PE=power electronics

						TICC=total installed capital cost																																																#####    Pipeline Lemgth,  Miles     #######

						BOS=balance of system

						COE=cost of energy																																		TOTAL INSTALLED CAPITAL COST:  1 GW														$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M										500 mile pipeline

																																																						200		300		500		1000						Windplant size				1,000 MW		2,000 MW

		COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M																																														$US Million		$US Million

		CAPITAL COST																Total 200 mi		Total 300 mi		Total 500 mi		Total 1000 mi																Windplant @				800		$US / kW, including PE								800		800		800		800						Windplant				830		1,660

				Windplant @				800		$US / kW, including PE								800		800		800		800																				30		$US / kW, PE increment, electrolyzer drive								30		30		30		30						Electrolyzers				423		846

								30		$US / kW, PE increment, electrolyzer drive								30		30		30		30																Electrolyzers @				423		$US, not including PE (trans-rect)								423		423		423		423						Pipeline				464		464

				Electrolyzers @				422.5		$US, not including PE (trans-rect)								422.5		422.5		422.5		422.5																20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length														186		278		464		928						TOTAL				1,717		2,970

				20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length																								25 Feb per Jeff: Change from $25 to $29 / inch / m

								200		miles		320		km				185.6																												TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US M								1,438		1,531		1,717		1,758

								300		miles		480		km						278.4

								500		miles		800		km								464

								1000		miles		1600		km										928

												TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US M						1438.1		1530.9		1716.5		2180.5

				TICC cost / kw @ Year 2010,  in Year 2005 $US																										TICC / kW								1000 MW, 20" system

				Assumes:				1.5 MW (nameplate) wind generators and electrolyzers																						Windplant				830						$830,000,000

								2,000 psi output electrolyzers

								No compressors

				Windplant				Total, without electrolyzer interface								800

								Power Electronics (PE) @ 10%								80

								BOS								720

								Add: PE increment for electrolyzer								30														Electrolyzer				422.5						$422,500,000

								TOTAL								830

																										NORSK				Total / kW				1252.5				Total		$1,252,500,000

																		NREL - DOE				STUART				HYDRO

				Electrolyzer				Total (low-pressure output)										235

								Power electronics										120

								Cell assembly (low-pressure output)										70

								Cell assembly (2,000 psi output) (1.8x lo-p)										126

								BOS										30

								Total (2,000 psi output)										276

								Total (2,000 psi output) (less power conditioning)										156

																														Pipeline @ 500 miles				400		million				$400,000,000

																		$US million		$US million		$US million		$US million

				20" Pipeline				200		miles		320		km				160																		TOTAL				$1,652,500,000

								300		miles		480		km						240

								500		miles		800		km								400

								1000		miles		1600		km										800

				Annual O&M costs / kWh

				Windplant																		$0.005

				Electrolyzer				Energy conversion losses @ 20% @ $0.05 / kWh wind energy input														$0.010

								Misc Long-term														$0.005

				20" Pipeline				Misc Long-term, 500 mile length														$0.001

				TOTAL O&M / kWh																		$0.021

				TOTAL O&M / kg																		$0.78

				Plant Gate Electrolyzer Costs

				Source:		Matt Kaufmann, DOE				Date: ??

				(WCL: Assume low-pressure output)

				Electrolyzer Size						75 kW				200 kW				500 kW				1.5 MW				4.5 MW

				Time Frame						2003		2010		2003		2010		2003		2010		2003		2010		2003		2010

										status		target		status		target		status		target		status		target		status		target

				Cell Stack Assembly ($/kW)						255		85		204		68		408		170		612		221		374		153

				Purify and Enclosure ($/kW)						52.5		25		42		20		84		50		126		65		77		45

				Labor ($/kW)						30		10		24		8		48		20		72		26		44		18

				Capital Cost ($/kW)						337.5		120		270		96		540		240		810		312		495		216

				Stack/Purify Efficiency						80%		83%		80%		83%		78%		81%		78%		81%		79%		82%

				(WCL: Assume 2,000 psi output increases "Cell Stack Assembly" by:														50		per cent

				Electrolyzer Size						75 kW				200 kW				500 kW				1.5 MW				4.5 MW

				Time Frame						2003		2010		2003		2010		2003		2010		2003		2010		2003		2010

										status		target		status		target		status		target		status		target		status		target

				Cell Stack Assembly ($/kW)						255		85		204		68		408		170		612		331.5		374		153

				Purify and Enclosure ($/kW)						52.5		25		42		20		84		50		126		65		77		45

				Labor ($/kW)						30		10		24		8		48		20		72		26		44		18

				Capital Cost ($/kW)						337.5		120		270		96		540		240		810		422.5		495		216

				Stack/Purify Efficiency						80%		83%		80%		83%		78%		81%		78%		81%		79%		82%

																								Asume these value, above





Energy Storage

		Energy storage as compressed GH2 in pipeline

																#####  ENERGY  STORAGE  #####																										#####  ENERGY  STORAGE  #####

		High-Pressure cases = 2,000 psi																						Days				High-Pressure cases = 1,500 psi																						Days

						Inside		Inside																@ 40%								Inside		Inside																@ 40%

		Length		Length		Diam		Diam		Volume,		Inlet		Outlet										Windplant				Length		Length		Diam		Diam		Volume,		Inlet		Outlet										Windplant

		miles		km		inches		m		m^3		psi		psi		Nm3		MMscf		Tons		GWh		CF				miles		km		inches		m		m^3		psi		psi		Nm3		MMscf		Tons		GWh		CF

		200		320		19		0.483		58,535		2000		500		5,972,963		211		562		20		2.1				200		320		19		0.483		58,535		1500		500		3,981,975		141		374		13		1.4

		200		320		34		0.864		187,442		2000		500		19,126,717		675		1,798		64		6.7				200		320		34		0.864		187,442		1500		500		12,751,144		450		1,199		43		4.5

		200		320		19		0.483		58,535		600		300		1,194,593		42		112		4		0.4				200		320		19		0.483		58,535		600		300		1,194,593		42		112		4		0.4

		200		320		34		0.864		187,442		600		300		3,825,343		135		360		13		1.3				200		320		34		0.864		187,442		600		300		3,825,343		135		360		13		1.3

		300		480		19		0.483		87,803		2000		500		8,959,444		316		842		30		3.1				300		480		19		0.483		87,803		1500		500		5,972,963		211		562		20		2.1

		300		480		34		0.864		281,163		2000		500		28,690,075		1,013		2,697		96		10.0				300		480		34		0.864		281,163		1500		500		19,126,717		675		1,798		64		6.7

		300		480		19		0.483		87,803		600		300		1,791,889		63		168		6		0.6				300		480		19		0.483		87,803		600		300		1,791,889		63		168		6		0.6

		300		480		34		0.864		281,163		600		300		5,738,015		203		539		19		2.0				300		480		34		0.864		281,163		600		300		5,738,015		203		539		19		2.0

		500		800		19		0.483		146,338		2000		500		14,932,406		527		1,404		50		5.2				500		800		19		0.483		146,338		1500		500		9,954,938		352		936		33		3.5

		500		800		34		0.864		468,605		2000		500		47,816,791		1,688		4,495		161		16.7				500		800		34		0.864		468,605		1500		500		31,877,861		1,126		2,997		107		11.2

		500		800		19		0.483		146,338		600		300		2,986,481		105		281		10		1.0				500		800		19		0.483		146,338		600		300		2,986,481		105		281		10		1.0

		500		800		34		0.864		468,605		600		300		9,563,358		338		899		32		3.3				500		800		34		0.864		468,605		600		300		9,563,358		338		899		32		3.3

		1000		1600		19		0.483		292,675		2000		500		29,864,813		1,055		2,808		100		10.5				1000		1600		19		0.483		292,675		1500		500		19,909,875		703		1,872		67		7.0

		1000		1600		34		0.864		937,209		2000		500		95,633,583		3,377		8,990		321		33.5				1000		1600		34		0.864		937,209		1500		500		63,755,722		2,251		5,994		214		22.3

		1000		1600		19		0.483		292,675		600		300		5,972,963		211		562		20		2.1				1000		1600		19		0.483		292,675		600		300		5,972,963		211		562		20		2.1

		1000		1600		34		0.864		937,209		600		300		19,126,717		675		1,798		64		6.7				1000		1600		34		0.864		937,209		600		300		19,126,717		675		1,798		64		6.7

		Conversions:

				1 Nm3 =		38.68		scf

						35.31		scf

				1 MWh =		10500		scf =		297.5		Nm3 =		3.6		GJ

				1 GWh =		10.5		MMscf =		297500		Nm3 =		3600		GJ		3430		MMBTU

				1 ton (metric) H2=				375600		scf =

				1 kWh =		10.5		scf=		0.298		Nm3

		Ogden conversions:

				1 GJ = 10^9J = 0.95 MMBtu

				1 EJ = 10^18J = 0.95 quadrillion Btu (10^15 Btu) = 0.95 "quad"

				1 MMscf = 26,850 Nm3 = 343 GJ (HHV)

				1 MMscfd = 2.66 tons / day =

				1 scf H2 = 343 kJ (HHV) = 325 Btu (HHV)

				1 pound H2 = 64.4 MJ (HHV) = 61.4 kBtu (HHV) = 187.8 scf

				1 Nm3 H2 = 12.8 MJ (HHV)

				1 kg H2 = 141.9 MJ (HHV) = 414 scf

				1 gal gasoline = 130.8 MJ (HHV) = 115,400 Btu / gal (LHV)

				$1 / gal gasoline = $7.67 / GJ (HHV)

				1 gal methanol = 64,600 Btu / gal (HHV)





Case A COE

		Cost of Energy (COE)						Case A:  1,000 MW Windplant; 20" Pipeline; Unsubsidized (no USA fed PTC); no Oxygen Sales; no C-offset credits nor value

								File:

		Case A		20" pipeline; length 200 - 1000 miles (320 - 1600 km)																Assume:		1,000 MW (nameplate; peak) windplant

				Year 2010 technology and costs, expressed in year 2005 $US																		Pipeline TICC = $US 25 / inch diam / m length

		Inputs		Windplant TICC $US / kW, for grid-delivery service												800		$US				Windplant: MW-scale, terrestrial, wind generators, optimized to deliver only direct current (DC) to electrolyzers

				Windplant: incremental power electronics cost for electrolyzer drive $US / kW												30		$US				Electrolyzer: MW-scale, high-pressure-output, without transformer-rectifier

						Windplant TICC for dedicated electrolyzer drive $US / kW										830		$US				Electrolyzer efficiency: H2 (HHV) output / kWh electricity input, stack and gas conditioning only (no transform-rect);

				Electrolyzer ex-works capital cost, less transformer-rectifier, $US / kW												300		$US						efficiency declines with increasing Pin / Prated

				Electrolyzer shipping, installation cost, $US / kW												30		$US				No compressors, at pipeline input or midline

				Electrolyzer TICC (ex-works + ship + install)												330						1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh

				Windplant annual CF, per cent												40		per cent				H2 mol wt =		2		O2 mol mt =		32		mol wt ratio =				16

				Electrolyzer average efficiency %												80		per cent		Definitions:		TICC: Total Installed Capital Cost

				Subsidy:				(USA fed PTC, other)								0		$US per kWh				CF: Capacity Factor

				Oxygen sales:				(To adjacent gasification plants)								0		$US / ton O2				PTC: Production Tax Credit, US fed, $0.018 / kWh

				C-offset credits:				(Or other C-emissions-reduction added value)								0		$US per kWh				CRF: Capital Recovery Factor

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.2		per cent

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.5		per cent

				Annual Pipeline O&M: % of TICC												0.1		per cent

				CASE A PRODUCTION								*********    At electrolyzer efficiency = 100%     **********								At electrolyzer efficiency =				80		per cent

																Metric tons								Metric tons

						1 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year

								100				24.0		252		671		8,760		19.2		202		537		7,008

								40				9.6		101		268		3,504		7.7		81		215		2,803

								35				8.4		88		235		3,066		6.7		71		188		2,453

				CASE A COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M

				CAPITAL COST ($US million) (from CostDetails… sheet)										Pipeline length: Miles						200		300		500		1000

						Windplant @		830		Year 2005 $US / kW										830		830		830		830

						Electrolyzers @		330		Year 2005 $US / kW										330		330		330		330

						20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length

										200		miles		320		km				185.6

										300		miles		480		km						278.4

										500		miles		800		km								464

										1000		miles		1600		km										928

														TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US million						1345.6		1438.4		1624		2088

				ANNUAL COST ($US million)

						Capital Recovery @ CRF =								12		per cent				161		173		195		251

														15		per cent				202		216		244		313

														18		per cent				242		259		292		376

														21		per cent				283		302		341		438

						O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2		per cent				1.66		1.66		1.66		1.66

						O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5		per cent				1.65		1.65		1.65		1.65

						O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1		per cent				0.19		0.28		0.46		0.93

														SUBTOTAL ANNUAL O&M $US million						3.50		3.59		3.77		4.24

				TOTAL ANNUAL COST ($US million) (capital + O&M) @ CRF =										12		per cent				$165		$176		$199		$255

