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Figure 2. 2050 installed capacity (left) and firm capacity (right) in ERCOT.

BAU: Business as Usual; Decarb: Decarbonization (100% emissions reduction by 2035)
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Figure 3. BA and county-level supply curve costs for land-based wind and absolute difference in
installed land-based wind capacity in the county solution relative to the BA.

Figure 4. County-level land-based wind build out (left) and capacity
credit values for land-based wind (right).
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wind/solar capacity to load centers

Table 1. Impacts of spatial resolution on runtime.
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