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ABSTRACT

Environmental regulations on ship exhaust emissions are being strengthened by the International Maritime Organization
(IMO) and the Korean government. Stakeholders consider liquified natural gas (LNG) to be the most realistic alternative to
existing fuels. This study predicted the LNG bunkering demand of five major domestic ports: Busan Port, Ulsan Port, Incheon
Port, Pyeongtack and Dangjin Port, and Gwangyang Port. Forecasting using recent performance data and deep learning
techniques found that the LNG bunkering demand at Busan Port will increase from 220,000 tons in 2025 to 580,000 tons in
2040. The demand for LNG bunkering at Busan Port was the greatest, followed by Gwangyang Port, Ulsan Port, Pyeongtaek
and Dangjin Port, and Incheon Port. The results of this study can be used as important data for the establishment of
government carbon-neutral policies and, in terms of industry, it can be used as key data for investment decisions regarding

LNG bunkering facilities and LNG-powered ship construction.
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1. ME B} o AgFefof stthal FAgic(Hwang, 2022).
olo wuko] Lauat 20204 19 Xk A
F T 71593t 9171 S50 IAlo] AR, FA= o] A 9 B S #g HEGFISEARE) T
of| A& EErASt E20] ZEjx| 1 9} 20164 A 20209 9 “FRHA A5 7| Rl Bt SEH @
SAF7]7H(IMO : International Maritime Organization)2] A| q71dH)yS Aokt
702} SFehE B S QY3 (Marine Environment Protection ol#3t tjj2ty W3tz Qg AHARZA 58 LNG
Committee)= AtA=R9] & THFS 0.5% m/mOZ 7} FE-2 ¥ QITK(Chae et al, 2021). LNG= 7]& t&
THAI T (Peng et al., 2021). 2018 727} 3]9] w= 2050 AAF-Go] 3| FAEHE 99 ~ 100%, DASHE: 80 ~95%, 1
W7zkA] Azt Adek sjlE 2A7FA 5 20089 HiEF AIHA] 90 ~99%, LA7FA 20% AT ZA vl&3HCH(Peng
7129 Autog Fo]i, 2100¢0= AZZE HiEsAt= et al, 2021). 29| A2z} AFEAS 7]EAE (2019 ~
37t AAEJATHDNV-GL, 2019). 20229 6 7H2|d 2040) 0l FAF AR} S4F A%l LNG AT Erd
A782F B9 7|E 2ATMA AEERE T Aot AdTZ Algo] m3tEo] Qirt. o]#gh HH2] LNG HA
A= =971 A} Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries, g Huld F5o= LNG H¥AY $80S0] Agd 28
2022). "|=}, EU 52 20509 2A47kA 745 BRE 50% 7F itk LNG WA $28915-2 AF2] LNG F214048F 41
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%, LNG HHE AH 5 715 5
AHEA ] 593 g2 E-ZFHTH(Chae et al., 2021). &
T FE o] ®opollA 25| EEEI e 9Eyd 7l
3} ek 24, Analogy W 52 ©l85t] I 2%
9] LNG BHAY $8E5 A&stalA} gt

2 A7 v Al 7R SHA 71930l Sl A
A, = APATLY] LNG BAY $8952 F=2 4t
T Ao AFEHA o & A AFHEAE F
A, AR, A, B9 - 3R, BGHeE e A
Y51t ¢ 57 = Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
(2018)7} LNG HAY gujg 1&g AE3S o] 9= 3}
gholw, ARI}L JAGE AR wiEAls| Hol 7| o
tH(Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries, 2020). 4, X<
E2 5o R TRt EopolA &&= dEd 71|
< LNG ¥AY 8950 A&ttt AF7HA] oy A
494 & HHo|= F& Metaheuristic algorithm, Grey
Model, Time series model, Fuzzy model 52| ®W'Ho] &
|HAtk(Nia et al., 2021). & AFXIo] w3t HIZ=
U F8 T LNG HAY o450 HeldE &
&3 AHE 27] ol E3 71E = LNG A
3 895 AR, =37, SHAFL7| o] o
sff ZHget B Azt EAsHA|RE, HERt R ES AlA
gt A7F A S & A= AZTolEet A4
A WHELZ o] &sl AFA e BHXEZ =&ctuA
LYt A, 2 A7 Aie AR, AFd, =4
SRt AFdAS] F8 AEA ] Fa% ARE &
2 5 ook @4 S gAa5Hol g #alol I
oL wjEco} =oh. I Y9 LNG HAY =89
A AR g#asd Y 9 - 8ol &&=
, ARA o2 = ING HAY AEFE, LNG
of thgt £2F JabEA o] F8 ARE &

A7} =Aje] 9 o
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Al o] o]ZojFHt}(Yeo and Yoon, 2012; Cho et al.,
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2013; Bae and Yoon, 2019). 2000 0]A4] 2020% A}to]of
o]Zojz oA Q2 d=&AFo)A= Metaheuristic
algorithm, Grey Model, Time series model, Fuzzy model,
IARY, AlEdolAd, AlYE|le £4 52 ol @ol
L5 AH(Nia et al., 2021).