														15		per cent				$205		$219		$247		$317

														18		per cent				$246		$263		$296		$380

														21		per cent				$286		$306		$345		$443

				ANNUAL BENEFIT (VALUE ADDED; COST OFFSET)

						USA fed PTC														$0		0		0		0

						Oxygen annual production, tons														1,253,827		1,253,827		1,253,827		1,253,827

						Oxygen sales														$0		$0		$0		$0

						C-offset credits														$0		$0		$0		$0

														TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT						$0		$0		$0		$0

				COST OF ENERGY (COE),								CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kWh		$0.059		$0.063		$0.071		$0.091

				Delivered at destination end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15		per cent				$0.073		$0.078		$0.088		$0.113

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$0.088		$0.094		$0.106		$0.136

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$0.101		$0.108		$0.122		$0.156

						[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kg		$2.19		$2.34		$2.64		$3.38

												CRF = %		15		per cent				$2.72		$2.91		$3.28		$4.21

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$3.26		$3.48		$3.93		$5.04

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$3.75		$4.01		$4.53		$5.82





Case B1 COE

		Cost of Energy (COE)						Case B-1:  2,000 MW Windplant; 20" Pipeline; Unsubsidized (no USA fed PTC); no Oxygen Sales; no C-offset credits nor value

								File:

		Case A		20" pipeline; length 200 - 1000 miles (320 - 1600 km)																Assume:		1,000 MW (nameplate; peak) windplant

				Year 2010 technology and costs, expressed in year 2005 $US																		Pipeline TICC = $US 25 / inch diam / m length

		Inputs		Windplant TICC $US / kW, for grid-delivery service												800		$US				Windplant: MW-scale, terrestrial, wind generators, optimized to deliver only direct current (DC) to electrolyzers

				Windplant: incremental power electronics cost for electrolyzer drive $US / kW												30		$US				Electrolyzer: MW-scale, high-pressure-output, without transformer-rectifier

						Windplant TICC for dedicated electrolyzer drive $US / kW										830		$US				Electrolyzer efficiency: H2 (HHV) output / kWh electricity input, stack and gas conditioning only (no transform-rect);

				Electrolyzer ex-works capital cost, less transformer-rectifier, $US / kW												300		$US						efficiency declines with increasing Pin / Prated

				Electrolyzer shipping, installation cost, $US / kW												30		$US				No compressors, at pipeline input or midline

				Electrolyzer TICC (ex-works + ship + install)												330						1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh

				Windplant annual CF, per cent												40		per cent				H2 mol wt =		2		O2 mol mt =		32		mol wt ratio =				16

				Electrolyzer average efficiency %												80		per cent		Definitions:		TICC: Total Installed Capital Cost

				Subsidy:				(USA fed PTC, other)								0		$US per kWh				CF: Capacity Factor

				Oxygen sales:				(To adjacent gasification plants)								0		$US / ton O2				PTC: Production Tax Credit, US fed, $0.018 / kWh

				C-offset credits:				(Or other C-emissions-reduction added value)								0		$US per kWh				CRF: Capital Recovery Factor

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.2		per cent

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.5		per cent		Note:		Double Case A values in F23..M25 and J29..M30

				Annual Pipeline O&M: % of TICC												0.1		per cent

				CASE B PRODUCTION								*********    At electrolyzer efficiency = 100%     **********								At electrolyzer efficiency =				80		per cent

																Metric tons								Metric tons

						2 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year

								100				48.0		504		1,342		17,520		38.4		403		1,073		14,016

								40				19.2		202		537		7,008		15.4		161		429		5,606

								35				16.8		176		470		6,132		13.4		141		376		4,906

				CASE B COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M

				CAPITAL COST ($US million) (from CostDetails… sheet)										Pipeline length: Miles						200		300		500		1000

						Windplant @		830		Year 2005 $US / kW										1660		1660		1660		1660

						Electrolyzers @		330		Year 2005 $US / kW										660		660		660		660

						20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length

										200		miles		320		km				185.6

										300		miles		480		km						278.4

										500		miles		800		km								464

										1000		miles		1600		km										928

														TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US million						2505.6		2598.4		2784		3248

				ANNUAL COST ($US million)

						Capital Recovery @ CRF =								12		per cent				301		312		334		390

														15		per cent				376		390		418		487

														18		per cent				451		468		501		585

														21		per cent				526		546		585		682

						O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2		per cent				3.32		3.32		3.32		3.32

						O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5		per cent				3.30		3.30		3.30		3.30

						O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1		per cent				0.19		0.28		0.46		0.93

														SUBTOTAL ANNUAL O&M $US million						6.81		6.90		7.08		7.55

				TOTAL ANNUAL COST ($US million) (capital + O&M) @ CRF =										12		per cent				$307		$319		$341		$397

														15		per cent				$383		$397		$425		$495

														18		per cent				$458		$475		$508		$592

														21		per cent				$533		$553		$592		$690

				ANNUAL BENEFIT (VALUE ADDED; COST OFFSET)

						USA fed PTC														$0		0		0		0

						Oxygen annual production, tons														2,507,655		2,507,655		2,507,655		2,507,655

						Oxygen sales														$0		$0		$0		$0

						C-offset credits														$0		$0		$0		$0

														TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT						$0		$0		$0		$0

				COST OF ENERGY (COE),								CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kWh		$0.055		$0.057		$0.061		$0.071

				Delivered at destination end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15		per cent				$0.068		$0.071		$0.076		$0.088

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$0.082		$0.085		$0.091		$0.106

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$0.094		$0.097		$0.104		$0.122

						[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kg		$2.04		$2.11		$2.26		$2.64

												CRF = %		15		per cent				$2.54		$2.63		$2.82		$3.28

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$3.04		$3.15		$3.37		$3.93

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$3.49		$3.62		$3.88		$4.53





Case B2 COE

		Cost of Energy (COE)						Case B-2:  2,000 MW Windplant; 20" Pipeline; USA fed PTC = $.018 / kWh; no Oxygen Sales; no C-offset credits nor value

								File:

		Case A		20" pipeline; length 200 - 1000 miles (320 - 1600 km)																Assume:		1,000 MW (nameplate; peak) windplant

				Year 2010 technology and costs, expressed in year 2005 $US																		Pipeline TICC = $US 25 / inch diam / m length

		Inputs		Windplant TICC $US / kW, for grid-delivery service												800		$US				Windplant: MW-scale, terrestrial, wind generators, optimized to deliver only direct current (DC) to electrolyzers

				Windplant: incremental power electronics cost for electrolyzer drive $US / kW												30		$US				Electrolyzer: MW-scale, high-pressure-output, without transformer-rectifier

						Windplant TICC for dedicated electrolyzer drive $US / kW										830		$US				Electrolyzer efficiency: H2 (HHV) output / kWh electricity input, stack and gas conditioning only (no transform-rect);

				Electrolyzer ex-works capital cost, less transformer-rectifier, $US / kW												300		$US						efficiency declines with increasing Pin / Prated

				Electrolyzer shipping, installation cost, $US / kW												30		$US				No compressors, at pipeline input or midline

				Electrolyzer TICC (ex-works + ship + install)												330						1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh

				Windplant annual CF, per cent												40		per cent				H2 mol wt =		2		O2 mol mt =		32		mol wt ratio =				16

				Electrolyzer average efficiency %												80		per cent		Definitions:		TICC: Total Installed Capital Cost

				Subsidy:				(USA fed PTC, other)								0.018		$US per kWh				CF: Capacity Factor

				Oxygen sales:				(To adjacent gasification plants)								0		$US / ton O2				PTC: Production Tax Credit, US fed, $0.018 / kWh

				C-offset credits:				(Or other C-emissions-reduction added value)								0		$US per kWh				CRF: Capital Recovery Factor

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.2		per cent

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.5		per cent		Note:		Double Case A values in F23..M25 and J29..M30

				Annual Pipeline O&M: % of TICC												0.1		per cent

				CASE B PRODUCTION								*********    At electrolyzer efficiency = 100%     **********								At electrolyzer efficiency =				80		per cent

																Metric tons								Metric tons

						2 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year

								100				48.0		504		1,342		17,520		38.4		403		1,073		14,016

								40				19.2		202		537		7,008		15.4		161		429		5,606

								35				16.8		176		470		6,132		13.4		141		376		4,906

				CASE B COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M

				CAPITAL COST ($US million) (from CostDetails… sheet)										Pipeline length: Miles						200		300		500		1000

						Windplant @		830		Year 2005 $US / kW										1660		1660		1660		1660

						Electrolyzers @		330		Year 2005 $US / kW										660		660		660		660

						20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length

										200		miles		320		km				185.6

										300		miles		480		km						278.4

										500		miles		800		km								464

										1000		miles		1600		km										928

														TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US million						2505.6		2598.4		2784		3248

				ANNUAL COST ($US million)

						Capital Recovery @ CRF =								12		per cent				301		312		334		390

														15		per cent				376		390		418		487

														18		per cent				451		468		501		585

														21		per cent				526		546		585		682

						O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2		per cent				3.32		3.32		3.32		3.32

						O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5		per cent				3.30		3.30		3.30		3.30

						O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1		per cent				0.19		0.28		0.46		0.93

														SUBTOTAL ANNUAL O&M $US million						6.81		6.90		7.08		7.55

				TOTAL ANNUAL COST ($US million) (capital + O&M) @ CRF =										12		per cent				$307		$319		$341		$397

														15		per cent				$383		$397		$425		$495

														18		per cent				$458		$475		$508		$592

														21		per cent				$533		$553		$592		$690

				ANNUAL BENEFIT (VALUE ADDED; COST OFFSET)

						USA fed PTC														$101		$101		$101		$101

						Oxygen annual production, tons														2,507,655		2,507,655		2,507,655		2,507,655

						Oxygen sales														$0		$0		$0		$0

						C-offset credits														$0		$0		$0		$0

														TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT						$101		$101		$101		$101

				COST OF ENERGY (COE),								CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kWh		$0.037		$0.039		$0.043		$0.053

				Delivered at destination end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15		per cent				$0.050		$0.053		$0.058		$0.070

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$0.064		$0.067		$0.073		$0.088

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$0.076		$0.079		$0.086		$0.104

						[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kg		$1.37		$1.45		$1.59		$1.97

												CRF = %		15		per cent				$1.87		$1.96		$2.15		$2.61

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$2.37		$2.48		$2.70		$3.26

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$2.82		$2.95		$3.21		$3.86





Case B3 COE

		Cost of Energy (COE)						Case B-3:  2,000 MW Windplant; 20" Pipeline; USA fed PTC = $.018 / kWh; Oxygen Sales; no C-offset credits nor value

								File:

		Case A		20" pipeline; length 200 - 1000 miles (320 - 1600 km)																Assume:		1,000 MW (nameplate; peak) windplant

				Year 2010 technology and costs, expressed in year 2005 $US																		Pipeline TICC = $US 25 / inch diam / m length

		Inputs		Windplant TICC $US / kW, for grid-delivery service												800		$US				Windplant: MW-scale, terrestrial, wind generators, optimized to deliver only direct current (DC) to electrolyzers

				Windplant: incremental power electronics cost for electrolyzer drive $US / kW												30		$US				Electrolyzer: MW-scale, high-pressure-output, without transformer-rectifier

						Windplant TICC for dedicated electrolyzer drive $US / kW										830		$US				Electrolyzer efficiency: H2 (HHV) output / kWh electricity input, stack and gas conditioning only (no transform-rect);

				Electrolyzer ex-works capital cost, less transformer-rectifier, $US / kW												300		$US						efficiency declines with increasing Pin / Prated

				Electrolyzer shipping, installation cost, $US / kW												30		$US				No compressors, at pipeline input or midline

				Electrolyzer TICC (ex-works + ship + install)												330						1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh

				Windplant annual CF, per cent												40		per cent				H2 mol wt =		2		O2 mol mt =		32		mol wt ratio =				16

				Electrolyzer average efficiency %												80		per cent		Definitions:		TICC: Total Installed Capital Cost

				Subsidy:				(USA fed PTC, other)								0.018		$US per kWh				CF: Capacity Factor

				Oxygen sales:				(To adjacent gasification plants)								19		$US / ton O2				PTC: Production Tax Credit, US fed, $0.018 / kWh

				C-offset credits:				(Or other C-emissions-reduction added value)								0		$US per kWh				CRF: Capital Recovery Factor

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.2		per cent

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.5		per cent		Note:		Double Case A values in F23..M25 and J29..M30

				Annual Pipeline O&M: % of TICC												0.1		per cent

				CASE B PRODUCTION								*********    At electrolyzer efficiency = 100%     **********								At electrolyzer efficiency =				80		per cent

																Metric tons								Metric tons

						2 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year

								100				48.0		504		1,342		17,520		38.4		403		1,073		14,016

								40				19.2		202		537		7,008		15.4		161		429		5,606

								35				16.8		176		470		6,132		13.4		141		376		4,906

				CASE B COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M

				CAPITAL COST ($US million) (from CostDetails… sheet)										Pipeline length: Miles						200		300		500		1000

