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— High cost; limited hot day output; lower efficiency;
zero water use

Hybrid

— Cost >> wet, < dry; hot day performance ~ wet;
intermediate (20% to 80%) water use



Hybrid Performance Points
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— Estimating co ernative directions

 Permitting

— Assessment of applicant/intervenor claims



e Te

ater Recovery and
Cool Storage-

* Enhanced Air-Cooling System with Optimized
Asynchronously Cooled Thermal Energy Storage

* Plus many others
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