Author: The instructions that follow apply to ALL tables and figures.
Please format all tables according to the following styles:

· No vertical lines

· Horizontal lines only (a) above and below the header row and (b) at the very bottom of the table

· All columns should have a heading

· If the unit of measure is (or can be) identified in the first column, no need to repeat it across the row.

· If the unit of measure is (or can be) identified in the column heading, no need to repeat it in the table itself.

· Units of measure are placed in parentheses following the entry to which they apply. In column headings, they are not bolded.

· Parenthetical material in figure captions and table titles is not bolded.

· All columnar material is centered except for in the first column, in which the row identifiers are flush left. 

· All hyphens should be changed to em dashes (—), and the significance of the em dashes should be explained in a footnote to the table (e.g., could be “not applicable,” “not available,” “no data,” etc.)

· Blank cells should be explained in a footnote (see bullet directly above)

Figures:
· Remove titles from the top of the figure when I’ve incorporated them into the figure caption.

· Always abbreviate kW with a small k and a large W (i.e., kW). Same for MWh (small h).

· Please use a font and font size that is easier to read and doesn’t appear “squished.”

Author: Figure- and table-specific changes are typed BELOW each figure or table. The comment feature is used for content questions and readability suggestions.
IMPORTANT NOTE: Most of the graphs in this section have been used in previous sections. That’s OK in a summary section (Section 10), but I’ve queried whether we should use the same caption in both places, and copied the caption (and the formatting instructions) from previous sections for ease of comparison.
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Figure 10-1.  Comparison of production simulation results (integration cost) for base unit commitment algorithm and more sophisticated bid-logic approach

[image: image2]
Figure 10-2.  Comparison of LMP for hurdle rate sensitivity
Author: Please (1) write MISO + MAPP; (2) add hyphen in ISO-NE; and (3) write legend like this:

Scenario 1, Original

Scenario 1, Hurdle Rate Sensitivity

Scenario 3, Original

Scenario 3, Hurdle Rate Sensitivity
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Figure 10-3.  Scenario 2, carbon case generation expansion (using Ventyx, Velocity Suite © 2009)
Author: Please (1) lowercase “by” in legend; (2) increase size of legend as much as possible; and (3) take the type I added to figure caption out of the figure itself
Figure 6-36.  Forecast generation locations for sensitivity to Scenario 2 (using Ventyx, Velocity Suite © 2009)
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Figure 10-4.  Generation expansion by scenario

Author: Please (1) bold axis labels, except for material in parentheses; (2) use en dashes instead of hyphens for minus signs; and (3) make sure the number/letters above/under the bars aren’t touching the figure’s frame. 
Figure 6-33. Capacity expansion by scenario including carbon sensitivity
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Figure 10-5.  
Figure 6-34.  Carbon impact of modeled scenarios

Author: Please (1) write CO2 in the vertical axis label; and (2) use an en dash for the minus sign.
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Figure 10-6.  

Figure 6-37.  Annual generation production by fuel type with 2005 hourly wind and load patterns

Author: Please (1) bold axis labels, except for (TWh); (2) remove the legend from within figure; and write the row identifiers like this: Scenario 2 and Scenario 2, Carbon
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Figure 10-7.  

Figure 6-39.  Annual generation weighted LMP comparison ($/MWh)

Author: Please (1) unbold ($/MWh) along vertical axis; (2) write MISO + MAPP; (3) put the hyphen in ISO-NE; (4) write the row identifiers like this:  Scenario 2 and Scenario 2, Carbon; and (5) remove the legend from within the figure.
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Figure 10-8.  
Figure 9-2.
Costs by scenario

Author: Please (1) write (US$2024, millions) in vertical axis label and (2) capitalize Production Cost in legend.
�Figure is very difficult to read. Suggest using a different font and bolding only the axis labels, and the row identifiers (first column below table. These suggestions apply to the next figure as well.


�Use same caption as Figure 6-36?


�The readability of this figure needs improvement. The numbers are difficult to read, both inside and outside the color bars.  


�Use same caption as 6-33?


�Use same caption as Figure 6-34? (This figure had no caption.)


 Can “2024 carbon levels” be incorporated into the figure caption?


�Use same caption as 6-37? (This one had no caption.)


�Author: Please make a judgment call whether you’d like to use the abbreviation or the spell-out for terms like “Combined Cycle.” I think in most previous figures in this section, we used the abbreviation. It’s your choice, but we need to be consistent.


�Use same caption as 6-39? (This one had no caption.)


�Use the same caption as 9-2? (This one had no caption.)
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