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Abstract — The International Maritime Organization (IMO) is currently discussing regulations to reduce greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions from ships, which is expected to result in a significant shift towards more environmentally-friendly
practices. in the maritime sector. In its 80" session of the Marine Environment Protection Committee (MEPC) in 2023,
the IMO adopted the revised strategy on reduction of GHG emissions from ships, declaring net zero of international ship-
ping by or around, i.e., close to, 2050. In order to achieve the raised IMO GHG reduction target, the use of zero-carbon or
carbon-neutral fuels such as green methanol and green ammonia is inevitable. However, carbon-free fuels from the per-
spective of the life cycle assessment (Well to Wake) are difficult to introduce at present, and a significant amount of time
is expected to establish a mass production and supply system. The authors argue for the necessity of infroducing onboard
carbon capture technology by analyzing the availability of carbon-free and carbon-neutral fuels and the maturity of ship
propulsion technology. In addition, the research and development directions of onboard carbon capture technology
related to alternative fuels at the current stage is presented, divided into solvent selection, heat integration, dehydration/
liquefaction/storage, economic feasibility, influence of ship motion, and optimal deployment by ship type.

Keywords: IMO(= A| 8]A}7] %), Greenhouse gas(<47}2~), Altemative fuels(t]#] €1 8), Onboard carbon
capture systems(3/d o}k8lgka EAA|AH), Bridge Technology(3 HthE] 71%)
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FAMAPITFIMOYE FHO R At 247k~ 243 FHA| =9
7} 833510l whel A sjAL Foko] F4) R o] o A3E )
IMOE= 20184 42 3331 3 39 3(MEPC) 723} 3]9)ofl A
247k wiE FS 20089 Hiy] 205097F) FHA 50% 25
sHlthe 27]deks ZaEs)Sith(Resolution MEPC.304(72)). IMO
el A7k~ 74 BXE T MEPC 8021 31212023 7€)l
A 20508737 FAEE- ©AFH (Net Zero)ys ARsh= 210=
23] It Resolution MEPC.377(80)). Tkl A% W 4%
MFEe] 2A7EA AE B ¥ Bsisled, fElveis
2050373714 sltol Beai3lE A She diEF 7|t
(IMO Secretariat[2023a], IMO Secretariat[2023d]). 3 < §H2
SbAA 20243 wiEAAUNA(BU-ETS) & ¥ 23 AlgE A
sl 9len, 20254 3187 A8 A2 9F3E) % Y
AF 7]F (FuelEU Maritime) £9]& F7180 24 Mt 2247k~
A& FEskz Qi

AekE IMO 2A7EA B E 24 S s Fekik gas
3 48 E900] T5Fo, Aet A AESE B4t 85, A5
F71& A oA dARe] dA EAFT. 2 ERdA=
LNG, Fleghe, gEUolE FHo2 M tAdge) 71845 A
v F227]e A% BAsla A4 ojaksteka X4 7)e =99
LoAdE At =3 ul7)7kA 2499 g, Al A F
7 99 g1 5 A4 olatsleka: T3 AAES) T o) E
23] §% A7 UAS FA A3, 45} Vs, 2543 A%

—  7IEH =X

2N 2|

—  AE7IREEX|

V%, BAP B, AE 25 JUT B4, 45 N A¥8 5
o2 ARskale) AN,

2. MEF 2M7IA ZES 2I8HIMO T2 TX|
9 o] S5

IMO9] 2A47}A 25 THAIE Fig. 13} Z2o] IA 713 23,
A 2, AAER A AN AR TS 5 gk 4 =
A A 3R el Ae] SRS BiEE 2050373 7H] 100%
(Net Zero) 5A1717] S8 o 2H A2 A= Qi) A4
07 THE FX= MEPCIA A =951 e F2 FHT
O F oRF7HA] FAEA] BkES R Bt

2.1 7|85 =X|

ke 71sA X5 S AAGARE Co, viEHs dE
£t} MEPC 6221 3]9)(2011'd 7€)l A ¥ A HF
(MARPOL)Z 7§A 38t} A1xA oY =] & &2 A %) 5(Energy
Efficiency Design Index, EEDDE A&al5 om, 2013 o] F A
ZEE F BT 400 £ o)) Az Aeke AAdAlo A EEDI 7)
F7k& wEA)A o} gt} EEDIE 1£9] 322 132 (Nautical
mile) &5 vl BlET 2102 Y= o)atsleks ko Ao
=™, 318k vlellA AAl=lojoF Strh(Resolution MEPC.203(62)).
EEDI A4t A] 4A 38 538 ¢ 5 glous dulgos A
}EFREF(DWT)E AM3FICH EEDI T4l 20139 o) %] Az
= AuRtE 2008 0] AxE A8 div] 0~30%2) oA B&

from 2013

Fig. 1. Key IMO measures for GHG reduction.
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o] /WA= EF X7} A=) 20133 K€ 201537F4] 0944,
20159 5E 20209714 1967 (10% %), 202035 202537}
2] 2941 (20% 7), 2025355 334 (30% A=)l 23 F8E
7o)tk &, MEPC 753} =2] ¢4 EEDI 39A19] 3¢ 4% 2
B3 A EL AP, 38 IS 22280 Y= T
7)% EEDIE U% 73513t} Ao L 35 3L
202290 = FFzlom, Hute] FEDOWDEE AFES 15% ~
50%7F 2 2P 3)s1el ot AukslE4) (General Cargo Ship), LNG
S 22 o784 15,000 DWT ©14F 7224 HA (LPG 24k
A ALAANE 202290 % AR o ARKEL 30%E HAIE
o4 o]tHIMO Secretariat[2020b]).

