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Progress of Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) Application in Floral Industry

LIU Jingan

Beijing Florascape Co.,Ltd. Beijing 100044, China

Abstract: Life cycle assessment (LCA) was a method that had been widely accepted in the evaluation of ecological and envi-
ronmental benefits. A lot of researchon evaluating the ecological and environmental benefits of the flower industry using
life cycle methods had been studied abroad , while was very lacking for China . The research progress on the application of
life cycle assessment of cut and potted flowers in the foreign flower industry was summarized firstly and then the current
research status of life cycle assessment of China's flower industry was analyzed. Suggestions for carrying out life cycle as-
sessment in China's flower industry were suggested finally. Compared with foreign countries, the current research on the
application of life cycle assessment in China was in infancy through comprehensive analysis, it is urgent to carry out rele-
vant research on the main flowers in the flower industry.

Key words: flower industry; life cycle assessment (LCA); research progress
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