SME's Water
footprint
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Analysis of water footprint in SMEs and
evaluation of its socio-economic
Impact

Methods:

* The study analyzed the water
consumption pattern by

conducting expert interviews
with considered SME heads.

 The WF data were assessed
for their sustainability stance
using the Chain Summation
Approach.

Background:

» Growing population, climatic
changes and global economic
developments have resulted in
freshwater scarcity issues,
where the demand is more than
sustainable supply.

* SMEs that form more than 99%
of the companies in Ger.man%/ Low capitalset
are less perused for their water et kel
usage. Traditional measuring .
methods use only direct
consumption, whereas indirect
consumption in the supply

To achieve water )
sustainability

Competitive edge
| g
over conventional
companies

Local business
setup

Different aspects of
sustainability were evaluated.
Water risk to SMEs was
examined using the FMEA

chain is overlooked. Results: method. Business tools such
. as SWOT, PEST and blue ocean
» To ensure a sustainable future, *  WF values showed that strategy were used.

SMEs need to monitor their water
footprint and take actions
towards responsible water use.

considered SMEs might be
water sustainable but not yet
water-neutral

 SMEs can enhance water
sustainablility by strategizing
actions. Thereby, create
positive impact on business,
environment and people.

+ Does not give solutions

» No standard approach

+ Lacks popularity

+ Deficiency of finances in SMEs

+ Lack of skilled personals

»Poor accuracy in highlighting economic and
environmental impacts

* Real water consumption profile
. Vir indirect use is obtained
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Results from WFA of SMEs
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"authentic” in several ways.

(Dust collection systems)
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