						Windplant @		830		Year 2005 $US / kW										1660		1660		1660		1660

						Electrolyzers @		330		Year 2005 $US / kW										660		660		660		660

						20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length

										200		miles		320		km				185.6

										300		miles		480		km						278.4

										500		miles		800		km								464

										1000		miles		1600		km										928

														TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US million						2505.6		2598.4		2784		3248

				ANNUAL COST ($US million)

						Capital Recovery @ CRF =								12		per cent				301		312		334		390

														15		per cent				376		390		418		487

														18		per cent				451		468		501		585

														21		per cent				526		546		585		682

						O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2		per cent				3.32		3.32		3.32		3.32

						O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5		per cent				3.30		3.30		3.30		3.30

						O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1		per cent				0.19		0.28		0.46		0.93

														SUBTOTAL ANNUAL O&M $US million						6.81		6.90		7.08		7.55

				TOTAL ANNUAL COST ($US million) (capital + O&M) @ CRF =										12		per cent				$307		$319		$341		$397

														15		per cent				$383		$397		$425		$495

														18		per cent				$458		$475		$508		$592

														21		per cent				$533		$553		$592		$690

				ANNUAL BENEFIT (VALUE ADDED; COST OFFSET)

						USA fed PTC														$101		$101		$101		$101

						Oxygen annual production, tons														2,507,655		2,507,655		2,507,655		2,507,655

						Oxygen sales														$48		$48		$48		$48

						C-offset credits														$0		$0		$0		$0

														TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT						$149		$149		$149		$149

				COST OF ENERGY (COE),								CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kWh		$0.028		$0.030		$0.034		$0.044

				Delivered at destination end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15		per cent				$0.042		$0.044		$0.049		$0.062

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$0.055		$0.058		$0.064		$0.079

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$0.067		$0.071		$0.078		$0.095

						[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kg		$1.05		$1.13		$1.28		$1.65

												CRF = %		15		per cent				$1.55		$1.65		$1.83		$2.30

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$2.05		$2.16		$2.39		$2.94

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$2.51		$2.63		$2.89		$3.54





Case B4 COE

		Cost of Energy (COE)						Case B-4:  2,000 MW Windplant; 20" Pipeline; USA fed PTC = $.018 / kWh; Oxygen Sales; C-offset credits = $.01 / kWh

								File:

		Case A		20" pipeline; length 200 - 1000 miles (320 - 1600 km)																Assume:		1,000 MW (nameplate; peak) windplant

				Year 2010 technology and costs, expressed in year 2005 $US																		Pipeline TICC = $US 25 / inch diam / m length

		Inputs		Windplant TICC $US / kW, for grid-delivery service												800		$US				Windplant: MW-scale, terrestrial, wind generators, optimized to deliver only direct current (DC) to electrolyzers

				Windplant: incremental power electronics cost for electrolyzer drive $US / kW												30		$US				Electrolyzer: MW-scale, high-pressure-output, without transformer-rectifier

						Windplant TICC for dedicated electrolyzer drive $US / kW										830		$US				Electrolyzer efficiency: H2 (HHV) output / kWh electricity input, stack and gas conditioning only (no transform-rect);

				Electrolyzer ex-works capital cost, less transformer-rectifier, $US / kW												300		$US						efficiency declines with increasing Pin / Prated

				Electrolyzer shipping, installation cost, $US / kW												30		$US				No compressors, at pipeline input or midline

				Electrolyzer TICC (ex-works + ship + install)												330						1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh

				Windplant annual CF, per cent												40		per cent				H2 mol wt =		2		O2 mol mt =		32		mol wt ratio =				16

				Electrolyzer average efficiency %												80		per cent		Definitions:		TICC: Total Installed Capital Cost

				Subsidy:				(USA fed PTC, other)								0.018		$US per kWh				CF: Capacity Factor

				Oxygen sales:				(To adjacent gasification plants)								19		$US / ton O2				PTC: Production Tax Credit, US fed, $0.018 / kWh

				C-offset credits:				(Or other C-emissions-reduction added value)								0.01		$US per kWh				CRF: Capital Recovery Factor

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.2		per cent

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.5		per cent		Note:		Double Case A values in F23..M25 and J29..M30

				Annual Pipeline O&M: % of TICC												0.1		per cent

				CASE B PRODUCTION								*********    At electrolyzer efficiency = 100%     **********								At electrolyzer efficiency =				80		per cent

																Metric tons								Metric tons

						2 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year

								100				48.0		504		1,342		17,520		38.4		403		1,073		14,016

								40				19.2		202		537		7,008		15.4		161		429		5,606

								35				16.8		176		470		6,132		13.4		141		376		4,906

				CASE B COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M

				CAPITAL COST ($US million) (from CostDetails… sheet)										Pipeline length: Miles						200		300		500		1000

						Windplant @		830		Year 2005 $US / kW										1660		1660		1660		1660

						Electrolyzers @		330		Year 2005 $US / kW										660		660		660		660

						20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length

										200		miles		320		km				185.6

										300		miles		480		km						278.4

										500		miles		800		km								464

										1000		miles		1600		km										928

														TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US million						2505.6		2598.4		2784		3248

				ANNUAL COST ($US million)

						Capital Recovery @ CRF =								12		per cent				301		312		334		390

														15		per cent				376		390		418		487

														18		per cent				451		468		501		585

														21		per cent				526		546		585		682

						O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2		per cent				3.32		3.32		3.32		3.32

						O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5		per cent				3.30		3.30		3.30		3.30

						O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1		per cent				0.19		0.28		0.46		0.93

														SUBTOTAL ANNUAL O&M $US million						6.81		6.90		7.08		7.55

				TOTAL ANNUAL COST ($US million) (capital + O&M) @ CRF =										12		per cent				$307		$319		$341		$397

														15		per cent				$383		$397		$425		$495

														18		per cent				$458		$475		$508		$592

														21		per cent				$533		$553		$592		$690

				ANNUAL BENEFIT (VALUE ADDED; COST OFFSET)

						USA fed PTC														$101		$101		$101		$101

						Oxygen annual production, tons														2,507,655		2,507,655		2,507,655		2,507,655

						Oxygen sales														$48		$48		$48		$48

						C-offset credits														$56		$56		$56		$56

														TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT						$205		$205		$205		$205

				COST OF ENERGY (COE),								CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kWh		$0.018		$0.020		$0.024		$0.034

				Delivered at destination end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15		per cent				$0.032		$0.034		$0.039		$0.052

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$0.045		$0.048		$0.054		$0.069

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$0.057		$0.061		$0.068		$0.085

						[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kg		$0.68		$0.76		$0.91		$1.28

												CRF = %		15		per cent				$1.18		$1.27		$1.46		$1.93

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$1.68		$1.79		$2.01		$2.57

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$2.13		$2.26		$2.52		$3.17





Case C COE

		Cost of Energy (COE)						Case C:  1,000 MW Windplant; 20" Pipeline; USA fed PTC = $.018 / kWh; no Oxygen Sales; no C-offset credits nor value

								File:

		Case A		20" pipeline; length 200 - 1000 miles (320 - 1600 km)																Assume:		1,000 MW (nameplate; peak) windplant

				Year 2010 technology and costs, expressed in year 2005 $US																		Pipeline TICC = $US 25 / inch diam / m length

		Inputs		Windplant TICC $US / kW, for grid-delivery service												800		$US				Windplant: MW-scale, terrestrial, wind generators, optimized to deliver only direct current (DC) to electrolyzers

				Windplant: incremental power electronics cost for electrolyzer drive $US / kW												30		$US				Electrolyzer: MW-scale, high-pressure-output, without transformer-rectifier

						Windplant TICC for dedicated electrolyzer drive $US / kW										830		$US				Electrolyzer efficiency: H2 (HHV) output / kWh electricity input, stack and gas conditioning only (no transform-rect);

				Electrolyzer ex-works capital cost, less transformer-rectifier, $US / kW												300		$US						efficiency declines with increasing Pin / Prated

				Electrolyzer shipping, installation cost, $US / kW												30		$US				No compressors, at pipeline input or midline

				Electrolyzer TICC (ex-works + ship + install)												330						1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh

				Windplant annual CF, per cent												40		per cent				H2 mol wt =		2		O2 mol mt =		32		mol wt ratio =				16

				Electrolyzer average efficiency %												80		per cent		Definitions:		TICC: Total Installed Capital Cost

				Subsidy:				(USA fed PTC, other)								0.018		$US per kWh				CF: Capacity Factor

				Oxygen sales:				(To adjacent gasification plants)								0		$US / ton O2				PTC: Production Tax Credit, US fed, $0.018 / kWh

				C-offset credits:				(Or other C-emissions-reduction added value)								0		$US per kWh				CRF: Capital Recovery Factor

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.2		per cent

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.5		per cent		Note:		Change J60..M63 to subtract TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT								(J58..M58)

				Annual Pipeline O&M: % of TICC												0.1		per cent

				CASE C PRODUCTION								*********    At electrolyzer efficiency = 100%     **********								At electrolyzer efficiency =				80		per cent

																Metric tons								Metric tons

						1 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year

								100				24.0		252		671		8,760		19.2		202		537		7,008

								40				9.6		101		268		3,504		7.7		81		215		2,803

								35				8.4		88		235		3,066		6.7		71		188		2,453

				CASE C COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M

				CAPITAL COST ($US million) (from CostDetails… sheet)										Pipeline length: Miles						200		300		500		1000

						Windplant @		830		Year 2005 $US / kW										830		830		830		830

						Electrolyzers @		330		Year 2005 $US / kW										330		330		330		330

						20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length

										200		miles		320		km				185.6

										300		miles		480		km						278.4

										500		miles		800		km								464

										1000		miles		1600		km										928

														TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US million						1345.6		1438.4		1624		2088

				ANNUAL COST ($US million)

						Capital Recovery @ CRF =								12		per cent				161		173		195		251

														15		per cent				202		216		244		313

														18		per cent				242		259		292		376

														21		per cent				283		302		341		438

						O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2		per cent				1.66		1.66		1.66		1.66

						O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5		per cent				1.65		1.65		1.65		1.65

						O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1		per cent				0.19		0.28		0.46		0.93

														SUBTOTAL ANNUAL O&M $US million						3.50		3.59		3.77		4.24

				TOTAL ANNUAL COST ($US million) (capital + O&M) @ CRF =										12		per cent				$165		$176		$199		$255

														15		per cent				$205		$219		$247		$317

														18		per cent				$246		$263		$296		$380

														21		per cent				$286		$306		$345		$443

				ANNUAL BENEFIT (VALUE ADDED; COST OFFSET)

						USA fed PTC														$50		$50		$50		$50

						Oxygen annual production, tons														1,253,827		1,253,827		1,253,827		1,253,827

						Oxygen sales														$0		$0		$0		$0

						C-offset credits														$0		$0		$0		$0

														TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT						$50		$50		$50		$50

				COST OF ENERGY (COE),								CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kWh		$0.041		$0.045		$0.053		$0.073

				Delivered at destination end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15		per cent				$0.055		$0.060		$0.070		$0.095

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$0.070		$0.076		$0.088		$0.118

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$0.083		$0.090		$0.104		$0.138

						[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kg		$1.52		$1.67		$1.97		$2.71

												CRF = %		15		per cent				$2.06		$2.24		$2.61		$3.54

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$2.59		$2.81		$3.26		$4.37

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$3.08		$3.34		$3.86		$5.15





Case D COE

		Cost of Energy (COE)						Case D:  1,000 MW Windplant; 20" Pipeline; USA fed PTC = $.018 / kWh; Oxygen Sales; no C-offset credits nor value

								File:

		Case A		20" pipeline; length 200 - 1000 miles (320 - 1600 km)																Assume:		1,000 MW (nameplate; peak) windplant

				Year 2010 technology and costs, expressed in year 2005 $US																		Pipeline TICC = $US 25 / inch diam / m length

		Inputs		Windplant TICC $US / kW, for grid-delivery service												800		$US				Windplant: MW-scale, terrestrial, wind generators, optimized to deliver only direct current (DC) to electrolyzers

				Windplant: incremental power electronics cost for electrolyzer drive $US / kW												30		$US				Electrolyzer: MW-scale, high-pressure-output, without transformer-rectifier

						Windplant TICC for dedicated electrolyzer drive $US / kW										830		$US				Electrolyzer efficiency: H2 (HHV) output / kWh electricity input, stack and gas conditioning only (no transform-rect);

				Electrolyzer ex-works capital cost, less transformer-rectifier, $US / kW												300		$US						efficiency declines with increasing Pin / Prated

				Electrolyzer shipping, installation cost, $US / kW												30		$US				No compressors, at pipeline input or midline

				Electrolyzer TICC (ex-works + ship + install)												330						1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh

				Windplant annual CF, per cent												40		per cent				H2 mol wt =		2		O2 mol mt =		32		mol wt ratio =				16

				Electrolyzer average efficiency %												80		per cent		Definitions:		TICC: Total Installed Capital Cost

				Subsidy:				(USA fed PTC, other)								0.018		$US per kWh				CF: Capacity Factor

