Green-GEAR

Green operations with Geometric altitude,
Advanced separation and Green Route charging Solutions
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Solution 3: Green Route Charging

A two-step approach to incentivising environmentally-conscious route planning

Initial solution: New en-route charging Full solution: Reducing aviation's
mechanisms to help reduce CO, Opposing Stakeholder Interests climate impact (CO, and non-CQO.,)
emissions and promote more through the avoidance of climate
environmentally friendly flight paths. Environment hotspots as defined by algorithmic
Reduce climate change functions.
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