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a b s t r a c t
Heliciculture for food production has huge potential and new opportunities for rural development and young entrepreneurs in Italy. No studies have yet been performed on the environmental performance of snail rearing
which also might be a beneﬁcial tool for producers. The aim of the present paper is to evaluate the impact of
snail meat by a cradle-to-farm gate life cycle assessment centred on the carbon footprint (CF).
The study considered greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions linked to cultivation stages (indoor breeding, outdoor
fattening, cleaning out and packaging) of Helix aspersa maxima meat production in a semi-intensive rearing system in Southern Italy. The shell potential for CO2 sequestration was also taken into account.
Snail CF amounted to 0.7 kg CO2 eq per kg fresh edible meat, with the highest share (about 60%) from the supplementary feeding production. Due to the combined effect of relevant amount input and restrained lifetime of
HDPE mesh applied in the open ﬁeld, the impact of breeding enclosures appeared considerable (about 29%).
Greenhouse gas emissions linked to fodder cultivation and to the cleaning-out phase appeared restrained (nearly
4% and 5%, respectively), whilst the share of reproduction system, irrigation and packaging was negligible (b 1%).
The environmental load of supplementary feeding resulted to mainly ascribable (about 74%) to maize and ﬁeld
bean grain cultivation (for feed mixture). It was followed by grain transport (about 17%) and processing
(about 4%) to feed mill and further transport of manufactured feed components (maize–ﬁeld bean–limestone)
to the snail farm (about 5%). The CF score might be reduced by 18%, including potential long term CO2 sequestration in shells. As compared to other conventional macro-livestock meat sources, snail meat showed reduced GHG
emissions.
© 2015 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction
In some Southern European countries heliciculture represents a
thriving market activity as far as food production and (recently)
cosmetics are concerned. According to the Italian branch (Cherasco) of
International Institute for breeding of edible snails (http://www.
lumache-elici.com), Italy is a world leader in the sector with an annual
sales volume of 265 million euro (data referred to 2013). From 1995
to 2010, Italian snail production and consumption have increased nearly
four times, with consumption still largely relying (about 70%) on imports. The entire Italian heliciculture has more than seven thousands
rearing plants extended over a surface of about 5.2 thousand ha, whilst
in the South of Italy alone there are 1150 farms spread out over 998 ha
The prevailing rearing system is represented by extensive (outdoor
breeding and fattening) farming which characterizes about 83% of the
total national snail farmed surface. On the other hand, the intensive
(indoor breeding and fattening) or mixed (indoor breeding and outdoor
fattening) systems are less common.
⁎ Corresponding author.
E-mail address: anforte@unina.it (A. Forte).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2015.11.010
0308-521X/© 2015 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