				Oxygen sales:				(To adjacent gasification plants)								19		$US / ton O2				PTC: Production Tax Credit, US fed, $0.018 / kWh

				C-offset credits:				(Or other C-emissions-reduction added value)								0		$US per kWh				CRF: Capital Recovery Factor

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.2		per cent

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.5		per cent		Note:		Change J60..M63 to subtract TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT								(J58..M58)

				Annual Pipeline O&M: % of TICC												0.1		per cent

				CASE D PRODUCTION								*********    At electrolyzer efficiency = 100%     **********								At electrolyzer efficiency =				80		per cent

																Metric tons								Metric tons

						1 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year

								100				24.0		252		671		8,760		19.2		202		537		7,008

								40				9.6		101		268		3,504		7.7		81		215		2,803

								35				8.4		88		235		3,066		6.7		71		188		2,453

				CASE D COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M

				CAPITAL COST ($US million) (from CostDetails… sheet)										Pipeline length: Miles						200		300		500		1000

						Windplant @		830		Year 2005 $US / kW										830		830		830		830

						Electrolyzers @		330		Year 2005 $US / kW										330		330		330		330

						20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length

										200		miles		320		km				185.6

										300		miles		480		km						278.4

										500		miles		800		km								464

										1000		miles		1600		km										928

														TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US million						1345.6		1438.4		1624		2088

				ANNUAL COST ($US million)

						Capital Recovery @ CRF =								12		per cent				161		173		195		251

														15		per cent				202		216		244		313

														18		per cent				242		259		292		376

														21		per cent				283		302		341		438

						O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2		per cent				1.66		1.66		1.66		1.66

						O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5		per cent				1.65		1.65		1.65		1.65

						O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1		per cent				0.19		0.28		0.46		0.93

														SUBTOTAL ANNUAL O&M $US million						3.50		3.59		3.77		4.24

				TOTAL ANNUAL COST ($US million) (capital + O&M) @ CRF =										12		per cent				$165		$176		$199		$255

														15		per cent				$205		$219		$247		$317

														18		per cent				$246		$263		$296		$380

														21		per cent				$286		$306		$345		$443

				ANNUAL BENEFIT (VALUE ADDED; COST OFFSET)

						USA fed PTC														$50		$50		$50		$50

						Oxygen annual production, tons														1,253,827		1,253,827		1,253,827		1,253,827

						Oxygen sales														$24		$24		$24		$24

						C-offset credits														$0		$0		$0		$0

														TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT						$74		$74		$74		$74

				COST OF ENERGY (COE),								CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kWh		$0.032		$0.036		$0.044		$0.064

				Delivered at destination end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15		per cent				$0.047		$0.052		$0.062		$0.087

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$0.061		$0.067		$0.079		$0.109

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$0.076		$0.083		$0.097		$0.131

						[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kg		$1.20		$1.35		$1.65		$2.40

												CRF = %		15		per cent				$1.74		$1.93		$2.30		$3.23

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$2.27		$2.50		$2.94		$4.06

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$2.81		$3.07		$3.59		$4.89





Case E COE

		Cost of Energy (COE)						Case E:  1,000 MW Windplant; 20" Pipeline; USA fed PTC = $.018 / kWh; Oxygen Sales; C-offset credits = $.01 / kWh

								File:

		Case A		20" pipeline; length 200 - 1000 miles (320 - 1600 km)																Assume:		1,000 MW (nameplate; peak) windplant

				Year 2010 technology and costs, expressed in year 2005 $US																		Pipeline TICC = $US 25 / inch diam / m length

		Inputs		Windplant TICC $US / kW, for grid-delivery service												800		$US				Windplant: MW-scale, terrestrial, wind generators, optimized to deliver only direct current (DC) to electrolyzers

				Windplant: incremental power electronics cost for electrolyzer drive $US / kW												30		$US				Electrolyzer: MW-scale, high-pressure-output, without transformer-rectifier

						Windplant TICC for dedicated electrolyzer drive $US / kW										830		$US				Electrolyzer efficiency: H2 (HHV) output / kWh electricity input, stack and gas conditioning only (no transform-rect);

				Electrolyzer ex-works capital cost, less transformer-rectifier, $US / kW												300		$US						efficiency declines with increasing Pin / Prated

				Electrolyzer shipping, installation cost, $US / kW												30		$US				No compressors, at pipeline input or midline

				Electrolyzer TICC (ex-works + ship + install)												330						1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh

				Windplant annual CF, per cent												40		per cent				H2 mol wt =		2		O2 mol mt =		32		mol wt ratio =				16

				Electrolyzer average efficiency %												80		per cent		Definitions:		TICC: Total Installed Capital Cost

				Subsidy:				(USA fed PTC, other)								0.018		$US per kWh				CF: Capacity Factor

				Oxygen sales:				(To adjacent gasification plants)								19		$US / ton O2				PTC: Production Tax Credit, US fed, $0.018 / kWh

				C-offset credits:				(Or other C-emissions-reduction added value)								0.01		$US per kWh				CRF: Capital Recovery Factor

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.2		per cent

				Annual Windplant O&M: % of TICC												0.5		per cent		Note:		Change J60..M63 to subtract TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT								(J58..M58)

				Annual Pipeline O&M: % of TICC												0.1		per cent

				CASE D PRODUCTION								*********    At electrolyzer efficiency = 100%     **********								At electrolyzer efficiency =				80		per cent

																Metric tons								Metric tons

						1 GW Windplant output @ CF %						GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year		GWh / day		MMscfd		GH2 per day		GWh / year

								100				24.0		252		671		8,760		19.2		202		537		7,008

								40				9.6		101		268		3,504		7.7		81		215		2,803

								35				8.4		88		235		3,066		6.7		71		188		2,453

				CASE D COE																$US M		$US M		$US M		$US M

				CAPITAL COST ($US million) (from CostDetails… sheet)										Pipeline length: Miles						200		300		500		1000

						Windplant @		830		Year 2005 $US / kW										830		830		830		830

						Electrolyzers @		330		Year 2005 $US / kW										330		330		330		330

						20" OD / 19" ID pipeline @ $US 29 / inch diam / m length

										200		miles		320		km				185.6

										300		miles		480		km						278.4

										500		miles		800		km								464

										1000		miles		1600		km										928

														TOTAL CAPITAL COST $US million						1345.6		1438.4		1624		2088

				ANNUAL COST ($US million)

						Capital Recovery @ CRF =								12		per cent				161		173		195		251

														15		per cent				202		216		244		313

														18		per cent				242		259		292		376

														21		per cent				283		302		341		438

						O&M Windplant @ % of total capital cost								0.2		per cent				1.66		1.66		1.66		1.66

						O&M Electrolyzers @ % of total capital cost								0.5		per cent				1.65		1.65		1.65		1.65

						O&M pipeline @ % of total capital cost								0.1		per cent				0.19		0.28		0.46		0.93

														SUBTOTAL ANNUAL O&M $US million						3.50		3.59		3.77		4.24

				TOTAL ANNUAL COST ($US million) (capital + O&M) @ CRF =										12		per cent				$165		$176		$199		$255

														15		per cent				$205		$219		$247		$317

														18		per cent				$246		$263		$296		$380

														21		per cent				$286		$306		$345		$443

				ANNUAL BENEFIT (VALUE ADDED; COST OFFSET)

						USA fed PTC														$50		$50		$50		$50

						Oxygen annual production, tons														1,253,827		1,253,827		1,253,827		1,253,827

						Oxygen sales														$24		$24		$24		$24

						C-offset credits														$28		$28		$28		$28

														TOTAL ANNUAL BENEFIT						$102		$102		$102		$102

				COST OF ENERGY (COE),								CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kWh		$0.022		$0.026		$0.034		$0.054

				Delivered at destination end-of-pipe								CRF = %		15		per cent				$0.037		$0.042		$0.052		$0.077

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$0.051		$0.057		$0.069		$0.099

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$0.066		$0.073		$0.087		$0.121

						[1  kg H2 = 37.2 kWh]						CRF = %		12		per cent		$US / kg		$0.83		$0.98		$1.28		$2.02

												CRF = %		15		per cent				$1.37		$1.55		$1.93		$2.85

												CRF = %		18		per cent				$1.90		$2.13		$2.57		$3.69

												CRF = %		21		per cent				$2.44		$2.70		$3.22		$4.52
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NOTES NH3 Pipelines

		NOTES:  Suplement to Research for:										Ammonia: Key to US Energy Independence												9-10 Oct 06, Denver

				Rev:		11-Oct-11				Files:		NH3-Holbrook-7Nov06-Rev16Jun07.xls

												Transmission-Compare-Elec-GH2-NH3.xls

		1		I talked to a Greg Malcom at Air Products the other day.												13 Nov 06 Holbrook										Mt		Metric ton

				I was interested in "pilot scale" ASUs and he gave me:

				1 tpd N2 (membrane, without compressor) $37,000-40,000

				10 tpd (PSA) $225-250K

				90 tpd (their biggest PSA) $650K

				100 tpd (2X50 PSA units) $950K

		2		"Koegeboehn, Gary" <Gary.Koegeboehn@valero.com>

				Piping costs are too high for the 10" pipeline.  I would think it more appropriate to be about $500k/mile at most.  Station costs are about right. 

				Station costs:																				(Referring to what source?)

				Benchmark Valero ammonia pipeline: > 1,000 miles long, 10" diam, 0.25" wall, 1,300 psi, 150 tons per hour

		3		Jim Gosnell, KBR,  713-753-6263

		4		10" NH3 liquid pipeline capacity:  I got the 180 (tph) a couple years ago from Eric Elrod of Koch Industries, who used to operate the Valero line.

				The 150 (tph) was from Valero, and that's what I'd use.  The 180 might be viewed as a max.

				Thus, 150 tph x 8760 hrs / year = 1.3 million tpy (tons / year)												Mmty

				150 tph flow = 300,000 lbs / hr = 52,817 gal / hr

				180 tph flow = 360,000 lbs / hr =

				1 Mt NH3 =				6.4		MWh

				180		tph		1,159.2		MW =		1.1592		GW		So, full output of 1,000 MW nameplate windplant

				150		tph		966.0		MW =		1		GW		So, full output of 1,000 MW nameplate windplant

				150 tph x 24 = 3,600 tpd						Large NH3 conventional NH3 plant full output

				Thus, the two major (only?) NH3 transmission pipelines are transporting ~ 2.5 / 15  = 17% of total USA consumption of 14-15 mty

						However, only 4-5 MMty is NH3; balance of 12-15 MMty is urea, ammonium nitrate (AN), ammonium sulfate, etc.  Explosives manufacture consumption tpy?

		5		The Magellan line is about 1000 miles and is still the 6-10 inch carbon steel type.  don't know size etc. of the 8 terminals.

				Operates at ~800-900 psi and 400-500 barrels per hour (42 gals/barrel, density 0.68 kg/liter).

				I believe it has pumps about every 50 miles.

		6		Valero "customer" system map:  What's "Farmland" icon?  Is that a customer's name?  Total number of storage icons = 89.

				If we assume average size of these is 30,000 tons (would you suggest a better assumption?), total customer storage on Valero system is 2,670,000 tons.

				At 18% H2, that's 480,600 tons H2.  Net storage of the ConocoPhillips "Clemens Terminal" gaseous hydrogen (GH2) = 2,500 tons.

				Thus, total Valero system energy storage is equivalent of ~190 Clemens Terminal caverns.

		7		1 metric ton H2 =						1,000.0		kg H2 =		128.8		GJ (HHV) =				35.8		MWh

				1 metric ton NH3 =						180.0		kg H2 =		23.2		GJ (HHV) =				6.4		MWh

				1 MWh =						155.3		kg NH3

				1 GWh =						155,279.5		kg NH3 =		155.3		Mtons NH3 =				170.8		UStons NH3

		8		C:\Data\Hydrogen-OCT01\06-NH3-Denver-Oct4-5\NH3-Denver-Oct06.xls																See Sep-Oct 06 emails with Holbrook

				NH3-Denver-Oct06-STORAGE.xls																Holbrook: On cell O33, do you really want to divide by the efficiency?

		9		Ammonia-Oct06-RevNov06.ppt																See Sep-Oct 06 emails with Holbrook								See 16, below

				Assumed:				1,000 mile NH3 pipeline @ 10" @ $800K / mile =										$800		$M, pipeline only; no pumping

								Pumping stations										$6		$M pumping only

								Total pipeline system										$806		$M Total Capital Cost (Include Engr + ROW + Permitting?)

								Pumping energy + misc O&M										$3		$2M pumping + $1M misc

				Assume:		36" case		36" pipeline costs 4x 10" pipeline = $3.2M / mile										$3,200		$M, pipeline only; no pumping

								Pumping stations cost 4X 10" pipeline = $24M										$24		$M pumping only

								Pumping energy + misc O&M costs 4x 10" = $12M

								36" capacity = [36^2 / 10^2] x 1 GW =								12.96		GW ~=		13		GW =		1,950		tph @ 150 tph for 10" line

		10		Not all ammonia is applied as anhydrous (only about 4-5 MMT out of 12-15 MMT total, the rest urea, and ammonium salts) and not all is delivered by pipeline.  Much by train and truck.

