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Spain
FIGURE 27: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO SPAIN
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FIGURE 28: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO SPAIN
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Tirkiye

FIGURE 29: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO TURKIYE
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FIGURE 30: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO TURKIYE
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United Kingdom

FIGURE 31: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO THE
UNITED KINGDOM
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FIGURE 32: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO THE
UNITED KINGDOM
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China

FIGURE 33: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO CHINA
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FIGURE 34: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO CHINA
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India

FIGURE 35: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO INDIA
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FIGURE 36: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO JAPAN
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South Korea

FIGURE 37: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO SOUTH
KOREA
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FIGURE 38: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO TAIWAN
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APPENDIXD
INDIVIDUAL COUNTRY RESULTS (kg CO2e / MMBtu, GWP 20)

In this section, we present for each destination country the GHG emissions intensity of each supply chain segment and
each Primary Fuel, measured in kgC02e/MMBtu at GWP20.

France

FIGURE 39: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO FRANCE
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FIGURE 40: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO FRANCE
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Germany

FIGURE 41: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO
GERMANY
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FIGURE 42: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO
GERMANY
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Italy

FIGURE 43: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO ITALY
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FIGURE 44: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO ITALY
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The Netherlands

FIGURE 45: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO THE
NETHERLANDS
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FIGURE 46: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO THE
NETHERLANDS
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Poland

FIGURE 47: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO POLAND
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FIGURE 48:
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COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO POLAND
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Spain

FIGURE 49: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO SPAIN
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FIGURE 50: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO SPAIN

kgC02e/MMBtu (GWP 20)
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Tirkiye
FIGURE 51:

kgC02e/MMBtu (GWP 20)

COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO TURKIYE
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FIGURE 52: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO TURKIYE
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United Kingdom

FIGURE 53: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO THE
UNITED KINGDOM
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FIGURE 54: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO THE
UNITED KINGDOM
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China
FIGURE 55: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG AND MAIN PIPELINE IMPORTS TO CHINA
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FIGURE 56: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO CHINA
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India

FIGURE 57: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO INDIA

kgC02e/MMBtu (GWP 20)

Japan

700

600

500

400

300

200

100

USLNG PIPELINE GAS
Gulf Coast LA to India East Coastto India South Texas to India 2022 Supply Mix
B Power Generation M Regasification M Liquefaction H Upstream
Transport to Power Plant [ LNG Shipping Transport within Export Country

FIGURE 58: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO JAPAN
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South Korea
FIGURE 59: COMPARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO SOUTH KOREA
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Taiwan
FIGURE 60
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PARISON OF GHG EMISSIONS INTENSITY OF USLNG IMPORTS AND COAL SUPPLIES TO TAIWAN
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