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Abstract:

 In this study, we allocate Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions of electricity transmission to the consumers. As an allocation basis, we introduce energy distance. Energy distance takes the transmission load on the electricity energy system into account in addition to the amount of electricity consumption. As a case study, we estimate regional GHG emissions of electricity transmission loss in Chile. Life cycle assessment (LCA) is used to estimate the total GHG emissions of the Chilean electric power system. The regional GHG emission of transmission loss is calculated from the total GHG emissions. We construct the network model of Chilean electric power grid as an undirected network with 466 nodes and 543 edges holding the topology of the power grid based on the statistical record. We analyze the total annual GHG emissions of the Chilean electricity energy system as 23.07 Mt CO2-eq. and 1.61 Mt CO2-eq. for the transmission loss, respectively. The total energy distance for the electricity transmission accounts for 12,842.10 TWh km based on network analysis. We argue that when the GHG emission of electricity transmission loss is estimated, the electricity transmission load should be separately considered. We propose network theory as a useful complement to LCA analysis for the complex allocation. Energy distance is especially useful on a very large-scale electric power grid such as an intercontinental transmission network.
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1. Introduction

Nowadays, electric power is the second-ranked final energy source in the world [1]. Since electricity plays an important role in the economy and industry, governments regulate the environmental impact of electric power. Life cycle assessment [2] was established to analyze production systems in terms of raw material use and energy demands in the late 1960s. The “Resource and Environment Profile Analysis” model from the United States (U.S). and energy and material models from Britain, Sweden, and Switzerland played a fundamental role in the LCA framework [3,4]. It has been used by governments and research institutes to study the comprehensive environmental impact of electricity energy systems [5,6,7,8,9,10]. An electricity energy system mainly consists of electricity production and transmission. Electricity production generates electric power from combustion of primary energy resources at power plants. The generated electric power is transmitted from the production site to the electricity consumers such as houses and factories. Therefore, the life cycle environmental impact of electricity energy systems should be estimated considering both the electricity generation and transmission processes.

Previous studies estimated environmental impact of electricity based on an electric power unit, kWh [11,12,13,14,15]. The kWh-based unit allocates the environmental impacts of the fuel combustion to electricity users according to the amount of electricity consumption. Since electricity production and consumption are managed based on the amount of electric power, a kWh-based unit is intuitive to interpret and the result is compatible with other applications [16]. Accordingly, a kWh-based unit becomes a common functional unit for environmental impact assessment studies. However, the kWh-based functional unit does not necessarily reflect the transmission and distribution behaviors of an electricity energy system.

Transmission load for delivering electricity from power plants to consumers varies according to their location in an electric power grid. Yet, the kWh-based analysis does not separately consider the transmission load, so that the environmental impact of electricity transmission (as we will illustrate below) needs to reflect the different transmission distance. Figure 1 illustrates a simple example of the cost-benefit mismatch in an electricity energy system. In Figure 1, electric power is generated at a power plant (P1) and transmitted to the consumers (C1 to C3) through substations (S1 to S3), transmission cables, and towers (T1 to T6). Consumer C1 takes electricity from the local substation S1. On the other hand, electricity for consumer C2 and C3 is supplied through the local substation S2. As each consumer used different transmission facilities, the environmental impact of transmission should be allocated differently according to the transmission facility occupancy rate. For instance, since the electricity transmission flows from the right to the left in the system in Figure 1, substation S1 and tower T1, T2, and T3 play their role only for the consumer C1. Therefore, C1 should take responsibility for the environmental impacts of S1, T1, T2, T3, and transmission cables between them. However, the conventional kWh-based unit allocates the environmental impact by using only the amount of electricity consumed, and the different transmission load cannot be reflected. Consequently, the structure-dependent transmission load is ignored and it is impossible to estimate the proper environmental impact in an electricity energy system.

Figure 1. An example of an electricity energy system. P symbolizes production, C consumers, T power-grid towers and S substations.
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In this study, we develop a method for allocating the environmental burden of electricity transmission loss. We introduce energy distance to include the individual transmission load of the electricity consumer in an environmental impact analysis. As a case study, we estimate the regional life cycle greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from electricity consumption in Chile. At first, we analyze the total life cycle GHG emissions of the Chilean electricity energy system in 2012. The GHG emissions are estimated by the life cycle assessment (LCA) method. Then, we convert the total GHG emissions into the transmission load based on the transmission loss ratio. Finally, we allocate the GHG emissions of transmission loss to provinces in two different ways by using the conventional kWh-based unit and energy distance, respectively. The result shows the effectiveness of energy distance in comparison with the kWh-based unit.