		11		NH3 from CH4 energy conversion efficiency:  80-85% (Holbrook, 2 Oct 06 email) But, only for large plants >1,000 tpd																								Includes ASU and H2 compressor

				David Bloomfield, 2 Oct comment:  The efficiency of modern ammonia synthesis plants is probably around 80%  Check with (KBR).   The biggest loss is compression.

				Bechtel power system has a patent application on a 3-5 ton/day ammonia plant.  That won't get 85%, but is sized nicely for a 1 or 2 wind turbine power output

		12		Annual O&M for "atmospheric" NH3 storage tanks: From Holbrook 30 Sep 06:  CF says total annual, including refrigeration energy ~= $30K per 60K ton tank

				What's annual refrigeration MWh?

		13		Compare to total GH2 cavern storage needed to firm entire Great Plains wind output:

				Estimate total extant NH3 storage in USA, compare it to energy storage required to totally firm Great Plains wind to equal  entire USA energy consumption:

				12,000 "Clemens Terminal" caverns @ 2,500 tons GH2 net storage capacity each = 30 million tons GH2.

				How many tons NH3 energy equivalent is that?  How many ft^3 , nm3, gallons, liquid NH3 is that (assumed refrigerated at 1 atm).

		14		Mohitpour pipeline calc?						27 Sep 06 email Holbrook:

				Sounds like he's willing to do a rough design of a 500 mile, 10", 1300 psi inlet, NH3 liquid pipeline, to determine pumping requirements.

				Now can you obtain for me the viscosity and density of Amonia that you want to transport at two different temperatures and pressures pls.

				What would be the delivery pressure at the end of the pipeline. I will assume inlet is 1300 PSI

				Ammonia LIQUID http://www.airgasspecialtyproducts.com/UserFiles/laroche/PDF/fig7.pdf  where it looks like at 70F viscosity is ~0.13 centipoise, about 1/10 of water (is this what Mo used?).																																				4 Oct 06 email

				Here is NH3 viscosity vs. temp:  http://www.airgasspecialtyproducts.com/UserFiles/laroche/PDF/fig7.pdf																				NH3 viscosity (1.013 bar and 0 °C (32 °F)) : 0.000098 Poise

		15		These are costs typical in the US and are at an all time high now since there is more work than contractors.																										Cross-country, easy terrain								$150-$175 per foot.				For 10" X42 carbon steel pipe

				$150 / ft =				$792K / mile						$175 / ft =				$924K / mile												Urban or difficult terrain								$250-$350 per foot.				For 10" X42 carbon steel pipe

		16		Get pump quotations from Sulzer, assuming a diesel internal combustion engine (ICE) prime mover, which should be pretty close to a mature technology ammonia-fueled ICE.

				For 10" NH3 pipeline pumping stations (redundant pump(s) needed														Bob McCain, Sales Manager, Sulzer:  IPC06 Expo, Calgary

				Required pumping estimate: 1,000 mi, 10”, 150 tph														400 hp pump, 250 psi delivery:

				Inlet + 4 midline pump stations						5 pump stations @ $1.5M = $7.5M

				Design: Recip or radial multistage split								3,600 rpm typical

				Estimated $500K / pump package: elec motor drive, skid												Paired in pump stations						Split flow

				Redundant: service one, other assumes full load

				Doubles pump cost:  ~ $1M per station										Total station cost ~ $1.5M

		17





O&M Costs + Losses

		O&M Costs + Losses: Transmission Systems Comparison																Made:		28-Nov-10				Rev:		28-Nov-10

		Electricity

		NAME		LOCATION

		Tallgrass Transmission		North TX to South KS

		Sunrise Powerlink		Imperial Valley to San Diego

		Rock Island Clean Line		IA-SD-NE to Chicago

		Grain Belt Express		SW KS to IL, OH, IN, KY

		Plains & Eastern		NW OK, SW KS, TX panhandle to mid South and SE

		Atlantic Wind Connection; Trans-Elect		Offshore USA East Coast Submarine Cable

		SC: AMSC 5GW

		Natural Gas

		Oil

		GH2		Smart Pipe: FRP + foil

		NH3		Carbon Steel - low alloy





Storage

		Annual Firming Storage Required by Great Plains Wind Seasonality																						File:		NH3-Denver-Oct06-STORAGE.xls

		Assume:		Large-scale liquid NH3 storage capital cost								450		$ / ton		Stokes						$18M for 40K tons storage ( Keith Stokes, ?) = $450 / ton NH3 =

												415		$ / ton		CF Industries						CF Industries said $25M for their 60KTon storage = $416 / ton

				All NH3 storage at source windplants, to maximize CF of NH3 pipelines

				All NH3 storage tanks are:						60,000		net US tons @				$25		million each

				Large-scale liquid NH3 storage annual refrig cost $30K / 60K ton =														$0.5		$ / ton / year

				GH2 cavern storage =						2,500		net US tons per cavern @ 1,500+ psi

				GH2 caverns capital cost = $10M excavation + $5M cushion gas =														$15.0		million total

				2,000 MW (nameplate) windplant @ 40% CF (capacity factor)

				Total potential average Great Plains windpower AEP (annual energy production) =~																				10,000		TWh		(PNL-7789, 1991)

				Total MW nameplate installed wind generation required to harvest all potential Great Plains wind =~																				2,800,000		MW @ 40% CF =				2,800		GW @ 40% CF

				Electrolyzer efficiency =						80		per cent

				1 metric ton H2 =						35.8		MWh

				NH3 synthesis plant efficiency =						80		per cent

				NH3 wt % H =				18		per cent

				US tons per metric ton =						1.1

		Elliott, et al seasonality factors:								"Seasonal Variability of Wind Electric Potential in the United States", Table 3, for "North Central", normalized, yields these "seasonality factors":

				Winter		1.2		Spring		1.17		Summer		0.69		Autumn		0.93

		For 2,000 MW nameplate windplant @ 40% CF:   AEP is												2000		24		365		0.4		=		7,008,000		MWh =		7.0		TWh

				We find that expected average seasonal energy production would be 1.75 TWh x seasonality factor, above:																												Each season average =						1.752		Twh

						Winter =				1.752		x		1.2		=		2.10		TWh

						Spring =				1.752		x		1.17		=		2.05		TWh

						Summer =				1.752		x		0.69		=		1.21		TWh

						Autumn =				1.752		x		0.93		=		1.63		TWh

						Total												6.99		TWh

		Biggest difference between seasons is Winter - Summer =												2.10		-		1.21		=		0.89		TWh =		893.52		GWh								Round to:		900		GWh

		However, biggest difference between adjacent, sequential seasons is Spring - Summer =																		2.05		-		1.21		=		0.84		TWh =		840.96		GWh		Round to:		900		GWh

				Therefore, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING storage required for 2,000 MW nameplate windplant:																		900		GWh

				Thus, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING OF all windplant energy, converted to GH2 for export, at assumed electrolyzer efficiency, requires storage of:																										1,125		GWh =		31,425		metric tons H2 =				218,226		US tons NH3

				Thus, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of all Great Plains wind energy requires storage of:																										1,575,000		GWh =		43,994,413		metric tons H2 =				305,516,760		US tons NH3

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														12.6		caverns per 2,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$15.0		million per cavern =				$189		million

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														6.3		caverns per 1,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$15.0		million per cavern =				$94		million

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														3.6		tanks per 2,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$25.0		million per tank =				$90.9		million

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														1.8		tanks per 1,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$25.0		million per tank =				$45.5		million

		Complete ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of Great Plains wind requires:

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														17,598		caverns @				$15.0		million each =				$264.0		billion

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														5,092		tanks @				$25.0		million each =				$127.3		billion





Conversion Units

		CONVERSIONS:  Power, Energy										File:  H2-ConversionsUnits.xls

		MMscf:		million standard cubic feet

		H2																								NH3

		Power

		1 kW =		10.5		scf per hr																				Mass content as H =						0.18

		1 MW =		10,500		scf per hr =		297.5		Nm3 per hr =		3.6		GJ per hr=		1341		hp								1 metric ton H2 =						1000		kg H2 =		128.8		GJ (HHV) =				35.78		MWh

		1 GW =		10.5		Mscf per hr =		252		Mscf per day=		297500		Nm3 per hr =		3600		GJ per hr								1 metric ton NH3 =						180		kg H2 =		23.184		GJ (HHV) =				6.44		MWh

		1 GW =

		1 GW =		3,430		MMBTU per hr																				1 MWh =						155.3		kg NH3

		1 TW =		10.5		Bscf per hr =		297.5		MNm3 per hr =		3.6		MGJ per hr												1 GWh =						155,279.5		kg NH3 =		155.3		Mtons NH3 =				170.8		UStons NH3

		1 Nm3 =		12.8		MJ (HHV) =		35.3		scf =		0.09		kg H2

		1 Mscf /hr=		327		MMBTU per hr

		Energy

		1 GJ =		277.8		kWh =		2,915		scf

		1 GJ =		2,915		scf =		75.36		Nm3 =		10^9 J =		0.95		MMBTU

		1 kWh =		10.5		scf=		0.298		Nm3

		1 MWh =		10,500		scf =		297.5		Nm3 =		3.6		GJ

		1 GWh =		10.5		Mscf =		297500		Nm3 =		3600		GJ		3,430		MMBTU

		1 GWh =

		1 TWh =		10.5		Bscf =		297.5		MNm3				3.6		MGJ=		3.6		PJ

		1 kg H2 =		11.08		Nm3 =		128.8		MJ (HHV) =		135.1		kBTU =		375.6		scf =		0.0372		MWh

		10^6 scf =		343		GJ (HHV) =		26850		Nm3

		1 lb H2 =		5.04		Nm3 =		0.0585454545		GJ (HHV) =		16.2639272727		kWh =		187.8		scf =

		1 Nm3 H2 =		0.09		kg =		3.361		kWh

		1 scf H2 =		343		kJ =		325		BTU (HHV)

		1 kWh =		3410		BTU

		1 scf NG =		1010		BTU

		1 Ton H2 =		375,600		scf =		0.376		MMscf		35.8		MWh		(metric ton)

		1 kg =		0.0372		MWh =		.134 GJ

		1 kg =		0.127		MMbtu		= (0.134 GJ / kg) x (0.95 MMbtu / GJ)

		From R. Merer:				39.4 kWh / kg		HHV

						33.3 kWh / kg		LHV

						142000 GJ / kg		HHV

						120000 GJ / kg		LHV

						423.2 scf / kg		(70 F, 1 atm)





Transmission Compare

		Capital Cost: Transmission Systems Comparison																Made:		28-Nov-10						Rev:		28-Nov-10

		Try to normalize to 1,600 km transmission distance

								#####  Pipelines  #####																						Estim		Estim		Project		Estim		Estim

		Electricity										Bpd																		Cost		Cost		Estim		Cost per		Cost per				Estim

								Inch		Press		Bcfd		Voltage		Voltage		###  DISTANCE  ###				Capacity				Capacity		Capacity		per Mile		per km		Cost		MW-mile		MW-km				Complete

		NAME				LOCATION		Diam		PSI		Ton/hr		KV-DC		KV-AC		MILES		kM		GW		CHART		GW-mile		GW-km		$Million		$Million		$Million		$		$		CHART		Date		Owner(s)				Study

		Sunrise Powerlink				Imperial Valley to San Diego												117		187.2		1				117		187						1,900		16,239		10,150						SDG&E				-2

		Tallgrass Transmission				North TX to South KS										765		170		272		5		5		850		1,360						500		588		368		368		2012		AEP, MidAmerican				(1)

		Rock Island Clean Line				IA-SD-NE to Chicago								500				500		800		3.5		3.5		1,750		2,800						1,700		971		607		607				Clean Line Energy Partners						http://www.rockislandcleanline.com/project.html

		Grain Belt Express				SW KS to IL, OH, IN, KY								500				500		800		3.5				1,750		2,800						1,700		971		607						Clean Line Energy Partners

		Plains & Eastern				NW OK, SW KS, TX panhandle to mid South and SE								500				800		1280		7				5,600		8,960						3,500		625		391						Clean Line Energy Partners

		Atlantic Wind Connection; Trans-Elect				Offshore USA East Coast Submarine Cable								??				350				6		6		2,100		3,360						5,000		2,381		1,488		1,488

		SC: AMSC 5GW												100								5		5						8						1,600		1,000		1,000

		Natural Gas

		ANS Gasline		Bcfd		Alaska North Slope-Caroline AB		48-52				4						1,750		2800		49		49		85,750		137,200		23				40,000		466		292		292

		Oil

		Keystone XL		Alberta - GOM coast		Oil:  900,000 bpd		36				900,000						1,713		2740		62		62		105,462		168,739		114				7,000		66		41		41

		GH2				NOTE:  15 Apr 11 Steve Catha email: Smart Pipe estimated "all-in" capital cost for 36" diam, 1,500 psi pipeline = $ / inch / km =																										125,000