On the whole heliciculture represents a low-tech and low-capital investment activity, with constrained fertilizers and energetic inputs and
a low level of mechanization. In the South of Italy it is an emerging zootechnical activity carried out by young entrepreneurs. This applies also
to the re-valuations of non-productive farmlands undergoing progressive abandonment, such as the Campania hinterland (Caserta and the
Matese uplands) where snails belong to the local culinary tradition.
From a nutritional point of view, the high nutritive value of the
snails' meat makes them a suitable and healthy alternative to other conventional meat sources. The average contents of macro-nutrients of
100 g of edible snail meat are: 12.9 g of proteins, from 0.6 g to 1.5 g of
fats (polyunsaturated mainly), 2.4 g of minerals (Ca, P, Fe e Cu) and
60 mg of vitamin A (Picchi, 2003; INRAN, 2007). Compared to beef,
pork and chicken, snail meat contains less proteins, whilst being smaller
in fats and higher in vitamins.
Nowadays, the growing animal protein demand for human nutrition
is expected to increase to 70–80% by 2050 (Pelletier and Tyedmers,
2010; Steinfeld, 2012). This generates an increased interest in the impact of global food production and in the achievement of environmental
friendly macro-livestock supply chains.(Beauchemin et al., 2010, 2011;
Nemecek et al., 2011; Schneider et al., 2011; Wirsenius et al., 2010).
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Among other sustainable possible alternative sources of proteins, special attention has recently been given to edible invertebrates (van
Huis et al., 2013).
On a global scale the macro-livestock sector has a major impact on
the environmental compartments. This applies to resource depletion
(land, water and energy) and emissions of pollutants (greenhouse
gases—GHGs, reactive N and P, etc). (Gerber et al., 2013; Steinfeld
et al., 2006). As far as climate change is concerned the macro-livestock
sector is responsible for 14.5% of the world's human-induced GHG emissions, due to feed production and ruminants' enteric fermentation
mainly (Gerber et al., 2013; Steinfeld et al., 2006). Impacts are also
from CO2 emissions from land degradation and deforestation for fodder
production (Röös et al., 2013; Nijdam et al., 2012; Steinfeld et al., 2006).
These estimations apply to the Italian national scale, where emissions
from enteric fermentation and manure management in animal productions were ranked among the top-10 level key sources of total national
greenhouse gas emissions (Romano et al., 2014). Nonetheless, GHG
emissions associated with conventional meats, can be effectively reduced through: (i) improvements in animal productivity and fertility;
(ii) intensiﬁcation of production as output/ha (provided that higher
input requirements of feed and/or fertilizer are offset by higher levels
of productivity); and (iii) CO2 sequestering in grassland soil organic
matter (Beauchemin et al., 2011; Crosson et al., 2011).
On the other hand, due to the small cold-blooded body size and
moderate cultivation inputs, restrained impacts for invertebrate livestock were proved by the 2013 Food and Agriculture Organization
(FAO) survey on edible insects (van Huis et al., 2013) and by a recent
LCA analysis on protein production from mealworms (Oonincx and de
Boer, 2012).
Snail meat might represent an environmentally friendly alternative
to conventional livestock. However, to this day, no studies have been
performed on the environmental performance of rearing snails for
food production.
This paper aims at quantifying the cradle-to-farm gate amount of
GHGs emitted and/or removed (carbon sequestration) along the production of Helix aspersa maxima fresh meat in an experimental snail
rearing plant in the South of Italy, with the purpose of identifying the
most impacting cultivation stages and possible mitigation strategies to
constrain snail meat carbon footprint (CF).
On the one hand, the CF represents an accepted and standardized
method to investigate environmental performance of products and processes (ISO/TS 14067:2013; BSI, 2008). It has widely been used to address the sustainability of meat production chains (Röös et al., 2013;
Roy et al., 2012; Nijdam et al., 2012) and has the advantage of being easily understood by stakeholders, policymakers and consumers. On the
other one, it only addresses the contribution of global warming and
therefore cannot be used to assess the whole environmental performance of product life cycle.
An insight in snail potential for CO2 sequestration by C incorporation
in shells at the farm gate was also provided as useful information for
snail farmers and other stakeholders dealing with further meat processing and environmental assessments encompassing the full life cycle.
This was done in light of the growing interest in mollusc shell
valorisation (Yao et al., 2014) and their prospective as a long-term
sink for atmospheric carbon dioxide.