EEDI( gC0, \ _ CO, MEAT x duaulE x 71859 )
ton-n AEEHEED) < A 59

2013@ EEDI £ |8 1xso] 351 Q= dF A
T 713 A& F4317] 98 dEHANIA AE& A (Energy
Efficiency eXisting ship Index, EEXI)7} =21t} EEXI 27
at 2 2/9gke] i =2 785> EEDI A&V AuheiAd
A2, 4008 o)) TUF AFolA AL, AE ek 2023
919 1 o)F R WA A, 3 T A7EAF 2R 9A
SZ¥sks AAF ©)A9l EEXI 23% A% ATS dEslof gt
(IMO Secretariat[2021]; Resolution MEPC.333(76); Resolution
MEPC.334(76); Resolution MEPC.335(76)). 415 & F7]¢f W&
5L X4 EEDI AEE 2971(20%)°0 7)4kslA|gE, 424
4 340 disiAs diE e} H91(20,000 DWT ©)h)E 5718}
o, G AuetEe] thsle] 7]& AR 72 5% 43l EEXI 7
SES L3131, 2% o AHl 4 Ro-Ro AulEe] i)
A& EEXI Z5E-S 513 23881k @A 58] AA-
EEDIS} 2] 1314 7588 283, ¥4 FAlelA 878
EEXI 71&8ke Q5she Aol 34| oAUAZEFA (IEECYT &
Fad.

F7)1ZAZ A =5 e Ve FAZE dEF 247}
2 ¥FA|5(GHG Fuel Standard, GFSY’} Sit}. Adt d8f A
A8 7KLife Cycle Assessment, LCA)9} 97A|=)0] Auke] A7k &
5f AK-S 7ECE A 78 2471 g AFE(GHG Emission
Intensity, MJ/gCO.eq)S Al ¥Hl= Fejjo]t}. o)Aksleka(CO,)E
7180 7 dlar 27k~ Qs wek(CH ) oA N,0)
7t Z3EA =9, Al AL, 5, A 5 A el ois) &
AEA HEE AUEE Al @A F R 389 7|Es A3
oz At

2.2 28 =X

FEA] oflA] B8-S A% 71 A BEXIS BAl &
2] TAIQ1 e} @AFoRE X]4(Carbon Intensity Indicator, CITe]l
gt =27} 0] FeiR . Cl= FE 5,000 o3 A3 Aetel]
HLEH | 3717 L2714 AHHISWG-GHG) 62120193 119) 2

34 -3 4

72} 3] 2] (202012 3¥), ISWG-GHG 825 7 | MEPC 763} 3] 2
2021 68)ellA CIl 8718 o]3& AA3sl7] f7t XA 450]
A=A, PEAe cl A58 20199 diB] 20269714 ¥
1%, 202035 202237k 47 1%, 20233FE 202653714
A7F 2%, 2027dFE 203097141 9] 7HA-E&-E IMO @7]12X|(ClI
4l EEXDS] &3}7] o]sfo] HEE:= 20264 oF =251 2%
SP)|Z stgoM, Al =9 A &) & AHES T
F71E2] 7393 wbEE 202735 F4E AEES AFRg 73
313 Aolgl= Yigo] ALA(MEPC.337(76)0 BAIES] At A
= MARPOL ¥4 63 21A T13(Q845% dlolE ] #%
T3 2 3oy ue} AEE MO HEt A84 R FRHAAH
(IMO Data Collection System, DCS) H|°|E1S &-83}o] vid 12
2 319719 A7k-3 CII RS Akl F) A2
of gt} FEFL At 23l digh ClI FHgE HAST F AF
H 9] F5-& @33} 23814 (Statement of Compliance,
SoC)E vt} oo w2}, 33 A& DEF E=HIEE T
TS S Muke A1 2] (Corrective actions) 02 74| @
THIMO Secretariat[2021]; Resolution MEPC.336(76); Resolution
MEPC.337(76); Resolution MEPC.338(76); Resolution MEPC.339(76)).

2.3 AIE7|9F =X]

I AFEL IMO 247k~ 715 BE 248 §18) 23 37)
ZAE AHs= &8 A&k Qi) GFS Al=s} 87 Feks
A8 =998 A3 Y8 a7 A A, s
TAEMT A 5§ FHOo 2 sh=7]g°] sk dot. uet
A 7167 ZX|(GFS)8F B4 H3(GHG Levy) = HlE @A
A (Bmission Cap-and-Trade System)®} 22 A2 X5 A gsi=
Zell (Basket of Measures)E 2]710] 717= %] 2= ISWG-GHGS}
MEPCoH B =97} 8= 3 Qo) eaPgs-S IMO Algt
AR AEFH FHAIAH (MO DCS)E E-i31] 2471~ vlEs
3 FEES Faska 7158 &85k A=t viEdAUA=
Bl 83998 A8l MO 247k AE B 248 B8k,
&g glE 53 FU3E FelE A=A (First Mover)oll Al €1
AE) B E AFE 5 3= A=o|th. MEPC 807 5]2j¢= A
FEFA|(Goal based Fuel Standard)®} 247} HiEZ]| 714&
H-3}51= A= (Maritime GHG emission pricing mechanism)S 2
ol =981 HFoE o S ATES] Bt Ao, Al
N AAF X AR 4t 712X+ 20279 5€ Al
B FAZ sl FTRILH7L 38 A 20253 B-(MEPC 83)
ol 912 o).

2.4 MEtg MIPY WIKLife Cycle Assessment) X|&IA

gAAE ¢ F2& 9% AEdE GHG Fgs A9y X3
A(LCA Guideline) 7]'e) IMO &7) 88} FRZXZ F3o] gl
Su, MEPC 787120229 62)°lA LCA AAA 72-& $3t 3]
73+ AF-2AK Correspondence Group) 91 YAFHE 5218130t} =



IMO 247k~ 215 4] the-2 S8 A olitstaa: 23719 E A /e W3] dig ud

Grey Liquid Hydrogen (NG)
Grey Ammonia (NG)
Biodiesel (Raps incl. LUC)
Grey Methanol (NG)
VLSFO
MGO
HFO & Scrubber
LNG (DF-Otto)
LNG (DF-Diesel)
LPG
Bio-Methanol (O. Waste)
Bio-LNG (DF-Otto)
Bio—-LNG (DF-Diesel)
e-LNG (DF-Otto) 0msomm
e-Ammonia 038!
e-LNG (DF—diesel) a2
e-Diesel @
e-Methanol @
e-Liguid Hydrogen 0

(=]

200 400

339
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Fig. 2. GHG emissions from Well to Wake perspective by ship alternative fuels.

