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Issues

Food contributes to 24% of the overall carbon footprint in France and the dairy sector itself is 6%. While farming takes 70-
90% of food’'s environmental impacts, processing is the stage where raw goods are often divided into several co-products,
each with specific technological itineraries. Allocating the impacts of agriculture and of processing operations to the co-
products is important for the fair evaluation of food by life cycle assessment (LCA).
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Fig.2: Respective contributions of the cream ( ), casein retentate (), lactose ('), B-lactoglobulin (#) and
a-lactaloumin (M) to the overall impact of 1-day plant operation on climate change, depending on the chosen
allocation and whether or not the specific technological itineraries of each product flow are considered.
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