FZole dsAs= &8 A7 AAol Hls| ¢
uhs] A= E| T 9Tt 2000W o] $3E Az oln
&
A

L1y
Al
B} glolEH|o]| A &89t FATA] oy A —m‘l &
(Kong et al., 2009), J1-3413F= :=_ &3t TAA S HA 2
48 9|=(Kong et al., 2010) A17}t k. _7I~J:’-0]]h oz
Ase L8oto] AFE 7t ALRFS ASsHAY
(Choi et al., 2018), E-&%21 gjoFZ lﬂg@/\]é@ 2990
915} AAFEE o Z(Kim et al, 2019), U ©7] A&2=Q0]
Z(Oh et al,, 2020) AT 5 VFA S &3t f=0] ¢
o] A|ZE 3 QTH(Choi et al., 2019; Son et al., 2022).

HH, LNG ¥MAY T 2d HAH gt g A+
£ ZotE7] 7] okth. £9], LNG B¥AY £8952
gl Atadte elEe FEEYE A7 H
ZYUA 159 FL =2 o|Fo{H}(Chae et al., 2021). ¥
7rE ARQ] YiEo] BuA PR Axgt WhHES A
AEr =AY A7 g2 A ste FEH=E TEEJAT
(Gazprom 2012; IEA, 2019; DNV-GL, 2019; IHS Markit,
2020). AR tist LNG HAH $£894=2 o7 7|3

o] 9]5] H]—ixqog_l_ Y=g, BAFO] LNG HAHY
Q] 8ol et AfBlA BAlo] TARE A%EALE
& o ek A& HEAHL Ao dlS 3 AA gtk
Z}o]&2 JEFFE=H|(Chae et al., 2021), 0] 93-S Fo0]7]

A9 =S W ST Aow HHT 4 At

2 Ul 2 I LNG b“ﬂ Frads e A
SR P T P
7] QRokL, ThRES] ATE wmﬂ %&401 2A9ieh.
29olAdF SH=AIARI DVN Korea (2013)= FAFS] &

7] NG HAY $8 FAHATE $HFol3irt 2035974
$ARO] QSR M MFE YFAL, ING FAAY
QeAEr AZF ING 9% $8FE HEo g £88 =74
o}t Kim et al.(2015)= FAH}9] LNG AT AHFY o
&< floto] B4Rl LNG HAY 33 7FH3} LNG B#A
o +£93E F75}9}. Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
(2018)= =t LNG AT A |42 9l WA LNG
A ZQEE A2588) 252 = W dl&sthal, ot
oFEl ING 34 ZQIFEE HIF o= A A4 LNG 37
B TRE &Stk 1 99 o] tigt LNG 8945
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1¢t Step

Estimation of global LNG |:>
bunkering demand

2nd Step
Estimation of LNG
bunkering demand by

country

3rd Step

Estimation of LNG
bunkering demand at

major ports in Korea

Fig. 1. Research Flow

Table 1. Description of Scenario

Scenario name

Description

Conservative Plan

When the demand for LNG for transportation is small, the coefficient 5th percentile value of 3, is applied.

Standard Plan

Apply coefficient mean value of (3, to baseline scenario

Optimistic Plan

Apply the 95th percentile coefficient of 3, to the case of high demand

AFE 27171 A AT Kim et al.(2017)= 24} ¢
£ AY 5 INGAEFRAMES ARsAFA, el A,
HASEAHOE 7Hgstal, YEFA HetAD, BATE,
ARATFE Tefslo] LNG 407k 245 29 o
T2 Al-Fattah and Aramco (2021)9] A7} th QAF+
A5 GANNATS (the genetic-algorithm, neural-network,
and data-mining approach for time-series models) W< &
&5l ARFtolEtrlotel S=9] Ui +_F ASSHei:

dEds &85 ofUA £of A== T HAYAA
g]9] 240A]7F AE 4= Q of|=(Moon et al., 2022), LEAA
Z5 A Aulact Yol B AN M Aeal
of|& 71A5} f A A" AFE(Lee and Kim, 2021), ©7]4
g $295(Kim et al,, 2019) 5°] k. A7A= =
W =231 LNG ¥AF 2950 "eldo] 284
AHE 27] fA] 2ottt & s AW k9] LNG 1
AQG +£8 FFZ 9 L =2 dS5HsS Holy ¢
Gt Fopol A E-EE = Helde B3l sl 8 IVt
ING W77 528 dl2oind Amaigh