AEAA BlEE = oisleka s AA vlEe) oF 2.9% F
o % AURISE Felskl 28] S8 B4, &5 dAlA 9
&) S7kEE < fohs v AZEch LCA A ¢l
A9 AP RE AN AT A 2P (Well to Wake) 2
A7EA wiE o] o] 9o, 2471 IulEe]e] wiek(CH, )
oI WN,0pF ohitshA (CO) B E3H o it wlet
o3l 40 2471~ 3= GWP 100 7|F2=Z CO, thy] <
2141, 3108] F=Fo]c}. LCA XA 29k 2023 72 MEPC 803}
3|2 ofl ] A=) 9 2. (Resolution MEPC.376(80)), X134 B¢+
S 9% A5l AFF At £33 IMO ANFFolA =
ISWG-GHG 163} 3]¢] A A&7} 38& MAE 43o)ct.

Fig. 2& T2 A d859] A 73 271~ alE3s RaiEg
(INTERTANKO[2022]; Lindstad et al.[2021]). A}~ 7S 5
3 A== o] 4, adle] R}, Tdle] HgeL 7|&
MGO(Marine Gasoil) BT} 2271~ viEsgo] B8 AT o
gt IMO AR 396l e Te)7|F3ef o138E i e
LCA &M 9] eaFHAR Age] LgFo|c},

3. 88 dm A M8 7| g

ALAAE Aduto 2R wiEEHe SA7MAE A7) fsiA
7% 3, At &g AMAH) F et 7jed A2 o
2512 Qi) Y E FEHHAR] HATERI(MAERSK LINE)S <l

2 BEE 10% 7= ZaA0o2A dgn 2 o)asieks wiE
9] 10%~30%% 753 vt Q). Ty Auke] 74 3L T
FA<l digte] E £ glod, AR F7 Aute] 3 & )
AHuko 2= o] 223t IMO GHG 43 TR IA T &
A7 25 BRE 2P feiAe ok wiEwe] AL
Ak 2 Feka gAldEe] o] eFo)eta sk ok
(IMO Secretariat[2020a]). Yo}7} MEPC 802} 3] 2] of|4] &€
IMO 18} 2471~ 71783252023 IMO GHG Strategy)el= 2030
W7kA] Fekh AE(Zero or Near-zero)s FH& 5% AM-(10%714]
=#)eh= 7o) 9)E-F(Levels of Ambition)oll &= o] 3t}
(Resolution MEPC.377(80)). &F IMOAIM = 3l S8+ES 2
Asp) 3l Fea AsRo) APL FRFR= FuHlE F7)2AE
Aeg 7F5730) FFSHIMO Secretariat[2023d]).

HZ FAF o A w1 Y M AIdEY F2 SHE
Table 13} Zo] 2]} tHKOREAN REGISTER[2021]; IRENA
[2021]; Lindstad et al.[2021]). o} EelA] A% A= 2= o}
4% gaFEATI A7ET 1o, ZF Ag9) o] Aol
BE 30 54E vy #4431 E3ljof gt 53] A5 At ¥
T B 7R Aol e) F27)E ASEE X453
o7 PUHYE For} sl

3.1 ME YE 3 FXT|E HE
A AT AR Foll GaEBe) AU A2 AKAY 3
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Table 1. Evaluation of eco-friendly alternative fuels (Liquid)

oldy - =8y -84 -8 4

72 a8 ©h Sy deAur ds
= MGO LNG Bio gas Bio diesel E-Methanol E-Ammonia  E-Liquid Hydrogen
LHV [GJ/ton] 428 48.6 . . 19.9 18.6 120
Volumetric energy
density [GIAm'] 36.6 20.8 - - 15.8 11.5 8.5
Storage condition gk 2 -163T -163C 4, A A4, e 34T 253C
Fuel tank size 1 (Ref) 23 23 1 23 4.1 7.6
Relative CAPEX 1 (Ref) ~13 ~13 1 ~L15 ~1.2 -1
o o 3k
pvibiiy | AEFLUAE AN Az sFeAz sgaey, FUNES gizqag 95 UNELEE
A A s A
o ggo] F4 AL o el 2 QR ol47 @7 = 24 A) F |23 AY 1] & 7ok
Fuel cost [$/GJ] 12 9 7~49 20~ 66 31~74 22~41 22~42

2, A3k A7k~ (Liquefied Natural Gas, LNG) ZE|Z Aol A
2453 9ot LNG 98+ 20200 A1&HE 2 7f4l(Sulfur Cap)
thso] 7¥sstar, nlMwA] B ojAksleka A7to] 7Fssle] xpAlTh
37 Ad A5 A FEWo) girt, 7]Ee]= LNG 24004 2
A5H= Boil-Off Gas (BOG)E A} As=4 &-4313 21}, LNG
o] Aol ¥7t goll me} Wt o= LNGE 95E =9
stk

Aetell A oF -16358] LNG= A3 A] GhA|AR-lo] ),
9] B oLy x] WX (GYm*Y MGO tjy) 2k $230)7] o
o, 593 3717} oF 23007} Bt AW A F7)7 AR
2 g5t FAL FA1Q LNGE 713AAA ARgsliof 5H7] o
ol A5AA » FFAAH S 275444 (CAPEX)P] MGO
thy] o 1.3ulo|c}. 2} At QiR 7)E0] AEEHE QL 2 1)
2% FRA0 ujgge] FFSIhs HellA] wlFFQ] A5elH, )=
Ag3lso] 9 Ho| ING F2Aete] 238 o Ut

AFH WA ARE AFEGA 7] (Well to Wake)S T FS
|, 71& SRAILS] A8l E (Heavy Fuel Oil, HFO) thH] INGS] &
A7EA ZAHL oF 16%~25%Z ATt LNG A Dol
&S E €O Bt AAA o= B A, ks A5
33%7H] FUhE & 221K Austrailia[2020]), IMO 247k~ 243
B E g4 YEie Fes B B2 HAT 30 I
Aot

LNG 915°9] @0 2A, dek&Ey olr7} IMOeA] =2 Hi1
Ut A olAksletag} 7 wel(CH,)¥ oM A A N,0)F &
kA= FHFsle] A BIaA =97F ARE I 1o, LNG)
FAEQ veke] 24 F3H= ojAkslekA tiy] o 28w = L A
QTHIPCC[2014]). WinGD jit 2] X-DF €13(Otto Cycle) thAl
MAN ES jit2] ME-GI <1 (Diesel Cycley2 AHE-E 739, gk
3 olarE AR F5E 9 o, AR 19 7R2~@F 300
barys Fwot7] S8l S552] W= 1% 7117 T8 FA
(Pressure Vaporizer Unity’} ‘2% Al &t=]o] Az kel galsojof
sk, 13} AR Qo Aksl Fuljakx]) B2 FH2A A HE F
= 7 /= it

