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Abstract

Comprehensive LCA suffers from high costs and time consuming. Hence, the SLCA,
either qualitative or semi- quantitative approach has become an effective tool for
business to conduct eco-design for their products. In this study a software tool, which
utilizes the concept of streamlined life cycle assessment (SLCA), was developed. It is
windows-driven and has an user-friendly interface. A trial version of the software has
been used by an IC company and the test result was satisfactory. Other products
attributes will be integrated into the software in the future to enhance the applicability.

Keywords: Streamlined Life Cycle Assessment, SLCA, Design for Environment

(DfE), Software Development, Localization.
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