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Economic comparisons: Probabilistic DCF after-tax analysis
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160-ac spacing for simulation of sequestration options
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Conclusions:
1.

Forty-two 640-acre 5-spots (6.5 mi?) required for sequestration of CO;
from Wyodak PC power plant.
Breakeven cost for CO; is a credit of $6/ton.

no-gas-injection: natural gas sale price
flue-gas-injection: length of flue gas pipeline
C0O;-gas injection: CO; separation costs
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