Cabin Interior Material Inventory Time period analysed: 10 | years
Impact Criteria Importance: | Equivalent Life Cycle Type: Linear
All values in kg units Seats Cabin Linings Bins Cabin Floor Total Per-Material Comparison: Scores & Ranks
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Initial Design Life (years) 7 5 2 5 10 5 10 4 10 kg % rank % rank % rank % rank % rank % rank % rank % rank % rank % rank % rank
Aluminium|  976.3 0.0i 276.0i 29.7 0.0 0.0 3755 0.0. 1852 1842.7 18.8%: 2 20.0%. 2 17.4%: 2 26.4% 2 19.1% 2 19.7%: 2 21.1% 2 28.6% 2 22.2%: 2 21.5%: 2 52% 0
Brass 18.0 0.0 0.0i 306 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 48.6 2.4% 8 1.9% 8 2.0%. 8 1.9% 9 1.9% 8 0.1% 13 1.9% 9 18% 9 0.9%: 11 17% 9 | 135% i 5
Cu wiring 0.0 0.0 0.0i 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.1% 17 0.1% 18 0.1% 18 0.1% 18 0.1% 18 0.0% 17 0.1% 18 0.1% 18 0.0% 19 0.0% 18 | 127% | 2
tainless Stee! 5 H J B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 641.7 5% 5% 17 .87 17 47 .87 3% 7 1% A% 5%
Stainless Steel 0.0 0.0. 309.0] 332.7 15% 9 15% 9 11% 9 28% 8 11% 10 14% 9 1.8% 10 3.3% 41% 8 2% 8 | 145% i 3
Cotton 0.0 0.0 0.0i 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 35.0 0.0 35.0 0.6% 13 1.0% 11 1.0% 10 0.9% 11 0.6% 11 0.1%: 15 11%: 11 03% 14 0.4%: 17 07% 11 | 161% | 7
Synthetic Leather 0.0 0.0{ 1008.0i 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1008.0 6.3% 4 85% 3 10.1% 4 7.5% 3 6.5%: 3 3.9%: 5 9.7% 3 4.8% 4 7.6% 6 7.2% 3 86% 3
silicone Rubber 0.0 0.0 0.0i 24 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.7 0.0%: 19 0.0%! 19 0.0%: 19 0.0%: 19 0.0%: 19 0.0%: 18 0.0%: 19 0.0%: 19 0.1%: 18 0.0% 19 | 162% : 1
CFRP 0.0] 656.4 0.0i 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 656.4 47.7% 1 | 442% 1 [ 439% 1 | 443% 1 [ 494% 1 [ 512% 1 [ 383% 1 [ 405% 1 265% 1 | 42.9% 1 58% 0
GFRP 0.0 0.0 0.0i 00 129.6.  856.9] 187.0 0.0 0.0 1173.5 54% 5 5.4% 49% 5 4.6% 5.0% 7.2% 8.0% 5.6% 8.8% 5 6.1% 69% 2
Epoxy Adhesive 0.0 0.0 0.0i 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 1.4 0.0%: 20 0.0%: 20 0.0%: 20 0.0%: 20 0.0%: 20 0.0%: 19 0.0%: 20 0.0%: 20 0.0%: 20 0.0% 20 | 187% @ 1
Latex 0.0 0.0 0.0i 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 70.0 0.0 70.0 0.1%: 18 0.1%: 17 0.1%: 17 0.1%: 17 0.2%: 17 0.0%: 16 0.1%: 17 0.1% 17 0.4%: 16 01% 17 | 292% : 2
NOMEX HC 0.0 0.0 0.0i 00 43.6 0.0 62.8 0.0 0.0 106.4 0.6% 14 0.4% 14 0.3% 15 0.2% 14 0.4% 14 0.4% 10 0.5% 12 0.3% 13 0.7%: 13 04% 14 | 105% i 5
PA 0.0 1800  1440! 42.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1750 0.0 379.6 0.9% 12 13% 10 1.0% 11 0.9% 10 1.4% 9 2.5% 7 24% 8 14% 10 26% 9 16% 10 | 108% i 5
PC 0.0 0.0i 1327.5] 24 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1329.9| 2.8% 6 42% 7 103%. 3 3.1%. 6 42% 6 7.2% 3 4.9% 6 4.6% 5 9.2% 3 56% 5 | 134% @ 4
