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Application of LCA to Difference of Environmental Load by Distribution & Sales Types
A Case Study of soft drink
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Table.1
[km] [%]
R1 -D.C 10 500 100 t km
1 R2 D.C- 2t 100 50 t km
R3 - 20 -
R4 -D.C 10 500 100 t km
R5 D.C— 2t 100 50 t km
LCA R6 - N _ N .
R7 -DC 10 500 100 t km
CO2 Eg D.C- 2t 100 50 t km
40 70
Table.2 D.C
[m2] [day]
D.C - 1
LCA 18800 ]:'35
350ml 110 1
0.5 10
LCA
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