LNGS} BEo] F5%1 Q= Ag4 98 F 3hhe veeo]

ot 22 A& AgtellA ARo] 7hsdla dizlo] ofu 7iE
o] Au} W7} o)FA| 11 Qi AAZ AA FHof #4191 dvl=
HATRHE 20219 8E8& AlF o2 XF7HA] 193] 9] vehe 2
208 Aeely Aeks FerzAds|oe] Wsia ). vige 4
5+ At 88 HA|(Tank to Wake)dllAd CO,MiIE RS 123
o MGO th¥] F 7.8% 24714 HlEHE A5 E F . 54
T AQIAE 7ke 2 THE A= o] wekee] - A8 4
A @AIE I25PA MGO diH) <F 12% 2471 wiEse] $7t
H Ao A HINTERTANKO[2022]).

vl kA vlo]Q o)A Fo] Hlo| 2 AT HA Hukedlz 2
WA AZTEE vl 48 F ok FellA wlE@AolchDrop-
in Fuel). IMOIX = 30% ©]3} H] &= E8E vo|eAs AM-&
A% FLsl4lo] MEPC 76akollA 5R1= AL, F/JA S (Synthetic
Fuels) 94| vlo] 2 Agel & ARgz7do] FL-35o] MEPC 793+
oA FAEATHIMO Secretariat[2021]; IMO Secretariat[2023c]).
AR FE T2 E8% d vle|eds s & 7 EXo] 8
3}(Land Use Change)s T3S ul 24714~ =L ] of
H9H, 25 o o)t QIEke] i A 2 ofaige] 3l A
o= gt HaLf 58 B8 ulelednt R oE A
E53 glon), 98 (Feedstock) 7 7HJell wie} vlo] 2. 7lAe
oF 7-49 $/GJ, ¥lo] 2 T]AL <F 20~66 $/G] IEZ AR 71F0)
A3 a1 ATHIRENA[2021]).

32 PEAEASE R W RIS HE

#HZ IMOIME A A (Well to Wake) Tl 4 2] 2
A7pA o] =9 9low, A tokst Fekk wasy 9
7} 2A8E A0l HEH T h 2471A wiE23) g
A}t 237)E, A5 4 2 HAE 718 Bl FHReE 31y
o @A) I3 gEYols} T¥ vgkgo] 7Fg fE% FHE #
A8 v Qi)

FR Yol dlehsE, N34 {7} (Liquefied Petroleum Gas,
LPG)%} £4J°] A A1R13H(Low Flash Point) AEE #5
gt <17 3 A5 FF Al2EE e o LPG Al2"ET A3
FEE 378 5 o, 84 Ud7d, Q5333A, d88a
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MG0 100% I 100.0
MGO 50% + NH3 50% | co.7
MGO 40% + NH3 60% I 60.5
MGO 30% + NH3 70% [ 207
MGO 20% + NH3 80% [ 36.5

MGO 10% + NH3 90% [ 20.4

MGO 5% +NH3 95% [l 10.8

0.0 200 40,0 60.0 80.0
CO; Emission Relative to MGO (%)
Fig. 3. CO, emissions of Ammonia fuel according to MGO blend ratio.

S gk NEASET F4 daRt Eh gRUol As = A
Abgl 94 A7) Bl §4AFH AR o] AP ZoE =,
8% T4 ZlsEh-Eari)e] oln) dsdte] ¥ =3 B 7
A s dj) ¥l 3R Y Ao 7|uElka Sick. AR Yok=
oju] 4] A7k W¥sdn| 2] YulEA, vl7] 7k A 3R] (SCR)S
Z) BAAZA AFEES] gtov}, AEE FHFE ol 54 &
A7} Y= HEZ} Dedict =3 Well to Wake #7142 1
A gEYol F5 AT FAR Axele] ofFt efdA AES}
A At A5 EA ] dEYele] ot AtARI o371 w9 F
28 o)}

AL dzlolela EPEE GFLUole] A4 54 wiel dA 7)
EZE A3 MGOE U8l A (Pilot Fue)Z ARg-3lof 3t
}. Fig. 3= MGOS} ¥EYot £ Hl&e] WE CO, HiERE B
o FETh MGO2] FEFH(LHV)S 42.8 Gl/ton®] 3L, YL o}e] 1t
48RS 18.6 Gl/ton 50T}, AEellZ 9] f-&o] FYslttar 71
& 100 ton®] MGOE AHE31A] 4= Q1= Ae}t 531 oy A]
£ o 9 230 ton] ¥EYolrt Lo ). dA 7)&
FEOEE MGO 30%S} dEYoL 70%E E48h 210% B}
3 glor, ojuje] LA7EA 7HE YL oF 50% F=oIt) F,
dRYo} AielFle] AER] ok=rhd PR Yol AR = Tank to
Wake PO E Fek4 871 € 5 Qi AR E 7iEs
Ak ado] kR Yok= it gellA el cot Al 8
t}. Tank to Wake @AOIA HlEZFE 0°0.F 7Y 31 =, Well to
Wake CO, HIE 32 MGO Y] F 36% F713ict.

