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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Many businesses are investing resources in establishing scope 3 inventories but are dissatisfied with the quality of available data and unsure of their next steps.
2. Balancing reducing scope 3 emissions with improving data quality is important, and often money is better spent on reduction activities rather than chasing numbers.
3. Commercially available decarbonization actions exist for many sources of material scope 3 emissions, making it possible to take immediate steps towards reducing emissions.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article titled "Scope 3 emissions reporting: is it about finding the right numbers or reducing emissions?" discusses the challenges and considerations of reporting and reducing scope 3 emissions for businesses. While the article provides some valuable insights, there are a few areas where biases and missing evidence can be identified.

One potential bias in the article is the emphasis on reducing emissions rather than focusing on accurate measurement. The authors argue that measuring emissions is not as important as reducing them, but fail to provide sufficient evidence or reasoning to support this claim. While it is true that reducing emissions should be a priority, accurate measurement is crucial for tracking progress and identifying areas for improvement. Ignoring the importance of measurement could lead to ineffective reduction strategies.

Another bias in the article is the promotion of commercially available decarbonization technologies as the best approach to reduce scope 3 emissions. The authors suggest that companies should focus on low-hanging fruit and prioritize emission sources with commercially viable reduction technologies. However, they do not explore alternative approaches or consider other factors such as cost-effectiveness or long-term sustainability. This one-sided reporting may overlook potentially more impactful strategies for emission reduction.

Additionally, the article lacks discussion on potential risks associated with scope 3 emissions reporting and reduction efforts. While it mentions that scope 3 emissions can represent a significant source of risk to businesses, it does not delve into specific risks or provide guidance on how to mitigate them. This omission leaves readers without a comprehensive understanding of the challenges involved in addressing scope 3 emissions.

Furthermore, there is limited exploration of counterarguments or alternative perspectives in the article. The authors present their recommendations without acknowledging potential drawbacks or limitations. This lack of balanced reporting reduces the credibility of their claims and fails to provide readers with a well-rounded understanding of the topic.

Overall, while the article provides some useful insights into scope 3 emissions reporting and reduction, it exhibits biases towards prioritizing emission reduction over accurate measurement, promotes commercially available technologies without considering alternative approaches, and lacks discussion on potential risks and counterarguments. A more balanced and evidence-based approach would enhance the credibility and usefulness of the article.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Risks associated with scope 3 emissions reporting and reduction efforts

· Alternative approaches to reducing scope 3 emissions

· Cost-effectiveness of different emission reduction strategies

· Long-term sustainability of commercially available decarbonization technologies

· Limitations of focusing solely on emission reduction without accurate measurement

· Counterarguments to prioritizing emission reduction over accurate measurement
[bookmark: _Toc6]Report location:
https://www.fullpicture.app/item/07e4b33956b7b71afc95b258d33d59f8
Report created by FullPicture.app
