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may also allow their earlier deployment. The subsea design will therefore

allow for their potential future usage.

The hydrate inhibitors considercd were methanol and monoethylenéglycol
(MEG). It would be possible to inject methanol through the urmnbilical,
whereas the viscosity of MEG, in combination with the higher flowrates
necded would require a separate bulk pipeline to be installed. Therefore,
methanol has been selected as the preferred option for hydrate inhibition.
The Oslo and Paris Commission (OSPAR) classify methanol as a PLONOR

substance.

EPA Export 25-07-2013:22:20:28