2. Method


2.1. Goal, Scope, and Functional Unit Definition

The goal of this study is to estimate the life cycle GHG emissions of transmission loss and allocate this cost to the users of the electricity. Restricted by data availability, we set the geographical and temporal scopes to Chile in the year 2012. We use energy distance as an allocation unit instead of a kWh-based unit. Specifically, we allocate the total GHG emissions of transmission loss to each substation proportional to energy distance, so that substations could be assigned with an environmental burden including both the amount of electricity consumption and the transmission system load.

Since the detailed information, such as the topology of the distribution network and the consumption data of individual users are not available, we consider a substation as a group of users. Functional unit of this study is electricity transmission losses of a province in Chile for one year and we allocate the GHG emissions by the energy distance. We compare the result with the one by the conventional method in which the GHG emissions are allocated by electricity consumption.



2.2. Data Collection and Assumptions

We collect inventory data from the year 2012 regarding the electricity energy system in Chile. Specifically, generation mix, the conversion factor for transmission loss, population of provinces, the connection configuration of transmission lines, and the number of power plants, substations, and towers for life cycle inventory analysis are collected from the year 2012. However, the amount of electricity generation is generalized from the six-year time span. It is because a power plant could stop working for an entire year for maintenance. If inventory data are collected from a specific year, it could distort the results of our study. Therefore, we collect generation data from 2007 to 2012 to obtain the generalized electricity production data. Among the six-year generation and consumption data, we select median values in order to avoid using the extraordinary events such as momentary operation stopping for maintenance. Except for the electricity generation, the other data for life cycle inventory analysis are collected for the year 2012.

The major electric power company in Chile is Centro de Despacho Económico de Carga del Sistema Interconectado Central (CDEC-SIC, Spanish for Economic Load Dispatch Center of the Central Interconnected System). It supplies electricity to more than ninety percent of the population [17]. We set the system boundary to regions where CDEC-SIC supplies electricity. Our regional system boundary covers region III to X, XIV, and RM as listed in Table 1. Region II consumes electricity from not only CDEC-SCI but also SING such that region II is excluded from the system boundary. Seven kinds of power plants are included in the system boundary: coal, hydro reservoir, hydro run-of-river, diesel, natural gas, wind, and biomass. Therefore, we collect inventory data regarding the seven power plants and transmission facilities for six years from the annual CDEC-SIC report [17] and energy statistics report [18]. The detailed statistics of the regions in the system boundary are described in Table S1.

Table 1. Included regions in the system boundary.


	Code
	Region
	Capital city
	Area (km2)
	Population





	III
	Atacama
	Copiapó
	75,176.20
	290,581



	IV
	Coquimbo
	La Serena
	40,579.90
	704,908



	V
	Valparaíso
	Valparaíso
	16,396.10
	1,723,547



	RM
	Santiago Metropolitan
	Santiago
	15,403.20
	6,683,852



	VI
	Libertador General Bernardo O’Higgins
	Rancagua
	16,387.00
	872,510



	VII
	Maule
	Talca
	30,296.10
	963,618



	VIII
	Bío Bío
	Concepción
	37,068.70
	1,965,199



	IX
	La Araucanía
	Temuco
	31,842.30
	907,333



	XIV
	Los Ríos
	Valdivia
	18,429.50
	363,887



	X
	Los Lagos
	Puerto Montt
	48,583.60
	785,169










The total amount of electricity generation is larger than the one of consumption in order to compensate the transmission loss, power plants’ own consumption and a sudden peak demand. Electricity is lost during transmission as heat and power plants also consume electricity to operate the facilities. We estimate the amount of transmission loss as seven percent of the total electricity generation [19]. Since the power plant’s self-consumption for the facility operation is less than one percent of the total generation [17], we neglect the self-consumption of power plants. It is common to consider the electric power grid as a flow network satisfying Kirchoff’s circuit law [20]. Accordingly, we assume that the net electricity generation is equal to the consumption in the Chilean power grid network. In our model, only power plants generate electricity and substations consume all the generated electric power. Towers do not affect the system in terms of the amount of electric power.

