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Abstract

Recently, many environmentally developed countries are paying attention to environmental declaration of
products(EDP) and green procurement system where Life Cycle Assessment(LCA) plays an essential role of
a solution tool. Here the importance of LCA is growing due to its appropriate and scientific properties.

In this context, several studies on LCA of electricity generation systems in Korea are reviewed and
compared including foreign those to evaluate the ubiquity of system boundaries and validity of available
results for domestic LCA cases. The comparison vields the techno-political implication of LCA activities in
Korea in order to enhance each LCA entity’s performance capability as well as to promote the compatibility
with the standards for global networking.
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Table 2. Evolution of CO2 Emission in
Domestic Electricity Generation
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Fig. 2. Structure of an Electricity Supplying
System
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Table 3. Assessments of GHGs Emission in
Domestic LCAs for Various
Generation Types (g-C02-aq./k¥h)

a7 A a7 B a7 C
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Table 4. Normalization Values for Nuclear
Power Geaneration (Year/k¥h)
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