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CONTEXT

[ Fish consumption is rising, and is expected to reach 21.5 kg per person per year in 2030, compared with 13.4 kg
during the 1986-1995 period (FAO 2020)

[ Fish are sentient animals (Brown, 2015)
[ Animal welfare and animal protection are major societal concerns

[ Classification of the different methods of fish slaughter with regard to animal protection is neither simple nor uniform

[ Lack of common lexicon

OBJECTIVE OF THIS STUDY :

Compare Asphyxia (AS), Electricity (EL), Percussion (PS) and lkejime (IK) as slaughter methods for rainbow trout

Fig: Different slaughter methods: actions on 02 levels or on brain levels
F : Fast slaughter method according to Robb et Kestin (2002)

METHODOLOGY

Acclimatation

(3 weeks)

3 tanks
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Quality indicators on filet :
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of fish freshness

time in the tanks (without asphyxia AS condition)
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O Asphyxia is a stressfull slaughter method AKNOWLEDGEMENTS
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O According to stress indicators, level of stress: PS < IK < EL < AS ‘ Percussion . lkejime Electricity - Our study

Poli et al. (2004)
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Electricity,

Percussion = Decerebration

Ice-cold watepPercussion\ Decerebration ~ Narcosis CO2 in water > Electri
icity” ion = ion - Ice-cold water

Robb et Kestin (2002)

U Comparisons between studies are difficult (protocols, indicators, definitions, ...

)

Poli et al, 2004
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