A local substation distributes electricity to the connected local consumers. However, we assume that a substation consumes electricity as much as the sum of its local consumers do. It is partially due to the lack of information of distribution network and the purpose of this study, which is to develop a method to reflect transmission distance. Note that a substation represents the group of consumers who are supplied electricity distributed from the substation. The detail inventory data about the amount of electricity consumption in the system boundary are listed in Tables S1 in the Supplementary Material.



2.3. Inventory Analysis


2.3.1. Network Analysis

Transmission load of electricity can be analyzed by using network theory. Network theory is used in the area of computer science, network science, statistical physics, etc. and is related to graph theory of mathematics. Network theory analyzes properties of an individual node such as centrality and functionality, or global properties such as robustness and vulnerability of a network [21]. Since network theory takes a pattern or unique characteristics into account from the complex graph, it is applied to study an air transportation network [22], efficiency of wireless networks [23], vulnerability analysis of electricity grid [24], communications at a social network service [25], disease spreading [26], etc. Previously, Lim et al. [27] applied graph theory to calculate transmission loss. They use what they call a “loop-based allocation”, which is a purely topology-based approach, not separating consumption and supply of electricity. For our purpose, to fairly allocate the transmission costs, we need a more detailed picture of the losses. Therefore, our model of transmission loss is more detailed with an explicit separation of supply and consumption.

We construct the network model of Chilean electric power grid. Parts of the life cycle inventory data such as the length and number of lines of the transmission lines between power plants, towers, and substations and the amount of electricity generation and consumption of each node are used to construct power grid network. Power plants, towers, and substations are represented as nodes and each node is connected with other nodes through transmission cables, which are represented as edges in the network model. Every edge has weight as the number of cables multiplied by the length of it. We set the coordinate of nodes as the actual location of each facility in Chile with a minor rearrangement for a better visibility.

Electricity is an energy commodity that flows through electric power grid lines. When an analysis estimates environmental impacts of moving agents or commodity, the estimation could consider not only the amount of commodity but also the distance of transportation. For instance, an LCA study for personal commuting set the estimation unit as “person kilometer” to consider both the number of passengers transported and the distance of transportation [28]. Since electricity energy can be quantified and transported, it is reasonable to consider electricity as a moving commodity as well.

We developed energy distance as the allocation base for this study inspired by the “MW mile” concept of electric engineering [29]. It is designed to involve not only the amount of electricity consumed, but also the transmission distance (Equation 1). Energy distance of a consumer is the sum of the amount of electricity consumed multiplied by the transmission distance from power plants.
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(1)




where i is a consumer node, j is a power plant node which supplies electricity to i, EDi is Energy distance of i, aij is the amount of electricity transmitted from j to i, dij is the transmission distance from j to i. Note that energy distance is measured by the unit of kWh·km for its purpose of considering both consumption and transmission.
Estimating the transmission distance is difficult because electricity flows through a complex power grid network. In order to solve the complexity, we integrate network theory to analyze the transmission distance of electricity. We design network algorithm that the electricity flows through the shortest path as the most efficient way. Each substation finds the nearest available power plant that still has electric power to supply. If a substation demands electricity more than the supply capacity of the nearest available power plant, the substation takes electricity as much as the power plant’s capacity firstly. Afterward, the substation finds the next available power plant. The transmission pair of which transmission distance is shorter than other pairs has the priority of transmission to reduce the total transmission load of the system (see Supplementary Material for the detailed algorithm).



2.3.2. Inventory Allocation

We allocate the inventory of electricity to individual substations in order to estimate provincial GHG emissions due to transmission loss. The inventory for electricity transmission loss is the part of the total inventory for Chilean electric power system. The ratio of transmission loss inventory to the total inventory is proportional to the amount of electricity lost during transmission among the total electricity generated
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(2)
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(3)




where Etrans is the amount of electricity corresponding to transmission loss, Etotal is the total amount of electricity generation, INVtrans is the inventory of electricity transmission loss, INVtotal is the total inventory of electricity generation, and rtrnas is the ratio of the amount of transmission loss among the total amount of generated electricity (we use rtrnas = 0.07 [19]). In reality, transmission loss ratio varies for individual transmission lines with the physical condition such as temperature, voltage, reactance, and impedance of the transmission lines. For the sake of simplicity, however, we assume that all transmission lines have the same conditions.
The allocation of transmission loss inventory to individual substations is on the basis of two different units, the kWh-based unit and energy distance. The inventory of transmission loss of a province allocated by energy distance is
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(4)




and, the one by electricity consumption is
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(5)




where INVED(i) is the corresponding electricity inventory of the node i allocated by energy distance, EDi is the energy distance of node i, and αi is the amount of electricity consumption of node i. Note that energy distance and the amount of electricity consumption is used for allocation of not the total inventory but the inventory for transmission loss.



