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Life Cycle Assessment Evaluation of Zr—-Al-Ti Combined
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Abstract: Based on the principles and theoretical framework of LCA this paper adopts Eke’s eFootprint data plat—
form and uses global warming potential ( GWP)  water consumption ( WU) and other factors as environmental im—
pact assessment indicators. The product processing process of Zr — Al —Ti tanned cattle leather were evaluated
throughout the life cycle. And compare it with the LCA results of chrome tanned cattle leather to provide data support
for the green leather production. This can improve the LCA database of the leather industry and contribute to the

green management of the life cycle assessment of the leather industry in my country.
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