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ABSTRACT

As described so far, we made a life cycle inventory (LCI) analysis of Gas energies consumed in Japan.
As stated in the objective of this study, there are ever-growing concerns over global warming problems.
Under such circumstances, we could grasp life-cycle GHG emissions, from production to transportation and
consumption, as exactly as possible for the moment. We believe our analysis results can be of some help to
studying LCA (life cycle assesment) for many other fields.

While specific institutional designs of Kyoto Mechanism are under examination, to consider specific
mechanisms of JI and CDM based on the life cycle concept may be an important subject as well.

In the days ahead, it is recommended to consider supply and demand of the right energies in the right uses
by gathering and analyzing more detailed data than ever and by making LCA of Gas energy by use.
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