2.4. Life Cycle GHG Emissions Assessment

We calculate the life cycle GHG emissions (kg CO2-eq.) in Chilean electricity energy system from LCA dataset (kg CO2-eq./kWh) multiplied by the amount of electricity generation (kWh) in Chile. We develop the specific LCA dataset for Chile. LCA dataset is a conversion factor, which indicates how much GHG emissions are occurred per unit of electric power. Itten R., Frischknecht R. and Stucki M. published LCA dataset of Chilean electricity country mix [13]. However, the LCA dataset is based on the inventory data from International Energy Agency in 2009. Since we set the temporal scope for the status of Chilean electric grid in 2012, the LCA dataset should fit into 2012. Therefore, we modified the reference LCA dataset, Ecoinvent 2.2 system processes [13], according to the Chilean electricity generation mix in 2012 (Table 2) as listed in Table 3. Due to lack of detailed information about infrastructures, we do not include it in our calculation. However, it does not cause significant change in our results because the GHG emissions of infrastructure are very lower than the operational emissions (four percent in UK [16]). As LCA analysis tool, we used SimaPro software [30] and IPCC GWP factor [31] for the methodology.

Table 2. Generation mix in 2012 of Chilean electrical power.


	Generation type
	Generation (GWh)
	Ratio (%)





	Wind
	325.104
	0.64



	Natural
	13,449.271
	26.61



	Hydro run of the river
	7945.923
	15.72



	Hydro reservoir
	14,385.373
	28.46



	Diesel oil
	1357.803
	2.69



	Biomass
	1012.860
	2.00



	Coal
	12,072.210
	23.88



	Total
	50,548.544
	100.00








Table 3. Generation mix in 2012 of Chilean electrical power. The LCA dataset used here are Ecoinvent 2.2 system processes [13].


	LCA dataset
	Amount (kWh)





	Electricity, hard coal, at power plant/UCTE
	0.239



	Electricity, oil, at power plant/UCTE
	0.027



	Electricity, natural gas, at power plant/UCTE
	0.266



	Electricity, hydropower, at run-of-river power plant/ RER
	0.157



	Electricity, at cogen 6400kWth, wood, allocation exergy/CH
	0.020



	Electricity, hydropower, at reservoir power plant, not alpine region/RER
	0.285



	Electricity, at wind power plant/ RER
	0.006



	Electricity, production mix CL/kWh/2012
	1.000












In Section 2.3.2, we allocate inventory to substations based on two different allocation bases. Consequently, we compare the distribution of the allocated regional GHG emissions of transmission loss from the two different units. The comparison reveals the effectiveness of energy distance for the allocation purpose. See Section 3.3 for the detailed results and discussion.

In addition, we calculate the specific GHG conversion factors for the provinces. The regional GHG emissions are divided by the amount of electricity consumption in each province. The result generates the site-specific GHG conversion factors, kg CO2-eq. per kWh, for provinces.




3. Results and Discussion


3.1. Chilean Electric Power Grid Network

Chilean electric power grid consists of in total 466 nodes including 129 power plants and 291 substations. The network map is drawn in Figure 2. Red nodes represent substations and blue nodes are power plants. The lines between nodes are transmission cables between power plants, substations, or towers. The coordinates of nodes and edges are illustrated as the actual locations. The method and rules for generating Chilean power grid network from the real data (Tables S2–S4), the final edge list (Table S5), and the final node list (Table S6) are in Supplementary Material with corresponding inventory data.

Figure 2. Network model of Chilean electric power grid. Blue circles represent power plants and red circles for substations. Lines between circles are the transmission line connecting the two nodes.
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A node can be analyzed based on how much central the node’s function is. For instance, when the sum of distances from a node to the other nodes in the network is shorter than any other nodes, the node has the highest closeness centrality.