						Smart Pipe: FRP + foil		36		1500								1000		1600		6		6		6,000		9,600		7.2		4.5		7,200		1,200		750		750

		NH3				Carbon Steel - low alloy - pipeline only - 150 Mt / hr		10		300		150		tph				1000		1600		1				1,000		1,600		0.5				500		500

						Carbon Steel - low alloy - pipeline plus pumping stations		10		300		150		tph				1000		1600		1				1,000		1,600		0.5				506		506		316

		NH3				Carbon Steel - low alloy - pipeline only - 150 Mt / hr		36		300		150		tph				1000		1600		13				13,000		20,800		2				2,000		154

						Carbon Steel - low alloy - pipeline plus pumping stations		36		300		150		tph				1000		1600		13		13		13,000		20,800		2				2,024		2,024		156		156

		Notes:		NH3 pipeline:

				Ammonia-Oct06-RevNov06.ppt

				NH3-Holbrook-7Nov06-Rev16Jun07.xls

				Ammonia-Oct06-RevNov06.ppt

				NH3-Denver-Oct06.xls

		STUDIES, NOTES, RESOURCES

		1		Southwest Power Pool EHV Overlay Study

		2		http://www.nytimes.com/2010/11/28/science/earth/28transmission.html?_r=6&partner=rss&emc=rss&mkt_tok=3RkMMJWWfF9wsRonu63BZKXonjHpfsX%252B7uwqX7Hr08Yy0EZ



http://www.rockislandcleanline.com/project.html
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Estim  Cost per MW-km

Capacity - GW

Capital Cost per MW-km

367.6470588235

607.1428571429

1488.0952380952

1000

291.5451895044

41.4841849148

750

155.6923076923




Transmission CAPEX per MW — mile, over 1,000 miles

=
Cost of Various Energy Transmission methods over 1,000 miles
$1.750 1 mmm Material Cost
BN Right Of Way Cost $146

$1.500 1 mmm Labor Cost
= Bl Total Cost
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Transmission Type

 Liquid Pipelines : » Least expensive
» High energy density, low pumping energy
» Ammonia (NH;3) not considered

 Electrical : > 10 x natural gas
> 90 x oil
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Analysis of Advanced H2 Production & Delivery Pathways 
Brian D. James (SA) Daniel A. DeSantis (SA) Jennie M. Huya-Kouadio (SA) Cassidy Houchins (SA) Genevieve Saur (NREL) 
June 2018 		Project ID: PD102 
•	Pipeline cost models taken from literature (Rui et al)
–	Pipeline models are derived from Oil and Gas Journal data.
–	Data is for on-shore, natural gas pipelines from 1992-2008.
–	No reliable cost data was found for liquid pipelines. Following common practice, the same cost models used for gas pipelines were also used for liquid pipelines.
•	Pipeline cost models predict materials, labor, ROW, and miscellaneous expenses.
•	Pumping/Compression models were  further incorporated for a complete model
–	Models were optimized for lowest cost (by selecting optimal pumping station spacing)
–	Capital costs and operating power requirements were assessed
–	Power (purchase) requirements were costed at 5 cents/kWh



36” = 8 GW gaseous Hydrogen @ 100 bar

Convert Palm Springs to Long Beach Natural Gas Pipeline ?

Smart Pipe Technologies, Houston
Polymer-metal linepipe avoids hydrogen embrittlement


Presenter
Presentation Notes
http://smart-pipe.com/


Smart Pipe Company, Houston
On-site pipeline factory
Continuous process, unlimited length
Hydrogen-compatible: polymer-metal hybrid resists HE, HCC



MT GH2

4,500

4,000

3,500

3,000

2,500

2,000

1,500
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500

1,600 Km Smartpipe Gaseous Hydrogen (GH2) Pipeline,
No Midline Compression

Daily Flow and Total Storage MT H2
100.GWh

“free” storage
——— M Flow Rate per Day (MT)

m Pipeline Storage (flowing)

m Pipeline Storage (Shut-in) 1.600 MW

16" Smartpipe 20" Smartpipe 24" Smartpipe
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24” Smart Pipe, 1,000 miles (1,600 km) long, no midline compression, GH2 = 1,500 MT / day = 1,500,000 kg / day @ 26 kWh / kg = 39 x 10^6 kWh / day = 39 GWh / day = 1,600 MW = 1.6 GW

Storage, “shut-in”, delta-P = ?, 4,000 MT = 100,000,000 kWh  @ 26 kWh / kg = 100 GWh “free” storage


Entirely with electricity systems, “Grid” ?
Obvious, default

Assume primarily variable generation (VG) ?
Possible, but tech & econ suboptimal ?

Optimum mix: electricity, C-free fuels -- H,, NH,

Need diverse collaboration to roadmap: neglected, urgent!




Grid delivery: Complex & Costly Infrastructure
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System Configuration

: : Step-up transformer
Photovoltaic cell module Power conditioner

Power company grid

Switchgear :

Step-up transformer _
Power company grid

Switchgear :

Photovoltaic cell module Power conditioner
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Dedicated to Hydrogen fuel production
No connection to electricity grid




Grid-quality AC
power electronics
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AE:   Advanced Energy 1 -2 MW	(closed business)
GE:   1 MW
SMA  1 MW
ABB megawatt station PVS800-MWS 1 MW


= $ 1 Billion Palen Solar Project, east of Palm Springs, CA
500 MW AC, 627 MW DC, > 3 million PV panels
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o Annual energy productlon
. (AEP):
~ 660,000 MWh @ 15% CF, or
~ 13,000 MT hydrogen
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Located north of Interstate 10, the 500 MW AC project 
occupy up to 3,140 acres of BLM-administered lands approximately 
10 miles east of Desert Center. 
Power about 130,000 homes, 
provide 1,000 local jobs, 
private infrastructure investment of $1 billion

https://pv-magazine-usa.com/2018/11/02/after-more-than-a-decade-the-500-mw-palen-solar-power-project-is-approved/

Here's what a 500 MW PV solar plant requires.  To be built about  75 miles east of Palm Springs, just north of I-10.

The 3 million PV panels at max output produce 627 MW at DC, but AC output to the electricity Grid is 500 MW.   The 127 MW difference is probably: 
 Energy losses in wiring and in inverters, converting DC to grid-quality AC 
 Intentional undersizing of inverter aggregate capacity to PV output max capacity, to achieve optimum economics:  low point on the annual cost curve. 
Total potential annual electric energy production from the plant would be: 
 At 15% annual average capacity factor (CF):  (.15) x 500 MW x 8,760 hours / year = 657,000 MWh / year	
 At 50 kWh / kg H2 =  13,100 MT H2 / year = 78,000 MT NH3 (ammonia) per year		
 At 300 kg / year / LDV = 43,000 Light Duty Vehicles fueled per year 
 At 3,000 kg / year / Class 8 semi-tractor = 4,300 tractors fueled per year 
 Feedstock water required for H2 or NH3 production = 9 x 13,100 MT / year = 118,000 MT H2O per year 
 At 20% annual average capacity factor (CF):  (.20) x 500 MW x 8,760 hours / year = 876,000 MWh / year	
 At 50 kWh / kg H2 =  17,500 MT H2 / year = 100,000 MT NH3 (ammonia) per year 
 At 300 kg / year / LDV = 58,000 Light Duty Vehicles fueled per year 
 At 3,000 kg / year / Class 8 semi-tractor = 5,800 tractors fueled per year 
 Feedstock water required for H2 or NH3 production = 9 x 17,500 MT / year = 157,000 MT H2O per year 

REFERENCES:   	https://atb.nrel.gov/electricity/2017/index.html?t=su
			Mol wt NH3 = 17.03

EDF Renewables has gotten final approval from the Bureau of Land Management to move forward on its PV solar power facility in Riverside County, California.

The project requires construction of a 6.7-mile single circuit 230 kilovolt generation interconnection (gen-tie) transmission line connecting the project to the Southern California Edison Red Bluff Substation.



Year 2050 Electricity + Hydrogen
Transportation Fuel, California will need :

Reference: Year 2015
Total installed nameplate wind generation in California {CA)
Total installed nameplate solar generation in California (CA)

ELECTRICITY: CA "Power Mix"
2014: Total electricity consumed
2050: Total electricity demand "Power Mix" is 130 % of 2014

ELECTRICITY in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TRANSPORTATION Hydrogen Fuel in Year 2050: CA renewables
Equivalent nameplate wind generation capacity @ 40 % CF
Equivalent nameplate solar generation capacity @ 35 % CF

TOTAL CA RENEWABLE ELECTRICITY + TRANSPORT ENERGY in Year 2050
Equivalent nameplate wind + solar + other @ CF (varies)
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Figure 14.  Options for lowest-common-unit renewable-source hydrogen production module, from which the optimized GH2 supply system topology may be constructed.
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Alstom Hydrogen-fueled Fuel Cell Electric drive train
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USDOE ARPA-E “REFUEL” R&D

> Eliminate electrolyzer and
Haber-Bosch reactor (high T, P)

> NH,; synthesis directly from
electricity, water, air
> Lower capex + O&M costs,
higher efficiency
> 13 NH; synthesis & cracking projects
> 5 projects, plus Korea (KIER)
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Tanks are 200 metric ton (Mt), for fixed ground-based installation. Since one Mt of NH3 has an energy content of 6.4 MWh, each of these 200 ton bullet tanks will store ~ 1,200  MWh. 
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Gaseous hydrogen transmission pipelines 
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NOTES NH3 Pipelines

		NOTES:  Suplement to Research for:										Ammonia: Key to US Energy Independence												9-10 Oct 06, Denver

				Rev:		11-Oct-11				Files:		NH3-Holbrook-7Nov06-Rev16Jun07.xls

												Transmission-Compare-Elec-GH2-NH3.xls

		1		I talked to a Greg Malcom at Air Products the other day.												13 Nov 06 Holbrook										Mt		Metric ton

				I was interested in "pilot scale" ASUs and he gave me:

				1 tpd N2 (membrane, without compressor) $37,000-40,000

				10 tpd (PSA) $225-250K

				90 tpd (their biggest PSA) $650K

				100 tpd (2X50 PSA units) $950K

		2		"Koegeboehn, Gary" <Gary.Koegeboehn@valero.com>

				Piping costs are too high for the 10" pipeline.  I would think it more appropriate to be about $500k/mile at most.  Station costs are about right. 

				Station costs:																				(Referring to what source?)

				Benchmark Valero ammonia pipeline: > 1,000 miles long, 10" diam, 0.25" wall, 1,300 psi, 150 tons per hour

		3		Jim Gosnell, KBR,  713-753-6263

		4		10" NH3 liquid pipeline capacity:  I got the 180 (tph) a couple years ago from Eric Elrod of Koch Industries, who used to operate the Valero line.

				The 150 (tph) was from Valero, and that's what I'd use.  The 180 might be viewed as a max.

				Thus, 150 tph x 8760 hrs / year = 1.3 million tpy (tons / year)												Mmty

				150 tph flow = 300,000 lbs / hr = 52,817 gal / hr

				180 tph flow = 360,000 lbs / hr =

				1 Mt NH3 =				6.4		MWh

				180		tph		1,159.2		MW =		1.1592		GW		So, full output of 1,000 MW nameplate windplant

				150		tph		966.0		MW =		1		GW		So, full output of 1,000 MW nameplate windplant

				150 tph x 24 = 3,600 tpd						Large NH3 conventional NH3 plant full output

				Thus, the two major (only?) NH3 transmission pipelines are transporting ~ 2.5 / 15  = 17% of total USA consumption of 14-15 mty

						However, only 4-5 MMty is NH3; balance of 12-15 MMty is urea, ammonium nitrate (AN), ammonium sulfate, etc.  Explosives manufacture consumption tpy?

		5		The Magellan line is about 1000 miles and is still the 6-10 inch carbon steel type.  don't know size etc. of the 8 terminals.

				Operates at ~800-900 psi and 400-500 barrels per hour (42 gals/barrel, density 0.68 kg/liter).

				I believe it has pumps about every 50 miles.

		6		Valero "customer" system map:  What's "Farmland" icon?  Is that a customer's name?  Total number of storage icons = 89.

				If we assume average size of these is 30,000 tons (would you suggest a better assumption?), total customer storage on Valero system is 2,670,000 tons.

				At 18% H2, that's 480,600 tons H2.  Net storage of the ConocoPhillips "Clemens Terminal" gaseous hydrogen (GH2) = 2,500 tons.

				Thus, total Valero system energy storage is equivalent of ~190 Clemens Terminal caverns.

		7		1 metric ton H2 =						1,000.0		kg H2 =		128.8		GJ (HHV) =				35.8		MWh

				1 metric ton NH3 =						180.0		kg H2 =		23.2		GJ (HHV) =				6.4		MWh

				1 MWh =						155.3		kg NH3

				1 GWh =						155,279.5		kg NH3 =		155.3		Mtons NH3 =				170.8		UStons NH3

		8		C:\Data\Hydrogen-OCT01\06-NH3-Denver-Oct4-5\NH3-Denver-Oct06.xls																See Sep-Oct 06 emails with Holbrook

				NH3-Denver-Oct06-STORAGE.xls																Holbrook: On cell O33, do you really want to divide by the efficiency?

