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Research of Combined Containment System for Floating LNG
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Abstract: Floating LNG is a new concept which is used as LNG regasification/receiving facility and for LNG production/ex-
port facility. LNG Floating Production Storage and Offloading(FPSO) concept will put vitality into marginal gas fields which
were delayed because of excessive investment cost in the world. LNG Floating Storage Regasification Unit(FSRU) also provides
commercially competitive and effective solutions to the areas where onshore infrastructure is not well established. LNG cargo
containment system is one of the key functions for FLNG to store produced LNG on a floating structure. This paper presents
a new technology related to a LNG containment system; a combined cargo containment system utilizing the advantages of
ilndependent tank type and membrane system. Technical advantages have been validated through research work.
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Figure 1: Concept of combined containment system for LNG
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Figure 2: Concept of combined containment system for LNG
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Figure 6: Unloading pattern of each LNG Tank
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