However, in an electricity network, high closeness centrality of a substation does not always guarantee high accessibility to power plants. Since closeness centrality is a global centrality to the whole nodes in a network, it cannot represent the centrality in the specific supply-demand relationship. Hence, we measure energy distance in a specific set of power plant and substation pairs.



3.2. Transmission Load Analysis

We designed an algorithm to decide a transmission pair of a power plant and a substation. The algorithm is under the assumption that the electric power grid has been developed to the direction of increasing its efficiency. On the efficient electric power grid, electricity transmission pairs are set of which total transmission load is lower than other configurations. In order to verify whether the algorithm generates an efficient set of transmission pairs, we used simulated annealing optimization [32]. Simulated annealing is a generally applicable optimization technique for problems with many local extrema. The result of simulated annealing confirms that the transmission pairs are made up of the lowest total transmission load. However, it should be noted that the real total transmission load might not be the lowest. For example, electricity energy system could have a surplus of facilities to ensure the system security or a dispatch center could control electricity distribution manually through a long-distance path to respond to instant peak demands.

In order to analyze how energy distance can reveal the transmission load, we set an arbitrary situation distributing the total amount of electricity consumption to all substations equally. Figure 3a,b shows the distribution of electricity consumption and energy distance in the arbitrary situation. The substation nodes are colored from yellow to red according to increasing energy distance in Figure 3a. The nodes located at the end of country have larger energy distance because the nodes require the longer transmission distance than the central nodes.

Figure 3. (a) Chilean electricity grid network (b) the distribution of energy distance in the arbitrary situation.
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If we assume that substations take responsibility for the environmental impacts from the electric power system according to the amount of consumption, as the conventional LCA analyses do, all substations induce environmental impacts identical as the straight consumption line in Figure 3b. However, when the environmental impacts are distributed proportional to energy distance, the level of inducement varies according to both the substations’ transmission distance and amount of consumption (Figure 3b). The result shows that energy distance is effective to reflect transmission load.

The ratio of transmission loss directly affects the GHG emissions calculation. Considering the general trend of the transmission loss ratio of the Chilean power grid—8.49 ± 1.70 percent of loss for 20 years until 2012—the 7.13 percent ratio in 2012 stays within the 20-year trend, which means that the 7 percent can represent the general performance of the Chilean power grid. However, there is room for improvement of the results. For example, the amount of current flow between substations and power plants and the input and output electric power at each node can provide the amount of the transmission loss for each transmission line, which results in the more realistic analysis. Power grid data such as the number of power plants, the amount of generation, and the position of power plants are also critical to the results. Since we use all the values for the power grid data in 2012, note that the results are limited only for the temporal and spatial scope of this study.





3.3. Comparison: Impact Analysis and Regional Allocation

The annual electricity consumption in the system boundary is 50.28 TWh [18]. LCA dataset converts 1 kWh of electricity consumption of Chilean national grid mix to 0.459 kg CO2-eq. of GHG emissions. Therefore, the total GHG emissions of the Chilean electric power grid is 23.07 Mt CO2-eq. and the total energy distance is estimated to be 12,842.10 TWh km. The GHG emissions of the transmission loss of the Chilean electric power grid is 1.61 Mt CO2-eq..

We allocated the GHG emissions of the transmission loss by province with the allocation unit of energy distance. Chile is divided into 15 regions. Among the regions, 10 regions are included in the system boundary. A region consists of several provinces, which are second-level administrative division of Chile. Figure 4 shows the distribution of GHG emissions calculated based on energy distance (red) and electricity consumption (blue), respectively. Each bar in the graph represents the GHG emissions of each province and is plotted from the southern to the northern location.

Figure 4. GHG emissions of the transmission loss allocated by energy distance (red) and electricity consumption (blue). Energy distance-based allocation results in the different distribution to the provinces.
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Energy distance and electricity consumption result in the different distribution of the environmental cost of GHG emissions for transmission loss. When the amount of electricity consumption is used as an allocation unit, the capital region Santiago is allocated the most GHG emissions. The second GHG emitter province is Concepcion, to which the most industrialized city in Chile belongs. The third ranked province, Cachapoal, is the fifth most populated in Chile. The fourth GHG emitting Valparaiso is the third largest province in Chile and includes one of the most important seaports in it. The large population or high industrial level induces a large amount of electricity consumption. Naturally, the large amounts of GHG emissions are allocated to these provinces proportionally to the electricity consumption.

