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GHG Emissions benefit
Well-to-wake basis
LCA comparison

Grey, blue or green?

What is available and
needs to happen to make
the variant available?

CAN | BUNKER
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Bunkering guidelines
Safety distances
SIMOPS

BASiL2

Competency guidelines

Fugitive emissions elimination

HOW DOES IT WORK
FORTHE SHIPAND IN H
THE ENGINE ROOM? _4

« Design considerations
« Safety considerations
« Bunker station location
- Emergency response
« BASiL?®

« Operational considerations

CONTEXT - HOW DO WE ASSESS A CONTENDER FUEL?

DOES IT WORK
IN THE ENGINE?

« Operational
considerations

« Efficiency
improvements

« Technology readiness

WHAT POST
TREATMENT
DO | NEED?

« Emissions measurement
« Slip elimination
« CCS

« Specific engine SCR
technologies

« Treatment and containment
of effluent management

A HISTORY OF ALTERNATIVE MARINE FUEL ADOPTION AND GUIDELINES

TRACING THE DEVELOPMENT OF LNG, METHANOL AND AMMONIA IN SHIPPING
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