According to the recent ISO/TS 14067:2013 guidelines based on
standard LCA procedures (ISO 14040-44, 2006a,b), CF measures the
total amount of greenhouse gases emitted and/or removed along a
supply chain of products and/or services within the selected spatial
and temporal boundary. CF was expressed as carbon dioxide equivalent
(CO2 eq) by retrieving GWP of gases from the most recent pertinent
IPCC guidelines (IPCC, 2013), using the relevant 100-year timeframe
(GWP100). The conversion factors to CO2 eq were 1 for CO2, 28 for
CH4 and 265 for N2O (IPCC, 2013).
The study represented a cradle-to-farm gate CF of snail meat. This
dealt with on-farm activities for snail meat production: (i) indoor
snail reproduction, (ii) outdoor fattening, (iii) snail cleaning-out, and
(iv) ﬁnal packaging for further dispatch. Upstream production of related
farm inputs (i.e. feed mix, and plastic auxiliaries) was also included. The
study did not encompass the impacts of distribution, store retail, and
consumption of snail meat and ﬁnal disposal of snail wastes. System
boundary (cradle-to-farm gate snail farming), with process stages and
related inputs, is summarized in Fig. 1.
Data were collected from a small snail producer in the Campania
region and scaled up to a larger cultivation system (1 ha) which represents the increasing averaged size of Italian heliciculture. This was
achieved assuming the use of regional (not polluted) marginal agricultural land.
According to the CF Technical Speciﬁcation (UNI ISO/TS
14067:2013), carbon storage in a product for a speciﬁed timeframe is
also accounted “when performing cradle-to-gate studies, when this information is relevant for the remaining value chain”. GHG removals must
be assigned to the life cycle stage in which they occur and be documented separately from the CF results when arising from fossil and/or biogenic carbon sources. The topic of carbon storage in harvested snail
shells was also addressed given that at the farm gate a quote of C from
atmospheric and fodder/feed sources has been incorporated in snail
shells and, potentially, stored in the long term. To this end, possible
routes of shell disposal and reutilization after snail meat retail were
discussed, since they can highly affect CO2 leakage from shells after
collection.
The study did not compute CO2 emissions from direct Land Use
Change (dLUC), which also are known to be inﬂuential on the ﬁnal outcome of the CF analysis applied to meat supply chains (MacLeod et al.,
2013; Röös et al., 2013; Nijdam et al., 2012; Cederberg et al., 2011;
Nguyen et al., 2010, 2012; Pelletier et al., 2010), but still represent a
huge source of uncertainty in the CF calculation due to the lack of a standardized and harmonized methodology (Dudley et al., 2014; MacLeod
et al., 2013; Röös et al., 2013; Nijdam et al., 2012). In the present case
study GHG emissions from dLUC could be assumed to be of constrained
relevance following: (i) the use of regional marginal cropped land for
cultivation of snails, which should avoid signiﬁcant on-farm dLUC emissions, and (ii) the reliance on regionally produced supplementary feed
ingredients (see Section 2.3), avoiding the documented off-farm dLUC
linked to conventional imported feed (eg. soy) from Latin America,
where its cultivation is entailed through forest or grassland conversion
(MacLeod et al., 2013; Röös et al., 2013; Nijdam et al., 2012; Cederberg
et al., 2011).
Data were analysed by means of SimaPro 8.03 software coupled with
IPCC (2013) v1.00 (GWP 100a). The functional unit was set as 1 kg of
edible snail meat.

2. Methods
2.2. Description of the snail farm
2.1. Goal deﬁnition
In the present study, a carbon footprint (CF) assessment was applied
to a Mediterranean snail farming system under semi-intensive management. This aimed at: (i). quantifying GHG emissions and removals along
the snail meat production chain and (ii) identifying the most impacting
practices and inputs (for a further implementation of environmental
performance of the rearing system from a CF perspective).

2.2.1. Experimental pilot area
Primary data were collected in 2014 from a pilot area of 150 m2 in
the province of Caserta (Maddaloni, Campania region), which hosts a
semi-intensive snail farming system.
At the site, egg laying and hatching occurred in a closed environment
(indoor breeding phase), inside PVC boxes placed in concrete farm
buildings, properly moistened by daily water supply (about 0.1 L d−1
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Fig. 1. The (simpliﬁed) ﬂowchart shows the system boundary of snail meat production from cradle-to-farm gate. Transport of components and auxiliaries are included.