N

3. YEE A HolH

3.1. G7HL

E 3= WA Meta Regression WHS S A AlA
ING ®H#AY #2832 F45idd sz =7k
LNG 7Y 23S F45t=dl, LNG ¥7 3o o
S A HlolE7F BAIStE R LNG BAGH FARE 2
WAG ARE E85to ASshs F54 W (Analogy)=
o] &3ttt o] HFE Tl =EH U] LNG ¥

AY w205 2E E83pA HFHeE sl F &
o] LNG HAY +8FE F45k= 5FF4(Top-Down
approach) H2HE HoHAet. 197 R 264 HPET
(Chae et al., 2021)9] gloJg], HHE, A= A-L5192

<= et
3.2, 124 © M M7 LNG YHE 2 3

A AA ING HAY 87 82 s A
Z 3571 Ho]EE Meta-Regression HHS
wag et A A NG 87
|4 357] Hol8&= <Fig. 2>9F At

Meta-Regressione 54 FA|o] s Aolst A
7 23e 2Bz FYNI 9T
B APATF A3t g2 olE9
WHo|t}(Jang, 2019). A A4 LNG
Sfaf AFSE ALAL ofglst Tt A4
St= Time Aol= £, LNG A48 4=
W %, ING Qlmeh 73 o] EghEn 7}
TH(Chae et al., 2021). Time H4E Fof
AlZto] 71&XEE HEdtt= fEHSsE ARE
(Nagy et al., 2013).
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Fig. 2. Global LNG Bunkering Demand Forecast

= vjEe] S0 Qg WisAo] Qlth & A= b
Y HEGS ] 7Rt B4l SRk 37EA] Al
Q5 8o} 7]EQ2 Meta-Regressions &3l =

29 FAYY Time A% B B ASRL, 1
20k A% 5% WL, FTSHL 95% WIS A}
g3tol o=t

3.3. 20 : Q2 ZIPH LNG HHY 20 M
AL Analogy W3 B 71HS B9
o 2 Aol HE Yol 7Rl dajrE e
A HE
A AL YUY qF oS AMUE Aol
o) 4le] wiz 71EAE Suleld, v A TetulE R
oJn|gtrh(Naga et al., 2020).

y= wai + bias 2)

i=1

20 2 gAI5} 3h(Activation Functions)S &85}

TS &9 A E A4t RS 328 HAE0
Atk gedolA ol -85 &4t k2l Sigmoid
Function®] %= 09]A4] 1 /\]-O]-,] S TE3H(Naga et
al., 2020). &/J3} okr9] 8% AT HIAFEAE o
Eoh= Aot 843} g9 FFolli= Sigmoid Function,
Hyperbolic Tangent, Rectified Liner Unito] ]t} ofgf 2]
2 Sigmoid Function®] AHA2 LERALE
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(unit : 1,000 ton)
Source : Chae et al.(2021)

Sigmoid = 1(1+e™Y) 3)

1A %}(neural network)o] el
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SF o199 ¥eTt IFZ vAY, ol WIATIEE
=itk = AR RIS, Trade, = i A9 A%
E5EE AuEh ¢ = IRl AlA F8 A4
oA PAY HA tojelet BE5F A toje= AFPA
TH(Chae et al., 20215 15}7] wpeich.

3.4. 32 : I F2 AWE LNG HHZ £Q0=

8 P LNG HAY $895E flof =l 3
9 5% A=} Deep Learning?) 7|2 2833t
T LNG BAY 8+ B30 vEeta 71ys
o}, 28 A2t FUSHAl LNG HALY |ARAAR] 2
ARG ARE L8t K5 (analogy) TS &85
Fou, F FhE od ¥AG A5 FHI} 44
Ath ol& sidsty] Yol od WAY A= 4l Azt
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o Ztt.

§2 O oF %@ ool (L

N

E

Trade; , = 3y ; + 0, X Time, + Zﬂlll +e;, (6)
i=1

< ABHTE EE5HL, 5

U FE LI Trade, = i &

T2 guttt. [ =W FE9] gu
H

N
A
rE
3
ro,
&]
S
&
r

=
1o

olu]gie.

