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Cumulative energy-related carbon emissions (Gt CO:) Global Energy Transformation: A Roadmap to 2050
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Reference Case: 2.6°C - 3.0°C
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Reductions in REmap Case
1 compared to Reference Case
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900 Annual in 2050: -25.1 Gt/yr

Energy-related CO:z budget
66% <2°C 2015-2100: 790 Gt
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http://www.irena.org/-/media/Files/IRENA/Agency/Publication/2018/Apr/IRENA_Report_GET_2018.pdf?la=en&hash=9B1AF0354A2105A64CFD3C4C0E38ECCEE32AAB0C
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i ZES B AYREIRECBIAF1E0.5%1B M ZE3%=>12GW->283GW (REmap 2050)

Gross power generation will almost double with renewable
energy providing 85% of electricity.
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Kenya is betting big on geothermal installations, 31 JULY 2018
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PROJECT.

Acre for Acre

GeoEnergy project
footprints barely affect
other competing

interests like hiking,
farming, hunting, or
someone’s backyard view.
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Table 8.1 Gaseous emissions from various power plants.

Plant type co, S0, Particulates
kg/MWh kg/MWh kg/MWh

Coal-fired (994 4.71 1.012
Oil-fired 758 5.44 NA.
Gas-fired 550 0.0998 . 0.0635

Hydrothermal - flash-steam, 27.2 0.1588 0
liquid dominated

Hydrothermal - The Geysers dry 403 0.000098
steam field

f&j;ﬁg% Hydrothermal - closed-loop binary 0

EPA average, all U.S. plants 631.6

N.A. = not available
The Future of Geothermal Energy, 2006




Llfe cycle water consumptlon (gal/MWh)
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An Investigation of Drilling Success in Geothermal Exploration, Development and Operation, GRC, 2011



_ FLEXIBLE AND FAST INSTALLATION ALSO IN REMOTE AREAS:

'LLDEEF' DRILLING RIG TERRA INVADER 350/450 SLINGSHOT.
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