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OBJECTIVES

1. Benchmark life cycle GHG emissions per kg of yellowcake
(U3O0g) from uranium mining-milling operations in
Saskatchewan using actual production data

2. ldentify emissions-intensive processes within the uranium
mining-milling life cycle (hot spots)

3. ldentify the largest sources of uncertainty with respect to
calculating GHG emissions inventories for the mining-
milling of uranium in SK

HYPOTHESIS

Due to the very high ore grades currently being mined in SK, life
cycle GHG emission intensity for U;05 from SK will be very low
compared to values reported for other facilities around the world.
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METHODOLOGY
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GHG Emission Intensity (kg CO,e/kg U;0,)
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RESULTS

EMISSION SOURCES
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EMISSION SOURCES

ELECTRICITY: DEFAULT SCENARIO
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EMISSION SOURCES
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SUMMARY

= Study provides only recent and comprehensive life cycle
assessment of GHG emissions produced from uranium
mining and milling operations in Saskatchewan
= Average 42 kg CO,e/kg U;0g0or ~ 1.1 g CO,e/kWh

= Results are very low compared to life cycle GHG emission studies
for other areas of the world
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