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Environmental Footprint of Meat and Meat Products

Joél AUBIN

(Rennes Center, French National Institute for Agricultural Research, Rennes 35042, France)

Abstract: Animal products are at the heart of environmental issues of agriculture. Their global impacts on land use,
biodiversity, water use and greenhouse gas emissions are singled out. The application of life cycle assessment for
the environmental assessment of agricultural products especially meat products has changed the perception of their
environmental impacts, providing a broader view of the production system and a multi-criteria evaluation. While the impacts
of livestock are better known, the assessment methods remain to be stabilized. A common approach and data bases for the

entire meat product chain remain to be developed, to better assess the environmental consequences of the consumption of

meat products.
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Table i  Allocation methods of impacts between co-products
encountered in life cycle analyses in agriculture, advantages and
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Table 2 Environmental impacts of 1 kg animal products from farms in
France, calculated using the life cycle assessment method"®
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Table3  Contribution of different positions in the emissions of
greenhouse farming worldwide. The system includes delivery to the
first customer™"
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