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i Reviewieiimalmetvaiung meeds

Definition Study Objectives
Definition Study Methods

Definition Study Work Program
Input, questions, discussion
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LCA accurately informing decisions
and improving environmental quality

LCA being
LCA accuracy actively applied

LCA credibility

LCA feasibility

High quality, transparent,
publicly-available LCI data
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i EXpaneed tecnnolegicaliCoveErage
s Comparability / consistency. /
ransparency x N dLS

Exchange
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SERENS alfeady muchiposiuVeEracuvity
s National data Projects
s Cooperation projects
m |SO 1404x Sstandarads

« LCI programi should

s Compliment, strengthen, harmonize, link
Not

= Duplicate, compete, conflict




User Needs
Assessment

LCI Definition Study

LCI
Program




5 Those who provide LCl aata and sorntware

= Not-for-profit
Those who use the results of LCAS to

= Make decisions in ... }i“d“ﬂﬁ”a governmeny,

NGOs, purchasers
N EEEN

= Provide guidance to ...
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SIGRNTCANHN ACHOSSI &2 WITRINFUSER groues
s By country or region
= North™ ana “Soutn™
= By company size
= By economic sector

= Outreach and involvement must be

comprehensive




|dentify Specify
needs and objectives and
concerns deliverables

<Scope of the LCI Definition Study>

Specify LCI
workplan Program
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SSiDaltel
= ldenuiy nign=neeadraatel
= [dentiy needead charaClerstics ol datal

u Methods
s [dentify user needs for LCl methoads guidancer,
consistency, harmonization. Examples:
« Allocation

« Process type boundaries, missing data approaches
« Flow types to included

« Application = marginal vs. average model, or
attributional vs. consequential model

= * Recommended practice
for different application needs ECEEEE
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¥ INtEmet ierum PENoas:
gional review and comment

nDal drailt author tean

= Global review panel



m [ACIUGES rEVIEW 01 METLNOUS dIVErSILY.
= \Wep-iacllitated USer Input
u [ask 2! LCI Program Work Plan
« Deliverables

« Steps, process
« Schedule, budget
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REVIEW protecels off LCIFdatanases,
WIthr emphasis 0/ these: N pProgress

ldentify oppoertunities tor hammonize key.
characteristics

Status: | Completed

Managed by:

National /
Multi-national

Academic /
Decentralized

Industrial /
Consultant
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S Allocauon metnod(s)

Classes ol INpUt/process included

Elementary flow types, nemenclature
Documentation

Uncertainty; treatment of data gaps
Modeling paradigm (conseqguent/attribution)

Peer review approach and availability
H HEEHENR
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JserNeeads: = Program Goeals

Envision LCIF Program JeJJvermJ

Projects or agreemen
address common data needs

s Stimulated data development in other countries

= Harmonization of national LCI| database protocols,
enhancing comparability and linkability

s Case-based recommended practice on methods
for LCI



