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Abstract: The indicators, characterization factors and calculation models for EIA of land use oriented to LCA and China
circumstances were provided preliminarily. The assessment indicators consist of time, areas, net primary productivity
(NPP), organic material content (OMC), and slope of land used. The characterization factors and their equivalent factors
based on NPP, OMC and slope were established respectively. The calculation models and examples of EIA of land use

based on the community theories were proposed. The case study showed that the methods proposed here ould provide

preliminary technical framework and related parameters for LCA of land use.
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Table 1 The characterization factors and equivalent
factors based on the NPP of various land

vegetation cover types
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Table 2 The characterization factors and equivalent

factors based on the OMC of various land types
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Table 3 The characterization factors and equivalent

factors based on the slope of land used

H IR C) FEAEALIE M RH
<2 0.02 1.000
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Table 4 The comparison of ecological impacts among three land

use alternatives (m?-a)
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