		9		Ammonia-Oct06-RevNov06.ppt																See Sep-Oct 06 emails with Holbrook								See 16, below

				Assumed:				1,000 mile NH3 pipeline @ 10" @ $800K / mile =										$800		$M, pipeline only; no pumping

								Pumping stations										$6		$M pumping only

								Total pipeline system										$806		$M Total Capital Cost (Include Engr + ROW + Permitting?)

								Pumping energy + misc O&M										$3		$2M pumping + $1M misc

				Assume:		36" case		36" pipeline costs 4x 10" pipeline = $3.2M / mile										$3,200		$M, pipeline only; no pumping

								Pumping stations cost 4X 10" pipeline = $24M										$24		$M pumping only

								Pumping energy + misc O&M costs 4x 10" = $12M

								36" capacity = [36^2 / 10^2] x 1 GW =								12.96		GW ~=		13		GW =		1,950		tph @ 150 tph for 10" line

		10		Not all ammonia is applied as anhydrous (only about 4-5 MMT out of 12-15 MMT total, the rest urea, and ammonium salts) and not all is delivered by pipeline.  Much by train and truck.

		11		NH3 from CH4 energy conversion efficiency:  80-85% (Holbrook, 2 Oct 06 email) But, only for large plants >1,000 tpd																								Includes ASU and H2 compressor

				David Bloomfield, 2 Oct comment:  The efficiency of modern ammonia synthesis plants is probably around 80%  Check with (KBR).   The biggest loss is compression.

				Bechtel power system has a patent application on a 3-5 ton/day ammonia plant.  That won't get 85%, but is sized nicely for a 1 or 2 wind turbine power output

		12		Annual O&M for "atmospheric" NH3 storage tanks: From Holbrook 30 Sep 06:  CF says total annual, including refrigeration energy ~= $30K per 60K ton tank

				What's annual refrigeration MWh?

		13		Compare to total GH2 cavern storage needed to firm entire Great Plains wind output:

				Estimate total extant NH3 storage in USA, compare it to energy storage required to totally firm Great Plains wind to equal  entire USA energy consumption:

				12,000 "Clemens Terminal" caverns @ 2,500 tons GH2 net storage capacity each = 30 million tons GH2.

				How many tons NH3 energy equivalent is that?  How many ft^3 , nm3, gallons, liquid NH3 is that (assumed refrigerated at 1 atm).

		14		Mohitpour pipeline calc?						27 Sep 06 email Holbrook:

				Sounds like he's willing to do a rough design of a 500 mile, 10", 1300 psi inlet, NH3 liquid pipeline, to determine pumping requirements.

				Now can you obtain for me the viscosity and density of Amonia that you want to transport at two different temperatures and pressures pls.

				What would be the delivery pressure at the end of the pipeline. I will assume inlet is 1300 PSI

				Ammonia LIQUID http://www.airgasspecialtyproducts.com/UserFiles/laroche/PDF/fig7.pdf  where it looks like at 70F viscosity is ~0.13 centipoise, about 1/10 of water (is this what Mo used?).																																				4 Oct 06 email

				Here is NH3 viscosity vs. temp:  http://www.airgasspecialtyproducts.com/UserFiles/laroche/PDF/fig7.pdf																				NH3 viscosity (1.013 bar and 0 °C (32 °F)) : 0.000098 Poise

		15		These are costs typical in the US and are at an all time high now since there is more work than contractors.																										Cross-country, easy terrain								$150-$175 per foot.				For 10" X42 carbon steel pipe

				$150 / ft =				$792K / mile						$175 / ft =				$924K / mile												Urban or difficult terrain								$250-$350 per foot.				For 10" X42 carbon steel pipe

		16		Get pump quotations from Sulzer, assuming a diesel internal combustion engine (ICE) prime mover, which should be pretty close to a mature technology ammonia-fueled ICE.

				For 10" NH3 pipeline pumping stations (redundant pump(s) needed														Bob McCain, Sales Manager, Sulzer:  IPC06 Expo, Calgary

				Required pumping estimate: 1,000 mi, 10”, 150 tph														400 hp pump, 250 psi delivery:

				Inlet + 4 midline pump stations						5 pump stations @ $1.5M = $7.5M

				Design: Recip or radial multistage split								3,600 rpm typical

				Estimated $500K / pump package: elec motor drive, skid												Paired in pump stations						Split flow

				Redundant: service one, other assumes full load

				Doubles pump cost:  ~ $1M per station										Total station cost ~ $1.5M

		17





O&M Costs + Losses

		O&M Costs + Losses: Transmission Systems Comparison																Made:		28-Nov-10				Rev:		28-Nov-10

		Electricity

		NAME		LOCATION

		Tallgrass Transmission		North TX to South KS

		Sunrise Powerlink		Imperial Valley to San Diego

		Rock Island Clean Line		IA-SD-NE to Chicago

		Grain Belt Express		SW KS to IL, OH, IN, KY

		Plains & Eastern		NW OK, SW KS, TX panhandle to mid South and SE

		Atlantic Wind Connection; Trans-Elect		Offshore USA East Coast Submarine Cable

		SC: AMSC 5GW

		Natural Gas

		Oil

		GH2		Smart Pipe: FRP + foil

		NH3		Carbon Steel - low alloy





Storage

		Annual Firming Storage Required by Great Plains Wind Seasonality																						File:		NH3-Denver-Oct06-STORAGE.xls

		Assume:		Large-scale liquid NH3 storage capital cost								450		$ / ton		Stokes						$18M for 40K tons storage ( Keith Stokes, ?) = $450 / ton NH3 =

												415		$ / ton		CF Industries						CF Industries said $25M for their 60KTon storage = $416 / ton

				All NH3 storage at source windplants, to maximize CF of NH3 pipelines

				All NH3 storage tanks are:						60,000		net US tons @				$25		million each

				Large-scale liquid NH3 storage annual refrig cost $30K / 60K ton =														$0.5		$ / ton / year

				GH2 cavern storage =						2,500		net US tons per cavern @ 1,500+ psi

				GH2 caverns capital cost = $10M excavation + $5M cushion gas =														$15.0		million total

				2,000 MW (nameplate) windplant @ 40% CF (capacity factor)

				Total potential average Great Plains windpower AEP (annual energy production) =~																				10,000		TWh		(PNL-7789, 1991)

				Total MW nameplate installed wind generation required to harvest all potential Great Plains wind =~																				2,800,000		MW @ 40% CF =				2,800		GW @ 40% CF

				Electrolyzer efficiency =						80		per cent

				1 metric ton H2 =						35.8		MWh

				NH3 synthesis plant efficiency =						80		per cent

				NH3 wt % H =				18		per cent

				US tons per metric ton =						1.1

		Elliott, et al seasonality factors:								"Seasonal Variability of Wind Electric Potential in the United States", Table 3, for "North Central", normalized, yields these "seasonality factors":

				Winter		1.2		Spring		1.17		Summer		0.69		Autumn		0.93

		For 2,000 MW nameplate windplant @ 40% CF:   AEP is												2000		24		365		0.4		=		7,008,000		MWh =		7.0		TWh

				We find that expected average seasonal energy production would be 1.75 TWh x seasonality factor, above:																												Each season average =						1.752		Twh

						Winter =				1.752		x		1.2		=		2.10		TWh

						Spring =				1.752		x		1.17		=		2.05		TWh

						Summer =				1.752		x		0.69		=		1.21		TWh

						Autumn =				1.752		x		0.93		=		1.63		TWh

						Total												6.99		TWh

		Biggest difference between seasons is Winter - Summer =												2.10		-		1.21		=		0.89		TWh =		893.52		GWh								Round to:		900		GWh

		However, biggest difference between adjacent, sequential seasons is Spring - Summer =																		2.05		-		1.21		=		0.84		TWh =		840.96		GWh		Round to:		900		GWh

				Therefore, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING storage required for 2,000 MW nameplate windplant:																		900		GWh

				Thus, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING OF all windplant energy, converted to GH2 for export, at assumed electrolyzer efficiency, requires storage of:																										1,125		GWh =		31,425		metric tons H2 =				218,226		US tons NH3

				Thus, ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of all Great Plains wind energy requires storage of:																										1,575,000		GWh =		43,994,413		metric tons H2 =				305,516,760		US tons NH3

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														12.6		caverns per 2,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$15.0		million per cavern =				$189		million

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														6.3		caverns per 1,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$15.0		million per cavern =				$94		million

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														3.6		tanks per 2,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$25.0		million per tank =				$90.9		million

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														1.8		tanks per 1,000 MW nameplate wind generation @										$25.0		million per tank =				$45.5		million

		Complete ANNUAL-SCALE FIRMING of Great Plains wind requires:

				GH2 cavern storage @ 2,500 tons H2 net per cavern requires:														17,598		caverns @				$15.0		million each =				$264.0		billion

				NH3 refrig liquid tank storage @ 60K tons NH3 net per tank requires:														5,092		tanks @				$25.0		million each =				$127.3		billion





Conversion Units

		CONVERSIONS:  Power, Energy										File:  H2-ConversionsUnits.xls

		MMscf:		million standard cubic feet

		H2																								NH3

		Power

		1 kW =		10.5		scf per hr																				Mass content as H =						0.18

		1 MW =		10,500		scf per hr =		297.5		Nm3 per hr =		3.6		GJ per hr=		1341		hp								1 metric ton H2 =						1000		kg H2 =		128.8		GJ (HHV) =				35.78		MWh

		1 GW =		10.5		Mscf per hr =		252		Mscf per day=		297500		Nm3 per hr =		3600		GJ per hr								1 metric ton NH3 =						180		kg H2 =		23.184		GJ (HHV) =				6.44		MWh

		1 GW =

		1 GW =		3,430		MMBTU per hr																				1 MWh =						155.3		kg NH3

		1 TW =		10.5		Bscf per hr =		297.5		MNm3 per hr =		3.6		MGJ per hr												1 GWh =						155,279.5		kg NH3 =		155.3		Mtons NH3 =				170.8		UStons NH3

		1 Nm3 =		12.8		MJ (HHV) =		35.3		scf =		0.09		kg H2

		1 Mscf /hr=		327		MMBTU per hr

		Energy

		1 GJ =		277.8		kWh =		2,915		scf

		1 GJ =		2,915		scf =		75.36		Nm3 =		10^9 J =		0.95		MMBTU

		1 kWh =		10.5		scf=		0.298		Nm3

		1 MWh =		10,500		scf =		297.5		Nm3 =		3.6		GJ

		1 GWh =		10.5		Mscf =		297500		Nm3 =		3600		GJ		3,430		MMBTU

		1 GWh =

		1 TWh =		10.5		Bscf =		297.5		MNm3				3.6		MGJ=		3.6		PJ

		1 kg H2 =		11.08		Nm3 =		128.8		MJ (HHV) =		135.1		kBTU =		375.6		scf =		0.0372		MWh

		10^6 scf =		343		GJ (HHV) =		26850		Nm3

		1 lb H2 =		5.04		Nm3 =		0.0585454545		GJ (HHV) =		16.2639272727		kWh =		187.8		scf =

		1 Nm3 H2 =		0.09		kg =		3.361		kWh

		1 scf H2 =		343		kJ =		325		BTU (HHV)

		1 kWh =		3410		BTU

		1 scf NG =		1010		BTU

		1 Ton H2 =		375,600		scf =		0.376		MMscf		35.8		MWh		(metric ton)

		1 kg =		0.0372		MWh =		.134 GJ

		1 kg =		0.127		MMbtu		= (0.134 GJ / kg) x (0.95 MMbtu / GJ)

		From R. Merer:				39.4 kWh / kg		HHV

						33.3 kWh / kg		LHV

						142000 GJ / kg		HHV

						120000 GJ / kg		LHV

						423.2 scf / kg		(70 F, 1 atm)





Transmission Compare

		Capital Cost: Transmission Systems Comparison																Made:		28-Nov-10						Rev:		28-Nov-10

		Try to normalize to 1,600 km transmission distance

								#####  Pipelines  #####																						Estim		Estim		Project		Estim		Estim

		Electricity										Bpd																		Cost		Cost		Estim		Cost per		Cost per				Estim

								Inch		Press		Bcfd		Voltage		Voltage		###  DISTANCE  ###				Capacity				Capacity		Capacity		per Mile		per km		Cost		MW-mile		MW-km				Complete

		NAME				LOCATION		Diam		PSI		Ton/hr		KV-DC		KV-AC		MILES		kM		GW		CHART		GW-mile		GW-km		$Million		$Million		$Million		$		$		CHART		Date		Owner(s)				Study

		Sunrise Powerlink				Imperial Valley to San Diego												117		187.2		1				117		187						1,900		16,239		10,150						SDG&E				-2

		Tallgrass Transmission				North TX to South KS										765		170		272		5		5		850		1,360						500		588		368		368		2012		AEP, MidAmerican				(1)

