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ITLOS handed down its first maritime boundary delimitation judgment in the above-referenced case. It was started by Bangladesh in response to Myanmar’s offering hydrocarbon concessions in the Bay of Bengal in a manner that Bangladesh considered prejudicial to its rights.  Although it originally submitted the delimitation dispute to an Annex VII arbitral procedure, Bangladesh accepted Myanmar’s proposal to submit it to ITLOS.
To delimit the territorial sea, the EEZ and the continental shelf within 200 nautical miles, ITLOS followed the three-stage methodology established by international courts and tribunals over recent decades.  As regards the delimitation of the continental shelf beyond 200 nautical miles, ITLOS expressly followed the decision of the Annex VII tribunal in the Barbados v Trinidad and Tobago arbitration.
In the Barbados v Trinidad arbitration, the tribunal concluded that "the dispute to be dealt with by the Tribunal includes the outer continental shelf, since [...] it either forms part of, or is sufficiently closely related to, the dispute [...] and [...] in any event there is in law only a single 'continental shelf' rather than an inner continental shelf and a separate extended or outer continental shelf".  In Bangladesh/Myanmar, ITLOS confirmed that the principles for the delimitation of the continental shelf up to 200 nautical miles apply to the continental shelf beyond 200 nautical miles.  It rejected the notion that the physical geology or geomorphology of the seabed in such areas is relevant to delimitation.
The judgment represents an important contribution to the law of maritime boundary delimitation.
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