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INTRODUCTION

The Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) methodology is employed many times to assess Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS)
feasibility. This paper has the aim to analyze some recent LCA studies of CCS, not necessarily related to power plants,
with a focus on the transport and storage phases.

METHODOLOGY

The study was carried out by identifying existing scientific publications on LCA studies of CCS including the environmental
impacts associated with the transportation and storage phase. To this end, the Scopus engine was used with the
following research query: ALL ( ccs AND carbon AND capture AND storage AND Ica ). Only the years 2017, 2018 and
2019 were selected to give state of the art on where is the scientific community when it comes to this topic. In the end, 7
articles were considered.

RESULTS
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. Five out of seven were associated with the energy
sector (this can be from coal power plants to the use
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2) How the transport and storage are characterized in the system
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CONCLUSIONS

In the LCA of CCS technologies, there is usually a broader focus on the capture method rather than in the transportation
and storage part. However, when thinking about improving the transportation and storage technologies, it is important to
have studies that have in their spectra the environmental burdens of these phases. Better yet if even with case scenarios
with different lengths of pipelines and types of transportations and storage. This could be done by considering different
countries for instance.
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