However, when energy distance is applied as the allocation unit, the distribution is changed. The first GHG emitter driven from energy distance is the same as the case of kWh. However, for example, Elqui increases from the province contributing ninth most to the GHG emissions to second ranked province. Concepcion, however, becomes sixth ranked although it consumes more than Elqui. This is because energy distance considers the network configuration to calculate transmission load. Even though Concepcion consumes more than twice the electricity of Elqui (4.04 TWh and 1.56 TWh, respectively), since many local power plants are installed around Concepcion, energy distance of Conception is about half of Elqui (477.13 TWh km and 875.46 TWh km, respectively). As a result, the net GHG emissions of transmission loss for Conception becomes lower than the one of Elqui. The ranks of GHG emissions of provinces are listed in Table 4 for top 10 provinces and in Table S7 for the entire list.


Table 4. Ranks for GHG emissions of transmission loss of provinces (top 10).



	
Province

	
GHG Emissions Rank by

	
Energy Distance (TWh km)




	
Electricity Consumption

	
Energy Distance






	
Santiago

	
1

	
1

	
5001.68




	
Concepcion

	
2

	
6

	
477.13




	
Cachapoal

	
3

	
4

	
735.91




	
Valparaiso

	
4

	
16

	
176.43




	
Copiapo

	
5

	
3

	
826.93




	
Nuble

	
6

	
9

	
404.32




	
Cordillera

	
7

	
13

	
210.27




	
Bio Bio

	
8

	
18

	
138.48




	
Elqui

	
9

	
2

	
875.46




	
Cautin

	
10

	
7

	
440.39











For the sake of the case that one may need the conventional form of GHG conversion factor (g CO2 per kWh), we derive the regional GHG conversion factors dividing the GHG emission burden by the amount of electricity consumed in each province (see Supplementary Material). Table S8 shows the amount of electricity consumption by province. The result shows the specific GHG conversion factors for Chilean provinces. The values vary up to two orders of magnitude. The environmental cost of electricity is highest in Chanaral and lowest in Cardenal Caro.

Energy distance is effective especially in the large-scale electric network. Many environmental impact assessment tools do not consider transmission load separately at the moment. It is because the environmental impact from electricity transmission load is complicated compared to the one from electricity generation. Hence, the transmission loss is embedded into the consumption proportional to the electricity generation. However, on the intercontinental scale, electric network such as Asia Super Grid [33,34], Desertec [35], and TuNur [36], the transmission load becomes significant and non-negligible. Moreover, when the electric power sources become more renewable, the environmental impact from electricity generation will decrease. In this sense, it will no longer be reasonable to allocate the environmental impact from transmission loss to the unit of electricity generation equally. Network analysis can provide the comprehensive information for consumers’ load profile in the electric power system. It can be used to allocate not only environmental impacts but also ecological impacts, bio diversity, aesthetic value, or cost of producing and maintaining electricity infrastructure.




4. Conclusions

In this study, we integrated network theory into an environmental impact assessment tool, LCA analysis. We constructed a network model of the Chilean electricity energy system, and used it as a basis for our network-theoretical analysis. Electricity transmission distances between power plants and substations are calculated from a distance-weighted network. The specific LCA dataset for the Chilean electricity energy system is also made from Ecoinvent LCA dataset V3 by modifying its electricity generation mix for the scope of this study, in 2012. The total GHG emissions of the Chilean electricity energy system are estimated based on the standard LCA method with 23.07 Mt CO2-eq. We used the new allocation unit, energy distance, in order to allocate the total GHG emissions to provinces. The regional GHG conversion factors are calculated for further usage.

This study attempts to apply network analysis to LCA in a simplified way, so it can be extended in many directions. For example, power plants have their own characteristics in the electric power grid. Coal power plants are in charge of meeting peak demand due to their fast operational reactivity in contrast to hydropower plants, which are responsible for the baseline consumption. These various operational roles in the energy system can be considered in future study.

We show that network theory can be applied with LCA analysis providing the quantified functionality or activity of system components. It can be used for the various topics of LCA studies as a way of extracting information from a very complex life cycle or production system. However, since the results of network analysis depend on the network topology and analysis algorithm, a standard method for network model construction and algorithm development will be needed for network theory integration across various topics.







Supplementary Files

Supplementary File 1



Acknowledgments

We thank Claudio Tenreiro for fruitful discussions and comments on Chilean electric power system. This research was supported by Basic Science Research Program through the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) funded by the Ministry of Education (2013R1A1A2011947). The founding sponsors had no role in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, and in the decision to publish the results.