PEI 0.0 0.0 0.0i 00 73.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 73.8] 0.2% 16 0.2% 15 0.6% 12 0.2% 16 0.2% 16 0.4% 11 03% 14 0.3% 16 0.5% 14 03% 15 | 134% : 5
PET Film 0.0 0.0 90.0{ 69.0 0.0 19.3 0.0 70.0 0.0 248.3| 0.9% 11 0.4% 13 0.5% 13 0.4% 13 0.5% 12 0.1% 14 0.4%: 13 0.5%: 11 15% 10 06% 12 | 232%: 4
PMMA 0.0 0.0 0.0i 00 59.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 59.5 0.2% 15 0.2%: 16 0.2%: 16 0.2% 15 0.4% 15 0.3% 12 0.3%: 15 0.3%: 15 0.4%: 15 03% 16 | 92% 4
PU Flexible Foam 0.0 0.0] 1476.0i 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1476.0 2.8% 7 4.4% 6 3.1%. 6 3.1%. 5 46% 5 3.8%. 6 52% 5 43% 6 9.1%. 4 45% 6 | 140% ! 3
PU Rigid Foam 0.0 0.0i 435.0; 132 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 448.2 7.6% 3 5.9% 4 3.0% 7 3.0% 7 3.9%: 7 1.6% 8 3.9%: 7 2.9% 8 41% 7 40% 7 | 151% . 5
PVC Film 0.0 0.0 9.0, 36 39.3 0.0 56.7 0.0 0.0 108.6 1.1%: 10 0.4% 12 0.4%: 14 0.4% 12 0.4% 13 0.0%: 20 0.2%: 16 0.4%: 12 0.9%: 12 0.5% 13 | 238% . 10
Per-Product Comparison: Scores Per-Product Agreement (between 9 LCIA methods) Per-Material Agreement (between 9 LCIA methods)
DB: El / M: CML(nb) 10.8%] 47.7%  23.6%. 3.3% 1.7% 4.0% 5.6% 1.3% 1.9%
DB: El / M: EF 3 113%  442%  27.2% 2.8% 14%  4.0%|  54%|  1.8%  2.0% 100% ° 50.0% i 10
DB: EI / M: EP 2015 10.0% 43.9% 30.2% 2.6% 1.6% 3.6% 4.7% 1.7% 1.8% . /
DB: El / M: ILCD 2011 14.7%; 44.4% 22.3% 3.4% 1.1% 3.4% 6.5% 1.5% 2.7%) 500 ,_.——" . . 42.9% === Combined Scores ; °
Bc ~,
DB: EI / M: IMP 2002+ 10.8%! 49.5% 23.2%! 2.6% 1.5% 3.7% 5.2% 1.5% 1.9% / N A P VA N | R ——— Scores Diversion ; s
DB: EI / M: IPCC 21 100 10.5% 51.3% 21.1% 1.5% 1.7% 5.2% 5.4% 1.3% 2.0% /. Y AN — . — Ranks Diversion .
4
DB: El / M: ReCiPe 2016 11.9% 38.4%  28.5% 3.1% 1.7% 5.9% 5.9% 2.5% 2.1% o i \ SN s i ! 7
DB: EI / M: TRACI 2 15.8%  40.5%  23.1% 3.8% 14%  41%| 7%  12%  2.9%|| g LT I N/ bS P - !
bt PR . . N Do
DB: EI / M: EPS 2015d 12.1%  26.6%  36.8% 4.0% 25% _ 6.6% _ 6.8%  23% _ 22%|| § T N, N/ . < 30.0% = 1 6
. o (%] - w
Combined Scores 12% | 43%  26% 3% 2% 4% 6% 2% 2% ? o ! A Y R4 ) g , Lo . R , 5 B
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Per-Product Comparison: Ranks N ; e . . . \ / "« .
DB: EI / M: CML(nb) 3 1 2 6 ) 5 4 9 7 0% | ¢ S N , 1 oy ) ! \ I i O s
DB: El / M: EF 3 3 1 2 6 9 5 4 8 7 . we N &%) ! Mt * A /
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DB: EI / M: IMP 2002+ 3 1 2 6 8 5 4 9 7 I 4 & F & & e 1 No% 2.1% AN SN 1o [N N
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Combined Ranks 3 1 2 6 8 5 A 8 7 === Combined Scores ~ ====- Scores Diversion =+ — Ranks Diversion ° c;\é’ > &K X N
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