(E
= 4
30 og M ~
ol
o

>
oldh
3

o
HEFAIZ17] fEiA AT ¢ e FAGE 7R

o} g ol BRE Yok, F4H s B9
= FRr9] 2025 KE 204097HA 9] EFFE A
Aok F12 7Y Aol 20039 12 A&Ste] 2019
S 172 Bo5t9t. d&d 2y gute] E5HS 59

Table 2. Results of meta analysis

= 57 ] AEE ] 25T vEE g 5 A
Atk olgA dSd Iy IS =T HlEl 227
oA Rt f-EuEte] LNG B3 585 FohAth
5, 287 =7HE 2540 =ed o =7t 8
A& FolA =9 ING HAY 8 5 IyitS &8
Sto, e= 57 PRt LNG AT +2E S35t

U FE2] LNG B§713 20 it AuEe =
< A2 o= 2ok A AA LNG A" =200 digt
37HA AUl 8 B8, fEuEte] LNG AT ¢
80 diek 37k Alue]ert EEHE. o] 37FA] AluE]
L A& goll =W E FaPdee] E5F oS5 vEe
o, Lot =i FaZeE LNG 3719 <89
et 37HA] AlyE oot mEEn.

i

S Furd BEF 47 dolHt YRRl &
ohe S YUERYHAE(SPIDC)] H5tel 2003
dRe 201997 Pd B 4=E Suster

4. MEEM AW

4.1, BNz

1A A AlA LNG AP =20] tish oA =3t
37HA] AluE| o]l AREE 5,9 Al g ot ETh B
Z=0l9] AL L 780.85, 7|&0t9] AL 243489, Uit
Qo] F$+= 3,088.949] S &Sttt

ol 53f, =&d Hd AlA LNG ¥AY 48 dge 3
7HA] AU Q= ohgat Zh AA, 710l H= AU
Q(71&ME 2025E 16,635 Eo|A 2040 53,159
=22 320% 3ot ALE YERT

=4, Bt 20259 12,7111 EojA 2040E
39,4244 Eo 2 310% &St AoZ el A,
SRt A = 2025W 20,5607 =04 2040 66,8943
EO0F 325% AAot= AR AEUo

Variable Coefficient t-statistics p-value 5™ percentile 95" percentile
Cons. 2026.13 0.41 0.68 -7892.97 11945.23
Time 2434.89* 7.57 0.00 1780.85 3088.94

R? 0.6348 Adjust R? 0.6237

* . Significant at 1% significance level

2) Gode 4499 d5ow doly A Bel BA% EAS AP /Y glo] shadth HE AR HA, AAG oS, Aedeld
2, 423t 59 LoplA £ 45 Holn ek Holest Hobas® o] GAHTH: Aol JrkKhalil et al., 2022).
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297 -2kl LNG AT 8 dl5S 9o HA
A AA A9E AYATY HAFE Deep learning 71
283 A5 LNG HAZ 2 ey 24 3
AR89 48 Fgo] Fdsital 7Hgstly] el
194719} 29415 G5 E&E A AlA LNG ¥AY 5
29 U] 2 BAY 25 S e
LNG BAY $85 343 4 9t} 20319 o]FL 2030
Wit 598 HFE e 208 7Pgstget, HAY
&g s 2o ST AY A=} 203087 2
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1gHAlo1 4 al&5 A AA LNG HAH 48 o= gt
2A A 29 A AlA LNG HAY 48 & vt
o] LNG HAY H[E&S Jo HITHo=E Yy
LNG YA 8 9qF g2 ZEsHATHFig. 3).

Lutete] AL 7]2QFS 20259 8823 EofA] 2040
A 2,748 EO 2 312% Aok AoR YEG, By
oFS 20259 6747 EofA] 20409 2,038H EOE 303%
== Ao E UEhth 93ete] 9= 20259 1,090
A EoA 20404 3458H EO0F 317% A= AR
&= At

)
Al 057
& &

,,
Q”ﬁ

Optimstic Plan

Fig. 3. Result of LNG bunkering demand forecast in Korea

(unit : 1,000 ton)

Table 3. Results of LNG bunkering demand: The Standard Scenario

(unit : 1,000 ton)

Port 2025 2030 2035 2040

Busan 221 347 469 576

Ulsan 137 225 315 404

Incheon 108 190 280 369
Pyeongtaek and Dangjin 103 199 296 393
Gwangyang 178 280 379 480

Table 4. Results of LNG bunkering demand: The Conservative Scenario

(unit : 1,000 ton)