Author Contributions

Heetae Kim and Petter Holme conceived and designed the experiments; Heetae Kim collected data and performed the experiments; Heetae Kim and Petter Holme analyzed the data; Heetae Kim and Petter Holme wrote the paper.



Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare no conflict of interest.



References


	1. 
IEA. Key World Energy Statistics; International Energy Agency: Paris, France, 2013. [Google Scholar]

	2. 
ISO. ISO 14044:2006,Environmental Management—Life Cycle Assessment—Requirements and Guidelines; International Organization for Standardization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2006. [Google Scholar]

	3. 
Baumann, H.; Tillman, A.M. The Hitch Hiker’s Guide to LCA; Studentlitterature AB: Lund, Sweden, 2004. [Google Scholar]

	4. 
Barnthouse, L.; Fava, J.; Humphreys, K.; Hunt, R.; Laibson, L.; Noesen, S.; Norris, G.A.; Owens, J.; Todd, J.; Vigon, B.; et al. Young, Life-Cycle Impact Assessment: The State of the Art, 2nd ed.; Society of the Environmental Toxicology and Chemistry (SETAC): Pensacola, FL, USA, 1997. [Google Scholar]

	5. 
Widiyanto, A.; Kato, S.; Maruyama, N.; Nishimura, A.; Sampattagul, S. Environmental Impacts Evaluation of Electricity Grid Mix Systems in Four Selected Countries Using a Life Cycle Assessment Point of View. In 2003 3rd International Symposium on Environmentally Conscious Design and Inverse Manufacturing, 2003. EcoDesign'03; IEEE: Tokyo, Japan, 2003; pp. 26–33. [Google Scholar]

	6. 
Brown, P.; Cottrell, A.; Scaife, P. LCA of the Australian Electricity Grids; Centre for Coal in Sustainable Development: Pullenvale, Australia, 2007. [Google Scholar]

	7. 
Weber, C.L.; Jaramillo, P.; Marriott, J.; Samaras, C. Life cycle assessment and grid electricity: What do we know and what can we know? Environ. Sci. Technol. 2010, 44, 1895–1901. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	8. 
Jaramillo, P.; Griffin, W.M.; Matthews, H.S. Comparative life-cycle air emissions of coal, domestic natural gas, LNG, and SNG for electricity generation. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2007, 41, 6290–6296. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	9. 
Hondo, H. Life Cycle GHG Emission Analysis of Power Generation Systems: Japanese Case. Energy 2002, 30, 2042–2056. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	10. 
Gagnon, L.; Bélanger, C.; Uchiyama, Y. Life-cycle assessment of electricity generation options: The status of research in year 2001. Energ. Policy 2002, 30, 1267–1278. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	11. 
Treyer, K.; Bauer, C. Life cycle inventories of electricity generation and power supply in version 3 of the ecoinvent database—Part I: Electricity generation. Available online: http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11367-013-0665-2 (accessed on 7 August 2015).

	12. 
Mallia, E.; Lewis, G. Life cycle greenhouse gas emissions of electricity generation in the province of Ontario, Canada. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 2012, 18, 377–391. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	13. 
Itten, R.; Frischknecht, R.; Stucki, M. Life Cycle Inventories of Electricity Mixes and Grid, 1st ed.; ESU-services Ltd.: Uster, Switzerland, 2013; pp. 1–220. [Google Scholar]

	14. 
Jorge, R.S.; Hawkins, T.R.; Hertwich, E.G. Life cycle assessment of electricity transmission and distribution—Part 1: power lines and cables. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 2012, 17, 9–15. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	15. 
Jorge, R.S.; Hawkins, T.R.; Hertwich, E.G. Life cycle assessment of electricity transmission and distribution—Part 2: Transformers and substation equipment. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 2012, 17, 184–191. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	16. 
Harrison, G.P.; Maclean, E.J.; Karamanlis, S.; Ochoa, L.F. Life cycle assessment of the transmission network in Great Britain. Energ Policy 2010, 38, 3622–3631. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	17. 
CDEC-SIC. CDEC-SIC Operation Statistics 2002–2011; Centro de Despacho Economico de Carga-Sistema Interconectado Central (CDEC-SIC): Santiago, Chile, 2012; pp. 83–93. [Google Scholar]

	18. 
CNE. Instalaciones De Transmisión Por Sistema Eléctrico Nacional. Available online: http://www.centralenergia.cl/en/library/energy-statistics-chile/ (accessed on 7 August 2015).

