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Abstract: In order to analyze the research progress and technical framework of product social life cycle assess-
ment systematically, the literature from CNKI and the Web of Science database is analyzed quantitatively by CiteSpace.
The results show that the evolution of research hotspots of product social life cycle assessment can be divided into three
stages: framework construction (2008—2013), method exploration (2013—2016) and system standardization (2017—2020).
The technical framework of product social life cycle assessment consists of four phases: goal and scope definition, inventory
analysis, impact assessment and result interpretation. The indicator selection process of inventory analysis involves 40 sub—
indicators, among which the core indicators are those related to health and human rights. The characterization of social im-
pact can be quantified by the reference scale approach and impact pathway approach. The reference scale approach in-
cludes subcategory evaluation approach and social hotspot database approach, among which the subcategory evaluation ap-
proach system is relatively complete.
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