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Table 1 Speed Reduction and Fuel Consumption
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Table 2 Fuel consumption reduction-daily difference

between chartered and owned vessels(8.6K vessels)

[4] TMO(2010), MEPC 61/INF.18, 23 July 2010. Reduction of

GHG Emissions From Ships. Marginal Abatement Costs

and Cost-Effectiveness Of Energy-Efficiency Measures.
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