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VERIFICATION STATEMENT 

The verification is based on: 

LCA report: Comparative assertion on climate change impacts of packaging solutions for 
solutions for beauty care and food end use applications. Technical background report, 
MetsäBoard, dated 19 October 2024. 

EPD No: S-P-09340 MetsäBoard Prime FBB EB (Mother EPD) 

Background LCA report to EPD: EPD Background report_FBB_26052023 

I hereby confirm that, following detailed examination as independent 3rd party verifier, I have not been 

able to trace any significant deviations by examine its project LCA report, with regards to, 

• the collected data and their use in the LCA calculation, 

• the compliance between calculation rules in the reference PCR (PCR 2010:14 Processed 

paper and paperboard (3.1), EPD International) and the way the LCA-based calculation has 

been carried out, 

• the presentation of environmental performance in the EPD,  

• the quality and accuracy of the documentation on additional environmental information, and 

following the procedural and methodological requirements in ISO 14020/14025. 

The review concerned the final LCA report as listed above. The reviewer did not review the goal and 

scope phase, nor the data collection phase. Primary data and calculations were not reviewed. 

However, the climate impact (GWP) information presented in the assessed LCA report are versions of 

the fully verified so called mother EPD (S-P-09340), why the two paperboards in the LCA report are 
regarded as align with the already verified EPD. I confirm that the company-specific data has been 

examined as regards to plausibility and consistency; the owner of the declaration shall be liable for the 

underlying information and evidence.  

I confirm that I have adequate knowledge and experience of the industry and relevant standards to 

carry out this verification. 

I confirm that I have been independent in my roles as verifier in according with requirements in ISO 

14025. I have not been involved in the development of the LCA or declaration and have no conflict of 

interest regarding this verification. The presented results have been found to be correct and no non-

conformances remain. All comment found from the verification are closed. 

 

 

 

 

 

Name and organization of independent verifier: 

Martin Erlandsson, IVL Swedish Environmental Research Institute 

Place: Stockholm 2025-01-09 

Signature: 
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 DIALOGUE BETWEEN VERIFIER & EPD OWNER DURING THE VERIFICATION PROCESS 

Dialoge closed 2021-12-09 

NO 

CHAPTER, 

ARTICLE, 

PARAGRAPH, 

TABLE 

TYPE OF 

COMMENT

* 

REFERENCE TO 

CHECKLIST OR 

PROGRAMME 

INSTRUCTIONS 

VERIFIER COMMENT AND 

RECOMMENDATION 
EPD/LCA OWNER ANSWER FINAL VERIFIER STATEMENT 

1 Section: 

Description of 

Life Cycle 

Inventory (LCI)  

Te 

 

Since the electricity mix is significant, 

please add if the market base approached 

or location base is used, and to my 

understanding is it currently a mix where 

your data is market based and GoO, while 

the generic data is location based. This is 

OK if you just add that this is the settings 

used and that it is a conservative 

approach for you compered to use 

residual mix for the generic data. 

 

  Added to the report p. 4 

Approved 

2 Section: 

Climate change 

impact of 

Metsä Board’s 

paperboards 

following 

PCR 2010:14 

Processed 

paper and 

paperboard 

(3.1) and in the 

EPD/LCA 

report: Table 2 

Metsä 

customised 

electricity grid 

mix shares 

Te 

 

You state that the energy mix now (2023) 

is other than in the EPD (2022). Add that 

this is a GoO mix and add the relative 

reduction from 2022 to 2023 per kWh. (I 

would prefer that you use the mandatory 

concept in EPD Norway that report the 

energy used in the core process 

(kWh/DU) and its actual kg CO2 per kWh 

with GoO and the location based 

approach. 

You state: “Amount of latex is much higer 

in MB Prime FBB EB than other two 

grades.” 

Correct spelling of higher. 

Indicate if this is significant to the over all 

result – that I assume -and indicate the 

part from Latex compered to the cradle to 

gate result for MB Prime FBB EB. Ok? 

 

Added to the report p. 9 and 14 

 

Comparison made to location based 

(Fi grid 2023) impacts vs MB used 

Grid mix. 

Comparison added to the report p 

10,12,15 and 17 

 

 

 

Correct spelling of higher. - done 

 

Added to the report p.9 and 14 

Approved 
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NO 

CHAPTER, 

ARTICLE, 

PARAGRAPH, 

TABLE 

TYPE OF 

COMMENT

* 

REFERENCE TO 

CHECKLIST OR 

PROGRAMME 

INSTRUCTIONS 

VERIFIER COMMENT AND 

RECOMMENDATION 
EPD/LCA OWNER ANSWER FINAL VERIFIER STATEMENT 

3 Result tables Ed/Te 

 

For some reason is the wight-% not the 

same when I calculate the %. Correct in 

all tables 

 

Corrected Approved 

4 Text in result 

tables 

 

Ed 

 

You state “.. 
The production of CTMP used in the 
production of Folding Box Board is 
electricity intensive process, this can be 
mitigated by the procurement of fossil free 
electricity” 
Please change text to (type); “…is by 
Metsä mitigated by the procurement of 
fossil free electricity”, so its transparent 
and clear to the reader that you have 
taken this action. 
 

 

Changed Approved 

5 Front page Ed 

 

I suggest to add the affiliation of the 
authors on the front page so it’s clear that 
you are employed by Metsä. 

 

Done Approved 

 

Add more rows, as needed. 

* Editorial (Ed), General (Ge) or Technical (Te) 
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Examples of on reporting data quaöity wit numbers and national codes: 

 

 



VERIFICATION REPORT – CONSTRUCTION PRODUCTS 

 INDEPENDENT VERIFIER, NO PROGRAM OPERATOR, VERSION: 2022 

  
  
 

 

  PAGE 5/5 

 

 