Port 2025 2030 2035 2040

Busan 169 261 349 427

Ulsan 105 169 235 299

Incheon 82 143 208 274
Pyeongtack and Dangjin 79 150 220 291
Gwangyang 136 210 282 356

Journal of Climate Change Research 2022, Vol. 13, No. 5
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Table 5. Results of LNG bunkering demand: The Optimistic Scenario

(unit : 1,000 ton)

Port 2025 2030 2035 2040

Busan 274 434 589 724

Ulsan 170 281 395 508

Incheon 133 238 351 464
Pyeongtaek and Dangjin 127 249 372 494
Gwangyang 220 350 476 604

d&Z439] 9= FYrIE Y3 MAPE (mean absolute
percent error)S 8ot y = AZX|, y = LAH

ASAE Suteh(4 7).

100 & v~ vl
Tf:El Yy ™
MAPE= AtZQl MlEg @xo] A2 Z|¢A o

AZo] dupt & o] FofH=A] HA AT 5= Utk B

o] QItHLi et al., 2022). MAPE Z}o] WE4E =9 d

g2 Ad Ao = Prisk=H MAPEZ} 20% °|5tYd 7

BHH oz HERt of|Fo] o]FojR AR Wt

(Yang et al., 2017). Deep learning®] MAPEE 17.53%%

et

PR 3= =W 8 PP LNG ¥AE 589
Solth. |A, sW =8 Tt }A E5F A4 HolH
°} Deep learnings &-8-5t0] nldf| E5F2 ST
mdlo] d&g FrE 95 AREE MAPE= 12.07%3At
# 242 915 RapidMiner 9.9 A4 Z2I1HS ARESH
A},

2 AdFe =U Fd S5 Bsy & 28 LNG
WAY vlFo] LY Aol 7PFsHlH. FAY] 25
2 H]Z2 20254 25%01A] 20404 21%= ZFAGHIL, A
T2 16%0014 15%=2 Frd, AAFL 12%A4 13%=2 5
7F, B - GG 12%0041 14%= S7F FFFE 20%]
A 17%E ZFask= 202 Uiyt B9 - g, Qdd}
T T IR STt A S4Rke] A E T
g} HR-8o] Yol Aoz Holth ol BA E5F 4
2] Hloel] F3 F=ol7} n| af&of wrgE Apolrt.
A &5 AAtolEE &8l Uit 7 ke Agd A
Z& CAGR (Compound annual growth rate)Z AT HH,
HARRS 2003W0) A 2019W7HA] 5.9%, AT 1.3%, B
FRF 6.1%, A 2.1%, FF 3.9%0|c}. Fe-gRl
9] JEL FARS HolAaL e, BH-FHRe

o Ay o

%

ool I,

205 Y 2 FHE LNG HAT 1|0 F5to] 4
FYHE LNG HAY 8 A&5Z 37H] AU = 45t
Aot 2= o 2o 71ty A, AR
2025 225+ EofA] 2040 58UFEOCE 260% Z751H,
AR 149 E04] 409 EO 2 294% F7lotal, I
= 119FE0|A 379 EO = 343% S7F, B - FRIT2 10
ok EojlA] 399k E0 g 382% ZU}5l= ACE UEhyth %
P2 188 EollA 487 EOE 269% F7FolGATt Hpet
9] 7, FARE 20251 179 EoflA] 2040 438 EC0 2
252% Z7V5h, AR 119 EofA 305 EC02 286%
Z7}, QAL Uk EojlA 279 E 0 & 333% ZUl5H= A
o7 yeigth WY - g 8T EoA 297 ECoR
371% F7FokaL, BFTFL 145 Eof|A 367F EOF 261%
Z7sH= Aog2 yehgth

npAero & Wehe] Aol 2025 F4H}FO] LNG
HAY 9% 279 Eof|A] 2040 727 EO & 265% &
7hotH, SAFFS 179 204 S1RFECE 300% S7Fst
AT 139 Eof A 469F EOE 349% F7Fo}a,
- GRS 138 EOA 499F ECE 389% SRt
FF-L2 220k EojA] 60T EOZ 274% ZF715H= A

AR AR e 359 A A&7kt TS
Asf Aderdzell Higt SFFAIE dekstal Atk S 9

O & LNG 3482 Z4]513 th(Do and Lee, 2019).

2 d4s 3A 9 U =5F A5} Deep
learning, WIEHEA, Analogy 71%¥-& -85} 20250 A
FE 20409712 = kel E5ES ASotA, ol
7I9te g2 Sy F8 FJIo E5F HSS ot F
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AFe] 47 20259 229 EoA] 2040 58T EO= A
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