DNVE ¢EUoRE a7|de] A 430] 20259 AFHH o]
Fojd Zlog oslar JUTHDNV[2021]). 2025974 Eye} <l
7 7)s7lde] PR =ik, 4 olrel ti¥ 7)E0] vl
I8 gRUol A 1 WAY X e} 7 E = e Az
o] 294 ZoZ gt @A A AA Rl F Ak o
19} 8,5008F Eou}, tiF-e] w7Fse] A A4ilsle] vlgE &
£33 3 FAH O Z A== B oF 1,8008HE o). &

Table 2. Expected CII reduction rates from 2020 to 2040

ar  BA¥E T CIAS EE MOCHAEER o1
T 27 4EE (20199 dH) (2008 thu])
2020 1.0% 1% 30.0%
2021 1.0% 2% 31.0%
2022 1.0% 3% 32.0%
2023 2.0% 5% 34.0%
2024 2.0% 7% 36.0%
2025 2.0% 9% 38.0%
2026 2.0% 1% 40.0%
2027 2.5% 14% 42.5%
2028 2.5% 16% 45.0%
2029 2.5% 19% 475%
2030 2.5% 21% 50.0%
2031 2.5% 24% 52.5%
2032 2.5% 26% 55.0%
2033 2.5% 29% 57.5%
2034 2.5% 31% 60.0%
2035 2.5% 34% 62.5%
2036 2.5% 36% 65.0%
2037 2.5% 39% 67.5%
2038 2.5% 41% 70.0%
2039 2.5% 44% 72.5%
2040 2.5% 46% 75.0%

EuUels A A5 2 883P7] SN A5 T3 HAD
Q1xe}l 2o oiF] AE = HEZF L Q3 AJRolH, IMO AR:
& BAY JAZephA] A AL AES digF 20359
AEZ A ASHTHIMO Secretariat[2023b]).

wlekg-2] Z-foll= AAA Al 78 FAE Bl 9L 1
a9}t di7]eld 23 4 ¥ (Direct Air Capture, DAC) ©}3+3}
BT S48l AL erleheo] 83} Hojof 247 S
Aol th-g0] 7Fs2 Aoz ot 2o ¥4 AL DAC,
A8 4 FHelA 225 E AUAE 1A 7]E Ak B
Th= gke] v Zejd, 2050373 At 2go] A3} Hol= 30~74
$/G] Y Fo = A= THIRENA[2021]; Lindstad et
al[2021]). HZ IMOE AHAIF 02 1§73} diAAE] 718
A& HX5= FFT Project(Future Fuels and Technology Project)s
a8 oH, AT Al edHe-E 343} A1HE 2038
722 S AFTHIMO Secretariat[2023b]).

G4 Tank to Wake T0llA FA ouA| o= A8 o 873
f3l B2o] A3 ¥ HA) 2=t $AE IMO 247 25
olarE thE o ¥I=A] adEofof sk A AxoIH, S5
o} 71& o7t A3s] Wt 48] A oA UE(142 kifg)
£ 958, A euA] A RAeA (8.5 Gl/m’, Liquidi =
o 2o}k AH] 49 B 25352 AR 257 g WolA
g AEo] HgEiA = FAE 2} F54F B e o}
2, dA5s AR AFAAE L A FAZK 2P o 71E
HFO Q8413126 ty] o 768 2 #X|H, o)i= thE 449 318
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Al Adfst 4TS E 5 AITHKOREAN REGISTER[2021]).
IMOE 748 A5= sk oi¥ 23873 713 (2-Stroke) 712
¢ ol#g 2oz AU on, AxdA] 43} AHL 20379
7oz SAFTHIMO Secretariat[2023b]). ZAAE}EE AT HA]
(SOFC)?] A% 4% 35 255 500T oPF ok 517] gl
A5 FaAIAE 4 =3 o B33tk Park and Kim[2011]).
4 A0 A4S FH o 1PL o, &)z el giE A
Aofl L= ojelf] Holn, A< Auke FHe=E &84 7t
SAo] Eol Hlth Well to Wake T $lofl AFE AR
Yo}, e-flgh29] 98849 4 viea] I Qs 14 A%
Bk 09k Alge] 9 2@ Z0R 7)ot a5a A
A7 @A 40 $/G) TEOE FotEL, Al AR 2 7]
H g 9 A Qs IE3E F3l 2050373 = 9~28 $/G)
2 A= 3 QITHIRENA[2021]).

4. {& O Lt=iEks ZX| 7| 32| Hedd}
A e

4.1 M4 OJASIE EE| 7| £20| Eey

20219 620l 713 ¥ MEPC 763} 329l H Bagds 245S
$)3} 982 2] (Carbon Intensity Indicator, CIT) ©]3-& $]3 7}
o|=g}]l 4710] At BaAtE 715 ZEE= 20083 iy
203097F4] Hi 40%, 2050714 HA 70%01H, 2019 71ECE
29%S] ZAE-& QSR 2020 ©1F HE #A5EC] UEiAE
343 7 oA ze) 7} wl$- FeH, o3 FALL 2 20205
20227}A](Phase 1) A7} 1%, 2023%E] 20267}4] (Phase 2)&=
ATt 2%T AEFE ZEFE 40%S 4 2AIE Fok. 2027

80%

NG A&
mm | NG AM2A| @4 CO2 BEEH|E

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

o1dd - =9 -

34 -3 4

HE 20307H4% 20263 Review ©1F AAsH= 210F AAEIA
O, f8 7S FHOE 2.5% oS A A58 Y=L
S THIMO Secretariat[2021]). ¥ =%l = 20273 H-E 204010
7H] CI A5HES 2.5%= 7F938ka, a8o] dle-E, LNG 958
AR S w B3 A €O, THEE Figs. 4-500 TSIt
olm 7elo] wierST} LNGE] 24714 745 I3 Tank to Wake
oM CoxrE T Hste] ARslEon, o] ¢ 1o vekeT}
LNGS] 227} 715 o8& 2}2t 7.8%, 25.3% ©|CHINTERTANKO
[2022]; Lindstad et al.[2021]).

Lo}l -9 Tank to Wake T M) CO, BlEH-E 00]
1}, o} Yol 100% Aidzlo] =R ok A& 13l
3 A8 AR gl ule} 247EA 725 Y =24 7K
BI5ic. HUR AR AN B)1E 20%, 30%, 40%2 73F, GEYo}
AR S| 27k~ A5 AL 22 oF 63.5%, 50.3%, 39.5% ©Ith.
MGO AHE Blg<] w2} L et A4 Co, EH&E Figs. 6-8° &
Asiich

AEE IMO At 247kA 245 Adells 20308744 Fe4
A S(Zero or Near-zeroys #2& 5% AR (10%7H4] =8)sh= A
o] 2J&+F(Levels of Ambition)oll ELFE o] gt} 203037k
A <) diA A5 =9E d7g01H, A ojilsieka 33
A2EE T3 gRYel, T¥ Hgkdo] EFF 07 EEE= 2040
WA7HA] IMO 24714 745 BE o|3g S8l rEoR AL
Eojof sh= Adtle] 71EE AtErt. £ FF e-Fuel 52 A
Alggo] TE3| JEEHA] 18 A4, BF dee, BF dEYole}
37 A% oiksfeka TR AIAE (Carbon Capture System) 71&9]
g-gEjojopx|ut 3lE IMO 2471 45 Aol d&2 = %
& Fo|t}.

