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the use of cleaner coal, natural
gas and nuclear in the electricity
generation of APEC member
coantmes™ 1 e s o

But is this a realistic outlook for
an APEC country when renewable
electricity is included in a
different scenario?



Some questions on Alternative Power Mix scenarios

APEC’s electricity generation, 2012 and 2040: Results by
sub-scenario
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Renewables and hydro generation are fi xed at low shares. So why slightly more

total and RE electricity shares generated in the two gas scenarios?



Electricity Cost in USA
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