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SUMMARY 

Executive summary: This document highlights the assessment of 281 exhaust gas 
cleaning system washwater samples against 54 test parameters, 
including PAHs and metals, for comparison to IMO washwater 
discharge criteria and selected national and international water 
quality standards and land-based wastewater discharge limits 
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Introduction 
 
1 The information contained in this document highlights the study of 281 EGCS 
washwater samples collected from cruise ships and analyzed against 54 test parameters, 
including Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) and heavy metals. DNV-GL Maritime 
Advisory Services compiled, reviewed and evaluated the laboratory test data against IMO 
washwater discharge criteria and compared the laboratory analysis reports against selected 
national and international water quality standards and land-based wastewater discharge limits 
to provide a broader perspective.  
 
2 Washwater sample analysis shows that average PAH and Nitrate levels are well 
below IMO washwater criteria and there is little to no contribution from the Exhaust Gas 
Cleaning System (EGCS) process to concentrations of the number of trace metal parameters 
(Arsenic, Cadmium, Lead, Mercury, Selenium and Thallium). Sample analysis shows average 
washwater concentrations are below the limits for comparable land-based industrial point 
source waste water standards, e.g. the German Waste Water Ordinance and the EU Waste 
Gas Cleaning Water Standards. Average washwater concentrations also compare favorably 
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to water quality standards with strict criteria, e.g. the EU Surface Water Standards and WHO 
Drinking Water Guidelines. 
 
3 The complete washwater sampling assessment, which is publicly available online,1 
provides an objective evaluation of washwater for consideration by the Committee in the 
ongoing review of the 2015 Guidelines for Exhaust Gas Cleaning Systems and washwater 
discharge criteria.  
 
Background 
 
4 Appendix 3 to the 2015 Guidelines addresses washwater data collection and 
requests shipowners to sample and analyze inlet water (for background), water after the 
scrubber (but before any treatment system); and discharge water for specific parameters using 
EPA or ISO test procedures. Moreover, in paragraph 11.19 of document PPR 6/WP.20, the 
PPR Sub-Committee encouraged interested Member States and international organizations 
to undertake further scientific research and to submit results to future sessions to facilitate the 
work on the revision of the 2015 Guidelines.  
 
5 The 281 samples compiled and assessed were taken from 53 Carnival Corporation 
EGCS-equipped cruise ships between 2016 and 2018 in order to better understand the quality 
of EGCS washwater and parameters present. 
 
Sampling and analysis methodology 
 
6 The sampling process incorporated shipboard training and US EPA-referenced 
sampling protocols for consistency in collection, sample integrity, transfer protocols, chain of 
custody procedures and documentation. Samples were taken at the seawater inlet, at the 
EGCS tower outlet, and at the overboard discharge outlet. 
 
7 The parameters tested for each sample are listed in table 1 below. 
 

 
Table 1 

                                                
1 http://media.corporate-ir.net/media_files/IROL/14/140690/Carnival-DNVGL_Washwater_Analysis_2018.pdf 

http://media.corporate-ir.net/media_files/IROL/14/140690/Carnival-DNVGL_Washwater_Analysis_2018.pdf
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8 The ISO 17025-certified laboratory analysis utilized in the study established analytical 
methods and procedures for measurement techniques, standardization, hold times, and 
calibration. Samples were analysed for net post-EGCS concentration, i.e. concentration at the 
EGCS Tower outlet (immediately following scrubbing and prior to mixing or dilution), less the 
concentrations detected in the incoming seawater. The intent in using the net concentration 
was to correct for the amount already present in background concentrations in the incoming 
seawater and to accurately show how the EGCS contributes to a change in concentration of 
each parameter. 
 
9 The objective of the assessment was to evaluate average washwater concentrations. 
Identification of correlations between parameter concentrations and fuel type or quality, fuel 
consumption, dilution rates, flow rates and engine loads were outside the scope of the 
assessment. A separate, but related, accumulation study is underway using the MAMPEC 
model2; CLIA looks forward to informing the Committee of the results when available. 
 
Observations from the lab results 
 
10 A significant number of samples for each parameter were "non-detects", indicating 
that an analyte was not present, or present at a concentration below the lab detection limits. 
For results reported as non-detects, it was conservatively assumed, consistent with US EPA 
statistical analysis guidance, that the sample was half of the detection limit. 
 
11 Based on standard statistical analysis consistent with the United States Geological 
Survey's Statistical Methods in Water Resources, outliers more than three standard deviations 
from the mean were excluded. The percentage of samples excluded varies between 0.4% 
(1 sample) and 3.2% (9 samples), out of 281.  
 
12 Distribution of "detects," "non-detects" and statistical outliers for select inlet and 
post-EGCS samples are shown in tables 2 and 3 below, respectively. The inlet samples 
(table 2) consistently showed background concentrations of metals present in the incoming 
seawater and a low number of detects for PAH. The post-EGCS samples (table 3) show an 
increase in detectable levels of PAH and some metals.  
 

                                                
2 The MAMPEC model is recognized and used by regulatory authorities in the EU, US and by the IMO for 

ballast water discharges. https://www.deltares.nl/en/software/mampec/ 
 

https://www.deltares.nl/en/software/mampec/


MEPC 74/INF.27 
Page 4 

 

 

I:\MEPC\74\MEPC 74-INF.27.docx 

 
Table 2 

 

  
Table 3 

 
13  As an example, post-EGCS sample distributions for Nickel are shown in table 4 
below. The distribution indicates the number of samples above the detection limit, including 
outliers; the number and percentage of samples considered outliers; and the average 
detection value for the parameter tested, with and without outliers. 
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Table 4 

 
Average net post-EGCS analysis  
 
14  Analysis of PAH and Nitrate concentrations demonstrate that average PAH and 
Nitrate levels are well below IMO washwater discharge criteria, even where the strictest PAH 
and Nitrate limits are used, rather than normalizing for operating conditions. 
 

 
Table 5 
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15 The net post-EGCS sample analysis results were evaluated against the following: 
 

.1 German Waste Water Ordinance (Article 2 of 6th Ordinance for Amendment 
of Waste Water Ordinance, Federal Water Act). See table 6 below; 

 
.2  EU Waste Gas Cleaning Water Standards (Annex VI, Part 5 of Directive 

2010/75/EU, Industrial Emissions Directive). See table 7 below; 
 
.3  EU Surface Water Standards (Annex II, Part A, Directive 2013/39/EU, 

amending Water Framework Directive 2000/60/EU). See table 8 below: and 
 
.4  WHO Drinking Water Guidelines (Guidelines for drinking-water quality, 

Fourth Edition, incorporating the 1st Addendum). See table 9 below. 
 
16  These water standards were chosen because they provide relatable criteria for a 
number of the parameters of interest. These comparisons do not constitute the basis for 
determining if washwater is compliant to the selected standards. 
  

 
Table 6 
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Table 7 

 
 

 
Table 8 
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Table 9 

 
Action requested of the Committee 
 
17 The Committee is invited to take note of the information provided in this document. 
 
 

___________ 
 