—~IMO Cll Z&ESH 0|2(200844cHH])

O N b a® o @ 0 AN R O D N 0 0 A D O
"\59/ ‘L& "b& 'b& "\r@, ‘L@ 'lr& ’\Sg' ‘b& "'v@' ‘L@, '\/@ '\r@ 'béb"\ssbb‘b@ '\r& ‘1-@ "\réb '1.-& "\9@

Fig. 4. CO, capture rate required for increasing CII reduction rates when using LNG.
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Fig. 5. CO, capture rate required for increasing CII reduction rates when using grey methanol.
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mm 2 2 L{0F 245012 (MGO 20% NH3 80%)
—=IMO Cll ZESH 02420084 CHH])

Fig. 6. Required CO, capture rate for increasing CII reduction rates when using ammonia (MGO 20%, NH; 80%).

4.2 Y20 E MAF O|AISEIN EE| J|&2| F2 Ol
Rl ETR-

Fig 9= A%} o) Aksbetd IR A2 H(Carbon Capture Systems)©]
NFEEE BoiFr}, A4 CCsE 0, TA7EH o, A% A%
71€E FEE 5 Uk A o)A Ik diEy
2] 0 2 1= F(Absorption), ¥2]2t(Membrane), =A12(Cryogenic),
F2(Adsorption) 5] )ou}, ¥ AN HZ|7kA Zijte] B
2 9= E54 AL AgF oz fEt F5- e o9 B
2-318Hg JEalgo) 73t AA EAE 0|83} €05 TS}
237K ks 2814, 38y FAlEe] L gaEe] 443t
Helor, e} 7zl A AFe] ¢58 7l s ¥

o, AdE & Tl 3 Avle] Rt I, ) A
| Aek 200 5 HF AL Besith A oPIALE F
TFAE AHEE B¢ AdHoE 2 A7) 22 (eF 34 G/ton
€Ok, thie] eluiAl= 7HEskq Co%t FFAIE Relshe
A AH)E7) (Reboiler) BFoE LR HT)

4 €2 I3 Avje} b=A A= THE o5 A
oM EHOZ YA AFE = Qlotok Tt AA 1% 7]l CO,
A 4, T4 AA €O, A% B4, A COo, A WA (=]
oelx), A& HkE-E T MA MYEEEE 5), AR L F
3 1A AGEEHAIDE, Slo|=HR)E §) FHE AshHs
o] HEE I Aot A 2E ] FHEEA R BAY, $F &0



344

80.00%
70.00%
60.00%
50.00%
40.00%
30.00%
20.00%
10.00%

0.00%

S P

2151 L{O} 245 012I(MGO 30% NH3 70%)
—IMO Cll ZESH 0 2(20081401H])
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Fig. 7. Required CO, capture rate for increasing CII reduction rates when using ammonia (MGO 30%, NH; 70%).
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Fig. 8. Required CO, capture rate for increasing CII reduction rates when using ammonia (MGO 40%, NH; 60%).

d T8 FHHoE BAIUE wl, T AA Co, AR o] 7}t
Z el e o= 39t 9 AA AR A A TA
g o)AbsletaE ABA)A oF 7415 barg?] U L7)ol HFe=
Wajo)c},
2 2 IMO FFT(Future Fuels and Technology) E.324 o] W2,
A} olabsleka I 716 203097 €9 715§ Fe AN
2 Agont, -8 99 9 Ao Bud A8 RS £F
Baa 715 Aok 28y F Bl A4 ojalslea
IR 71EL 2050 B2FH APE 3 =) GEEojof
712 ARl Jlon, 7[EASEE Fol7) A% A 2
AZ0) ul$- 23 AFO|THIMO Secretariat[2023b]).
F4 oA XY A|ARE ofn] $380F JdEe] o

4% 2o AE3PT g8 Tieclth a¥lE B8
Hi7)7k 249 tel, A A4 331, 29 1 F A
M Oget 71e olsree] EAET & AFelde A olikst
g4 I3 AlA"o] 7ER)= 713, AlEF olwE ddp] f%
T A7 e AT

42.1 ¥4 A%

CO.8} FrAIE Helahr] S olUA7 AdiF o g HA &%
He Al FFAL] AL, o1F ML Al ElojAA v]E-g A&
o} g}, AJEo) MY olAE FTAE AT A4, BlolA
2 B E-g ARt 4= glon} XA 9 Bl AuiFos L& oy
27} Eo71A B} 239 7], T, AN 58 AL
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Il CO2 Capture

Fig. 9. Concept diagram of onboard CCS (Lee[2021]).

2 335le] F5A £ 248 Agsiof & Zloi),

30149 CCS 7led Aty 2AA, AHE 33 55 ol
JoE ggFEgon, Ui a7k F €O, 557} 12~15 mol%
FFo)t}. At LNGE 952 832 1 7k~ <1xe) Hyy)
I F CO, FEE 4~7 mol% 0 2, Atk ¢llx] 7] 2 gh=
F7A AEZ HE=EA] E 2 81t}(Ji er al.[2021]; van de Haar et
al[2017]). CO, FE7} 2 wi7] 7k 204 9] & 213 MEA
(Monoethanolamine)’} %412 0 2 HEF )31, T8-S Table
3o A28t Luo and Wang[20171 17 MW 35,000 GT &
BRSO F 35 wi% MEA F4A13 AME38151eH, Co,
FE 5.69 mol%S] ¥7|7EAE Ul o R 73% ERES 8IS
ol E CO,Z ¥H31=t] Q3 SRD(Specific Reboiler Duty)y=
3.77 Gl/ton ©|2It}. Ros ef al.[2022} VIEHE DerisCO, 23]
E9] g7l 4HIQ] LNG fuelled heavy lift shipS THAFOZ 30 wt%
MEA &FAE 443+ CO, capture processS A5 o).
66%~84% capture level2 =273 3}7] 9% SRD+ 5.28 Gl/ton ~
7.05 GJ/tonZ A=},

