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The External Costs of 4MW Biomass Integrated Gasification Combined
with Cyclic Power Generating System in China
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Abstract ; The external costs of 4MW Biomass Integrated Gasification Power Generating System ( BIGPGS) , which
is under construction in China, are evaluated using ExternE Methodology. The external costs of the BIGPGS are
considerably lower than those of conventional fossil fuels power generating technologies. It is believed that inter-
nalization of the costs will improve the competitiveness of BIGPGS
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Fig.1 Steps in ExternE methodology analysis
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Tab.1 Typical life cycle emission indications of 4MW

biomass integrated gasification power plant in china!”!
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Tab.2 Typical emission indications of some power technologies™!
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Tab.3 Typical damage costs per kg emissions selected

for costs estimation ™’
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