	19. 
The World Bank. Electric Power Transmission and Distribution Losses (% of Output). Available online: http://www.webcitation.org/6YC49MHbI (accessed on 1 May 2015).

	20. 
Newman, M. Networks: An Introduction; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 2010. [Google Scholar]

	21. 
Newman, M. The Structure and Function of Complex Networks. SIAM Rev. 2003, 45, 167–256. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	22. 
Guimera, R.; Mossa, S.; Turtschi, A.; Amaral, L.A.N. The worldwide air transportation network: Anomalous centrality, community structure, and cities’ global roles. PNAS 2005, 102, 7794–7799. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	23. 
Laneman, J.N.; Tse, D.N.C.; Wornell, G.W. Cooperative diversity in wireless networks: Efficient protocols and outage behavior. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 2004, 50, 3062–3080. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	24. 
Xu, S.; Zhou, H.; Li, C.; Yang, X. Vulnerability Assessment of Power Grid Based on Complex Network Theory; IEEE: Wuhan, China, 2009; pp. 1–4. [Google Scholar]

	25. 
Borgatti, S.P. Identifying sets of key players in a social network. Comput. Math. Organiz. Theor. 2006, 12, 21–34. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	26. 
Rocha, L.E.C.; Liljeros, F.; Holme, P. Simulated Epidemics in an Empirical Spatiotemporal Network of 50,185 Sexual Contacts. PLoS Comput. Biol. 2011, 7, e1001109. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	27. 
Lim, V.S.C.; McDonald, J.D.F.; Saha, T.K. Development of a new loss allocation method for a hybrid electricity market using graph theory. Electric Power Syst. Res. 2009, 79, 301–310. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	28. 
Chester, M.V.; Horvath, A. Environmental assessment of passenger transportation should include infrastructure and supply chains. Environ. Res. Lett. 2009, 4, 1–8. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	29. 
Pan, J.; Teklu, Y.; Rahman, S.; Jun, K. Review of usage-based transmission cost allocation methods under open access. Power Syst. IEEE Trans. 2000, 15, 1218–1224. [Google Scholar]

	30. 
Goedkoop, M.; Oele, M.; de Schryver, A.; Vieira, M.; Hegger, S. SimaPro Database Manual Methods library, 2nd ed.; PRé Consultants: Amersfoort, The Netherlands, 2010; pp. 1–57. [Google Scholar]

	31. 
IPCC. Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK; New York, NY, USA, 2013. [Google Scholar]

	32. 
Kirkpatrick, S.; Gelatt, C.D.; Vecchi, M.P. Optimization by Simulated Annealing. Science 1983, 220, 671–680. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	33. 
Mano, S.; Ovgor, B.; Samadov, Z.; Pudlik, M.; Jülch, V.; Sokolov, D.; Yoon, J.Y. Gobitec and Asian Super Grid for Renewable Energies in Northeast Asia; Japan Renewable Enery Foundation: Tokyo, Japan, 2014. Available online: http://jref.or.jp/activities/reports_20140124.php (accessed on 1 May 2015).

	34. 
Watanabe, C. Softbank Plans to Develop Wind Power in Mongolia with Newcom. Bloomburg News, 2012. Available online: http://www.webcitation.org/6YC5xNcvl (accessed on 1 May 2015). [Google Scholar]

	35. 
Heckel, M. Desertec—Energy for Everybody; Potsdam Press: Potsdam, Germany, 2011. [Google Scholar]

	36. 
TuNur. TuNur Project. 2011. Available online: http://www.webcitation.org/6YC6womd8 (accessed on 1 May 2015). [Google Scholar]





© 2015 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







media/file4.png
- .
33
2z
2
£
i3
S5
43}
S

=}

ou.:ﬁQEU





nav.xhtml


  sustainability-07-10961


  
    		
      sustainability-07-10961
    


  




  





media/file3.png
Consumption (kWh)
0 25000 50000

Consumption |
Energy distancell

t? o

15
Energy distance (TWh-km)





media/file0.png





media/file1.png





media/file2.png
(3]

_
=

a2
-
".

@ Power plants
@ Substations