CO, IFEE &9 SRDE 2F7] Sl 1 o] &4
£ E£8% A+ 32Ut} Feenstra er al.[2019] 8,000 DWT
WIS O Z 30 wi% MEA F<7A4] B 30 wi% PZ(Piperazine)
FAE H43 A daxy A2 NEEAE 8IS o
A gl ING 7] 458 HESN 2, 4.8 mol% CO, F=E 712
H71 720l A1) 90% FEAE-E 243815t Lee e al[2021]2 3,840
TEUR HtjA (Feeder Container Shipye O 2 8 wit% PZe} 22
wt% MDEA (Methyldiethanolamine)® &3t FrAIE &850
A BaEA A2ES A9 0, 62.8% F& 2498 A%

Table 3. Studies on solvents and SRD for onboard CCS

SRDE 3.3 GJiton®]SiT). Ji ef al[2021} Tl S ARS8 LNG
SHHAE dPe g A4 §AT R AJAH BUlS JL251T MEA,
DIPA(Diisopropanolamine), MDEA/PZ 5 t}okst £33 A4S
H| 83t DIPAE AR BE W 718 52 oUA] 28 HdsS
Holon olm SRD7} 3.22 GlftonZ AAFET)

FF IMO 247k~ 75 Al dle-2 §13 LNG Hl&E, 945
Yo} 5 ek Adt A5/t E-8-4 dgolw, Asel wet wiz) 7}
2 FAgo) 2l Zlolt, LNGS) Hlgheo] 0|2 3N A4H
& ¥i7]7k~ Ul COo, & ¥-&2 2F 9.5 mol%, 11.5 mol% ©]
g, AAlALNNE HYF7F, EFE Ah, G FeEQ
3 €O, FE7} 5 mol% ©)3tZ e ). ¢ryole] A9 FF
A7 7)Ee) =3 EFE H3 AT AMEEo] SEHA H7)
7k CO, =7 AF o] o Ao ) o= Cost
AjEoz sulgh wj7)7kAE g oE FFAIE At 24
Al2"E Ao} she 71E3 dAIE Ul o]9) o] ALE

£ d8ol wet FHFe] FA| AFo] HEE|o} 311, CO, F
F Jeg a8l FFAE APRE A5 A" SRD7L #
S5 F712 4 Stk Autel A= Steam AAlo] w9 A|FHZH Q)
A& 3133149, 1 ton®] COE AT o £E=+ SRD7} 3 GJ
olspt HEE Ak Zlo] Fo% A IQEJ} & Aot &=
3, F7H(Absorber Column)ll ] IHEES =0)7] $13 7]
7t ¥ 452 T AAE 3 tiEiAE A A5 9 ul7)
7t 220 5 AR slslojor & Aot

422 %% 7le 1x3}

e A9, ofdl AEe] FrAlE S8 F2 Y
o] 713 @A digle] € Ao st FAlE o2t 3
321 £40)7] wiizell, FAIeh cos RElshe HgelM &7
e A7) 338] Fob. oA 28k, A A% (Stripper Column)
] A8)57](Reboilen)elA 33F2] 2do] 2 ®rh &4 2A
&9} t2A| Aol ARE HRsEp] 93 227t Bast
72 FA) 7Fs% EF AT o9 5 3]
w ol Aute] GAEE Al2" 7 UlF- 853 (Heat Integration)
7)) 153} Eojof g}, Aute] wi7)7kA HES Huigk 35
slo] A€)S AR § 9= A|AE(Economizer 5) 1A% $
g3t} 7E AFME AplE7)e S8 A"E AP §
3 vi717tA HE S ER3150H, tere] A ks 2E
3255~430% O E A 71 3t tHLuo and Wang[2017];
Feenstra et al.[2019]; Guler and Ergin[2021]; Ros et al.[2022]).

3,0l F

A2} Solvent Target Ship w717k CO, ¥ & SRD [GJ/ton CO,]
Luo & Wang 35 wt% MEA 35,000 GT Cargo Ship 5.66 ~ 5.69 mol% 3.77 ~3.85
Ros et al. 30 wt% MEA LNG fuelled heavy lift ship 4.5 mol% 5.28 ~7.05
Feenstra et al. 30 wt% MEA, 30 wi% PZ 8,000 DWT Cargo Ship 4.8 mol% 4.37 ~5.89
Leeet al. 8 wt% PZ, 22 wt% MDEA 3,840 TEU container feeder 4.3 wt% 3.3
Jietal. MEA, DIPA, MDEA/PZ LNG carrier 4 ~ 7 mol% 3.22
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AL HZole A7 &80] /A E wet w77k 2571 200
EAFE dolV] o, 28 24 81 H & /4HE A%
Uiy 25 71e0] 6§ ax3}Eojof & Fojr}.

4232, A3 A 71E

Al X AR COLM 7 58] BEEES AASI ¥4 ¢
o] A3} A= 7)E LT e A] F Qslc) Aol CoS
AR 71 2949 Fele $ AR 3Rt INGAR
Eoln] A43EQ 3, 2. A EWI} 20% A= H7] WE
o, FAlel 2#3HE Co, TR HEE Y 5 Ut} ING
F7ute] A-g A, 71317 (Forcing Vaporizer)$} 17|51 Boil-
Off Gas (BOG) 713} ¥4 (¢} -1635)& CO, &3}l B83h= 21&
AZFE 5= rH(Lee ef al[2021]). LNG 2o % o gh-S(A-)3}
Rjolel 345) 57} Aekk AR E I 1HE F Yo,
A9 247~ 7% oY, A8 AR L&, W7k 250 gl
U 88 o5 g 458 o] 28k Aot 2 F- dis|
38 48 53 0] 5(Benefity} g An] FHZ YK H)
£(Cost) & 3}E AAF &S FHHCE T8, AFE,
24 0N L Fosle] A|AH F7) RS Aslof di).

