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Figure MT-44. U.S. natural gas production by source
in the Reference case, 1990-2040 (trillion cubic feet)
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U.S. Average LCOE (2012 $/Mwh) for Plants Entering Service in 2019
Variable

Levelized 0&M Total Total LCOE
Capacity Capital Fixed (including  Transmission System including
Plant Type Factor (%) Cost 0&M fuel) Investment LCOE Subsidv‘ Subsidy
Dispatchable Technologies
Conventional Coal 85 60.0 42 303 12 95.6
Integrated Coal-Gasification
Combined Cycle (1GCC) 85 76.1 6.9 317 12 1159
1GCC with CCS 85 97.8 9.8 38.6 12 147.4
Natural Gas-fired
Conventional combined Cycle 87 143 17 491 12 66.3
Advanced Combined Cycle 87 15.7 20 455 12 64.4
Advanced CC with CCS 87 303 a2 556 12
Conventional Combustion
Turbine 30 40.2 28 820 3.4 128.4
Advanced Combustion Turbine 30 273 27 703 34 103.8
Advanced Nuclear 90 714 nus 118 11 96.1 -100 86.1
Geothermal 92 342 122 0.0 14 479 -3.4 445
Biomass 83 474 145 395 12 102.6
Non-Dispatchable Technologies
Wind 35 64.1 13.0 0.0 32 80.3
Wind - Offshore 37 1754 228 00 58 2041
Solar PV? 25 1145 114 00 41 130.0 -115 1186
Solar Thermal 20 195.0 421 0.0 6.0 2431 -19.5 223.6
Hvdmelectn(’ 53 72.0 41 6.4 2.0 845
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