		Rock Island Clean Line				IA-SD-NE to Chicago								500				500		800		3.5		3.5		1,750		2,800						1,700		971		607		607				Clean Line Energy Partners						http://www.rockislandcleanline.com/project.html

		Grain Belt Express				SW KS to IL, OH, IN, KY								500				500		800		3.5				1,750		2,800						1,700		971		607						Clean Line Energy Partners

		Plains & Eastern				NW OK, SW KS, TX panhandle to mid South and SE								500				800		1280		7				5,600		8,960						3,500		625		391						Clean Line Energy Partners

		Atlantic Wind Connection; Trans-Elect				Offshore USA East Coast Submarine Cable								??				350				6		6		2,100		3,360						5,000		2,381		1,488		1,488

		SC: AMSC 5GW												100								5		5						8						1,600		1,000		1,000

		Natural Gas

		ANS Gasline		Bcfd		Alaska North Slope-Caroline AB		48-52				4						1,750		2800		49		49		85,750		137,200		23				40,000		466		292		292

		Oil

		Keystone XL		Alberta - GOM coast		Oil:  900,000 bpd		36				900,000						1,713		2740		62		62		105,462		168,739		114				7,000		66		41		41

		GH2				NOTE:  15 Apr 11 Steve Catha email: Smart Pipe estimated "all-in" capital cost for 36" diam, 1,500 psi pipeline = $ / inch / km =																										125,000

						Smart Pipe: FRP + foil		36		1500								1000		1600		6		6		6,000		9,600		7.2		4.5		7,200		1,200		750		750

		NH3				Carbon Steel - low alloy - pipeline only - 150 Mt / hr		10		300		150		tph				1000		1600		1				1,000		1,600		0.5				500		500

						Carbon Steel - low alloy - pipeline plus pumping stations		10		300		150		tph				1000		1600		1				1,000		1,600		0.5				506		506		316

		NH3				Carbon Steel - low alloy - pipeline only - 150 Mt / hr		36		300		150		tph				1000		1600		13				13,000		20,800		2				2,000		154

						Carbon Steel - low alloy - pipeline plus pumping stations		36		300		150		tph				1000		1600		13		13		13,000		20,800		2				2,024		2,024		156		156

		Notes:		NH3 pipeline:

				Ammonia-Oct06-RevNov06.ppt

				NH3-Holbrook-7Nov06-Rev16Jun07.xls

				Ammonia-Oct06-RevNov06.ppt

				NH3-Denver-Oct06.xls

		STUDIES, NOTES, RESOURCES

		1		Southwest Power Pool EHV Overlay Study

		2		http://www.nytimes.com/2010/11/28/science/earth/28transmission.html?_r=6&partner=rss&emc=rss&mkt_tok=3RkMMJWWfF9wsRonu63BZKXonjHpfsX%252B7uwqX7Hr08Yy0EZ



http://www.rockislandcleanline.com/project.html
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Estim  Cost per MW-km

Capacity - GW

Capital Cost per MW-km

367.6470588235

607.1428571429

1488.0952380952

1000

291.5451895044

41.4841849148

750

155.6923076923




-
Transmission Capital Cost per GW-mile

Electricity : Capacity
KV MW $ M / GW-mile
« SEIA: 765 5,000 1.3
345 1,000 2.6
- AEP-AWEA 765 5,000 3.2
Consensus ? 2.5
- HVDC (800 mi) 500 3,000 0.7 (includes converters)
Hydrogen pipeline:
36°, 100 bar, 500 miles 0.3 (no compressors)

Ammonia pipeline:
10”, liquid, 500 miles, with pumping 0.2


Presenter
Presentation Notes
SEIA:  Fig 2
765 kV AC = 5,000 MW = $6.6M / mile = $1.3M / MW-mile
345 kV AC = 1,000 MW = $2.6M / mile = $2.6M / MW-mile

AEP-AWEA:
Target 350 GW; max = 400 GW
765 kV AC = $2.6M / mile + 20% “integration” (substations, DC converters, etc) = $3.1M / mile
19,000 miles @ $60B = $60 / 19 M = $3.2M / mile

Frontier Line + Transwest Express = 115 MW

The JCSP'08 study examined two different resource and transmission paths to serve a total of 745,000 MW of coincident peak load in the Eastern Interconnection, except Florida in 2024. The Reference Scenario, which assumes that present RPS requirements are met with local on-shore wind resources, would add 10,000 miles of new extra high voltage transmission at an assumed cost of approximately $50 billion. With 5% of the Interconnection’s energy coming from wind and 54% from base load steam generation, total energy production costs in 2024 would equal $104 billion and total generation capital costs would equal $674 billion. In contrast, the 20% Wind Energy Scenario, which assumes a 20% national RPS requirement met by U.S. on-shore wind development, would add 15,000 miles of new EHV transmission at an assumed cost of approximately $80 billion. Under this scenario, energy production costs in 2024 would equal $85 billion and the capital cost of new generation would equal $1,050 billion. These results should be viewed as illustrative or "ballpark" costs rather than definitive findings about the costs of new transmission and generation related to either the status quo expansion path or a high-renewables scenario. Even with that caveat; however, the findings suggest that transmission overlays should be strongly considered as a way to improve the future reliability and economics of the nation’s bulk power electric system under either policy path.

36” diam NG pipeline, 100 bar, 500 miles, natural gas:  	$25US / inch diam / meter = $900 * 1,728 = $1.6M / mile
GH2 Capacity, no compress:  8,000 MW				Apparent cap cost, if same as NG / GW-mile = 	$1.6M / 8 = $0.2M / GW-mile
Add 50% premium for GH2 / NG													$2.4M / 8 = $0.3M / GW-mile
									

CF?
“Capacity” vs “Utilization” = stranded capital asset

HVDC:   https://electrical-engineering-portal.com/analysing-the-costs-of-high-voltage-direct-current-hvdc-transmission#6  (circa 2014)
800 miles – 1,280 km    $ 600 million capex = 
For the HVDC transmission a bipolar OH line was assumed with a price per km of 250 kUSD/km, converter stations are estimated to 250 MUSD.
For 800 mile system:  $ 250 K x 1.6 = [$ 400 K / mile] + [$ 315 K / mile converter station pair] = $ 715 K / mile

HVDC:   https://certs.lbl.gov/sites/all/files/kirkham-final-hvdc-networks-march-2016.pdf    (circa 2016)
HVDC:   https://www.wecc.org/Reliability/2014_TEPPC_Transmission_CapCost_Report_B+V.pdf     (circa 2014)
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Kawasaki LH2 ocean tanker, truck

World Smart Energy Week
Tokyo, 26 Feb 14
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Presentation Notes
Tanker ship would carry about 400,000 Nm3 H2 in each of 4 cryogenic dewar tanks of liquid hydrogen (LH2) = 1,600,000 Nm3 = 


Japan
Chiyoda Chemical

¢ CHIYODA

CORPORATION

transportation
is easy to use. Methylcyclohexane
Nk g (MCH) (C7H14)
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y! d consequently trans
ambient temperature and pressure. We named this liquid
“SPERA Hydrogen.” Able to survive transportation over long ro l I I O u e n e 7 8
distances and storage over long periods of time (almost

unthinkable before}, this “hydrogen of hope"” is highly safe and
stable. It will overturn the conventional wisdom regarding hydrogen.

11 ., - 11 7
Spera”. Latin for “hope
SPERA derives from the Latin word for *hope.” We at
[ 3Engiﬁlaﬂgglgggp'eaa'r]un:}:l:l:nd:r(:or: rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr ]

Id the hope thay need Lo build a beller fulure.



Liquid Hydrogen — LH, Liquid Anhydrous Ammonia — NH,
100 H atoms 170 H atoms
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¥ liquefied at cryogenic temperatures or pressurized in cylinders.

wh B

Chiyoda
Chemical

—r

Methylcyclohexane
(MCH) (C7H14)
from Toluene (C7Hs)

F3H; — AH= -M5kJmel

S Talupra R bydowclohoiane: C/

AT

Hydrogenatkon


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Importing tanker loads if liquid, Hydrogen-rich fuels, made  energyfrom CO2- emissions-frees fuels:

Liquid hydrogen, LH2 – Kawasaki
Anhydrous ammonia, NH3 -- Sumitomo


B

Exhaust

Insulation

= Liquid Anhydrous
Ammonia (NH3)

-33 C, 1 atmosphere

Compressor

Engine
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Presentation Notes
Daewoo Shipbuilding & Marine Engineering Co Ltd (DSME) is a major constructor of ammonia and LPG tankers. 
A typical fully refrigerated LPG tanker is designed to carry various cargoes including propane, butane, anhydrous ammonia, butylenes, propylene, butadiene and vinyl chloride monomer (VCM). Because LPG carriers generally have three independent, self-supporting prismatic cargo tanks, each tanker can carry up to three separate cargoes for different customers.
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Turbine Lighting

Floating Offshore
Deep water, multi - MW
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PrinciplePower Windfloat
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Aleutians wind to Japan via liquid fuel(s) tankers
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Comparing the world's energy resources”
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WM D

Where should we
invest for the

long-haul?? - = Capital

p

Natural Gas

P

e
n

Fetroleum

—

A

. &
World energy use
Uranium

Deep e d COAL

HOt Dry ROCK for the renew gble enatigfes. Total resahves are showh for the fossil and nuciear "wse-themm iose-theny’
Geothermal a6 s annual


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Source:  http://www.asrc.cestm.albany.edu/perez/
These four dangers, from continued large-scale burning of fossil fuels, have become emergencies.
Nothing less than converting the world’s largest industry – energy – from > 85% fossil sources today to all renewable (and perhaps some nuclear, now very hard to predict) sources, by year 2100, will prevent these dangers from overwhelming our ability to prevent them.

We all want an energy system for Earth which is benign, equitable, accessible, and affordable for all humans.  And it must be sustainable, with net-zero carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions to prevent further global warming.  The only income our spaceship Earth has is radiant energy from the sun – which we call “renewable” – and some matter from meteorites and comet dust.
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Projected World Energy ~ 680 Quads/yr

2030 Reference Case (IEO 2006)
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= Estimated Future Energy Flows (= 679.5 Quads/Year)
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https://gcep.stanford.edu/pdfs/DyUMPHW1jsSmjoZfm2XEqg/1.4-Ziagos.pdf
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http://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/pdf/Energy-economics/Energy-Outlook/Energy_Outlook_2035_booklet.pdf
Great risk			Great danger
Unacceptable risk		Unacceptable danger
Runaway Climate Change



Severe weather
Sea level rise
Ocean acidification
Species extinction
Human conflict



“Americans can be
counted on to
always do the right
thing —

but only after they
have tried
everything else ”

Winston Churchill

The dog caught the car.

Dan Reicher
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Largest Industry

From ~ 85% fossil 2 ~100% CO2-emiss-free
* Quickly
* Prudently
 Profitably

Via electricity systems, “Grid” ?
* Entirely ? Try to ? Waste of resources ?
» Suboptimal -- tech & econ ?
* Obsolete ? Limit to “ first & last km, m ” of system ?

Or: C-free fuels systems ?
* Hydrogen
« Anhydrous ammonia (NH,)
* Entirely ?


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Amp up
Speed up
Pick up
Can’t do it with elec systems  ---  shouldn’t try
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Transform World’s
Largest Industry

Via electricity systems, “Grid” ?
* Default, obvious
* Entirely ? Tryto ? Obsolete ?
» Suboptimal -- tech & econ ? Waste of resources ?

Or: C-free fuels systems ? Entirely ?
* Hydrogen
* Anhydrous ammonia (NH,)

Hypothesis:

 Limit elec to “first & last km, m” of energy system
 C-free fuels between: pipelines, low-cost bulk storage

How to know ? Who will model, study, propose ? Urgent !
« Collaborative; funding
* Optimum mix, strategy
* Prevent opportunity costs: wasted capital
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Presentation Notes
Amp up;   Speed up;   Pick up
Hypothesis:   Can’t do it with elec systems  ---  shouldn’t try



Transform World’s
Largest Industry

Unacceptable: How do much better, faster ?
Very large, urgent :
 Danger
 Responsibility
* Opportunity:
* Professional
 Business
« Strategic
* Disruption = transformation
* Entirely by electricity ? “Think beyond”
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Presentation Notes
Amp up
Speed up
Pick up
Can’t do it with elec systems  ---  shouldn’t try


Far more Ambitious:

Unacceptable scenarios: better, faster
Renewables industry

Beyond electricity systems
Transportation + CHP fuels

Hydrogen + ammonia fuels

Run the World on Renewables

~ 100 % GHG-emission-free energy

~ 100 % GHG-emission-free enterprise



Hypotheses
 Electricity confined to “ first & last km, orm”
- Between is C-free fuels via pipelines, low-cost storage
« “Grid” supports the C-free fuel systems, not reverse
« Cannot afford suboptimal: time, capital, “climate change”
 Scales: DER -> global
* Need diverse collaboration to roadmap: neglected, urgent !




Deep Decarbonization of Total Global Energy:
Hydrogen and Ammonia C-free Fuels versus Electricity as
Integrated CO2-emission-free Energy Systems

'26 September 19, Salt Lake v
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