CO%) AFAL 9F 5.1 barZ, AA A2 AAH7] el E=
A48 87171 R skt A F1he] Ao Jf= A/t
9] 79, AYUH = Bi-Lobe FE(IMO Type-C B3)E 24
7t 7ZFssHl e, ZdlolyiA F8 A9l 33 &7 A48 )
A o] 12E 43 ¢4EE7) Jide] B E ot

424 %% ccs 7159 AAA

A5 7l& 153E 53l 1 ton] COE EAFR=T| 295 =
H|E-& FH43)slof & Ao}, A4} ojaksleks ERAAEL] A
AL IMOOIA =253 Q= AR kR )9} Feki AR 71
ule} W5k Eck. IMOAME 7R FAIARQ] @AY= (GHG
Levy) 9571 =253 Q1A] 987] W, Fe4 A5 F dEsh=
ke Yole} 7|E AE(MGO, LNG) 714 2l & &-f3e] A4+
CO, 7.3} A4 u]4-2] Al &3l 1ot} MGOSt LNGS
4310 1G9 VA E e A== €O, B2 0.0748 ton,
0.0570 ton°|t}. 1 4 AAIAI o] T3] F3HE 2050973
I3 gREYo} 712E 22-40 §¥GJ, LNG 7182 <F 9 $/GJ, MGO=
°F 12 $/G) FF 0= =) 31 IrH(Lindstad ef al[2021]; Lagemann
et al.[2023]; IRENA[2021]). AF 3 AEMGO, LNG)$}F 17
R olele] 7k L 10~30 $/GJ A% xlold ALz A=,
A2 Co, A v A4S Fig. 103} o] Akt

I3 gEYo} 7o) 71 B 7B 71E A8} 71 Alo)7}
10 $/GJ 7019, o]l MGO ¥ INGE Q8= 831= Aule] Co,
X7 -N5-A% u]8-2] AeHLS 134 $/ton COZ} 175 $iton CO,
F30] & Zlolrk. 17 ¢RUo} 7He) 40 $/G) FEoE D
"= MGO 2! INGE 985 #831= AEtolA] 401 $/ton COT 526
$/ton COZHA] 4 CCS 710] ZAIdE §HE + & Zojth

34 -3 4

600
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H|Z ABEH($/ton CO,)

300

200 --MGO

0

A CO, S - 45t - AfR
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2= 71 x}0I($/GJ)
Fig. 10. Upper limit of cost for onboard CO, capture, liquefaction,
and storage.

425 Aeke-E G5 B4 g w1 F 3}

A o isteA 7S T Yle |7 Arle] A3
o] it} ule} £19] Aeke 64+ = &5 (Surge, Sway, Heave,
Pitch, Roll, Yaw)& 31, 53] AAGAe|A 71&Y(Tiltinge] &
Zdnle] mxE Gl AEEH oF & Ao}, 7L, 34 A3o)
F4) & WE g F Sle 871 2 9 7]5(Operation
Philosophy)°l] tigt HEZ} o & A0 =% Aztec}. volr} gt
A= 221 3 olakaleka T W A5l AR AR TR,
% 58 TRHL = 38l A FEs] AT A=A
AH A3} A77F AFEE Faf=ojor & Fol.

426 2%E #HA3}

IMO7} A} 2A7EAF £0)7] $13l A1 X124 B85k
et L] ) 8- A (EEDIS} A oA £-8X]4(EEXI)
= A3 Auppre) wet % 74350 24 Fe9 2%
2 (Slow Steaming), ol ) x| & &7) A FH]|(ESD), A& A E
(LNG HE&E 5) 55 B3 24 713 A5 53X 2589
=g APEZ BA510] COo, THANAE T Q ojRel 488 4
Ao} i}, vie} ©hA¥ R Adn|o] o] B i, v]gHe)
XS S B8 TS Ao} gt

3 BA o] dl3 Eo] FuF o= Lo)3t HFe] gl kit
o 1A Ao AHY dl3 ALgo] uf¢ AT A& gl
o} o) A¢ tAdE FANAH AR, A5 TFAAE)
A olalslea: X AAEE 1 AT mE 3E HY F
7t 34 a1l ) AAH fgo] AAE ojof & Aojr}.

427 37 A= 7=

Aol IHE oA = A A% B3 TY 3 B
= 2@, Heto] o] At HE wf steE|oof st 1
23 AAARI 247 FAH0 F olojx|#E |4 CCS 7RIAKE
(Value Chain)@} A@=|ojo} 3}, 3] CO= Purityd] Wl #Ha
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6~7 barg V3O = AEjof 37 wgel] FFelA dA co.F
geo 2 Aty Y EE BOGE BEE & A& Q=g
oist A7k B e skt oA $4 CCS 7RIAEE 4AE - o
£ £5(CO, 99.7 mol% ©)3, 5 30 ppm ©|3} F)E F 3=
71%6-& ZAFF & Ao|tt

42.8 AP IF(AMO) THA 3-8

A% o) AseA 3 71eE B AFATe} B 7]
&9 LA7IA 2% A7 IMO A ZAYY I N EHES
She oAl 850 7)& 3831 9 Rgele] uig- T8kt 9
# © 2= EEDI/EEXI/CI Ak2]e]] A7 olikstets: ¥37)=2] &
W7 e F AES i3 850) Beda, F7|F o R At
f A987} AFHA(LCA Guildeling)ol] 224 o] Aksbeka I 77]
&9 A7) ZW9E - AUEF AT B5-& A &3o) 3
o}, i3S MEPC 762H7E] A4 ofAlslekd: IRAARIS] &
A7}~ 4% E39F EEDIEEXI/CII A14) o] wrdslaa} sl
glow, 1 A7} ISWG-GHG 162P7HE T =27} A&k o4
o]tIMO Secretariat[2023d]).

5. E

FABAZ 1T (IMO)= Al 802 3|83 2.5 914 3| (MEPC)oll A
2050373 7k4) f-2ek ©AF (Net-Zeroye AA8H= 71 A=
(2023 IMO GHG Strategy)e A=3}5it} A3 IMO iAol of
$3P7] S8 Tk gaFy Aukis E9lo] Evlsh d4)
29| 7H8A T AR A 7T A F27)%e) AsEr)
=2) ¢t} olo)| F7] 87X (Air Lubrication), ZE] A< (Rotor
Sail), 3= A3}, ovA] FFPA 5 A4} oA E&E F
313 & Qe okt AAdE kee] @A A7EHI leH, 1 F
NNE A ol X3 7)ee] B IS B Qi

3 A&H o2 AME Al g LNG Hehe, gEUol2
=, A AR 2 71E 559 IMO 24712 Al
9] T FHUE o A ojil3tea IHAAE E3l0] A
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