along the reproduction phase). There were two broods of young per
year: out of 120 reproductive snails laying around 100 eggs in each
brood, with an experimentally detected viability of 70%. Once the babies
hatch (about two weeks after egg laying), the young snails (3–4 weeks
old) were removed and placed inside free-range pens (outdoor fattening phase). The latter ones were fenced-in by a HDPE mesh (weight
90 g m−2) which also covered the top to exclude predators and prevent
hail damage. Free-range pens amounted to about 70% of the total pilot
area (enclosures plus linked auxiliary area) and were earlier cropped
with a mix of cabbage (Brassica oleracea, var. viridis) and beet fodder
(Beta vulgaris, var. cicla), planted at a seed rate of about 9 g m−2, after
soil bed-preparation through rotatory harrowing (20 cm depth). During
the cultivation, a mechanical weeding was necessary and irrigation
water was supplied on a daily basis by a nozzle-spray system throughout the drought period, i.e. from the end of April to September
(1.5 L m− 2 d− 1, except on rainy days). Snails were fed on the fresh
beet and cabbage fodder provided in the pens: about 0.3 ton y− 1
and 0.2 ton y− 1 of beet and cabbage respectively, as inferable from
crop-speciﬁc averaged yield estimates (around 30 ton ha− 1 and
22 ton ha−1, respectively) retrieved from pertinent scientiﬁc literature
and regional technical speciﬁcations (Regione Marche, 2007; Desai,
2004; Moschini, 1996; http://www.francescoﬁume.altervista.org/).
The diet was also integrated for both breeders (along the reproduction
period) and juveniles–adults (for about ﬁve months along the fattening
phase), by a supplementary feed (about 149 kg y−1, supplied ad
libitum) made up of a well balanced mix of grains (maize and ﬁeld
bean) and limestone carbonates (conﬁdential information for exact
composition of the feed mixture). Fresh fodder and supplementary
feed consumption along the outdoor fattening were accounted for
nearly all the total yearly food supply (above 99%), whilst the share
from the reproduction phase was negligible (below 1%).
After 9–12 months from hatching, the snails were ready to be harvested (average size of about 2.5–3 cm and 15–20 g) and purged in 6
PVC crates (average load of about 22 kg) through washing and deprivation of food for one week (cleaning-out phase). Finally, snails (ﬂesh and
shell) were packed in 5 kg bags of single-use PE tubular net, to be sold
and supplied outside farm boundary. The total yield, as shell and ﬂesh

fresh weight, was 390 kg y−1 (2.6 kg m− 2 y− 1), that is about
94 kg y−1 edible snail meat (0.6 kg m−2 y−1), according to the estimate
of snail edible fraction (24%) from the Italian National Institute of
Research on Foods and Nutrition (INRAN, 2007).

2.2.2. Scaled-up cultivation
For the CF assessment, the snail farming was scaled up to 1 ha, by assuming the use and re-evaluation of regional non-polluted marginal agricultural land undergoing progressive abandonment. To this end, the
authors assumed that the ratio between free-range pens and the total
farm area was the same as mentioned in the experimental pilot area
(about 70%) and simulated the consequent farm system design. Agricultural practices for fodder cultivation and snail meat yield (kg per m2 of
snail farm) were also considered similar to the pilot area. The study
assumed the following:
• 26 fattening pens (3 m wide, 90 m long and 1 m high) enclosed on all
sides and the top by a HDPE mesh (weight 90 g m− 2) fastened to
hardwood poles (4 cm diameter and 1.5 m high) inserted into the
soil (0.5 m depth) every 5 m. These enclosures, interspersed with
passageways of about 1 m, were also equipped with a central row of
similar supplementary hardwood poles to anchor the HDPE pipes of
the irrigation system.
• irrigation water supply by gravity through a nozzles spray system of
HDPE pipes, consisting of a main line (about 150 m long, external
and internal diameter 32 mm and 30 mm respectively) and 26 lateral
lines (each one 90 m long, external and internal diameter 25 mm and
23.3 mm respectively) fastened at the top of the central line of hardwood poles inside each fattening enclosure.
• the use of a newly designed multi-chamber breeding cage, consisting
of a perimeter structure (1 m wide, 3 m long and 1 m high) made by
steel posts (external and internal diameter 40 mm and 37 mm, respectively) and 100 internal HDPE plastic panels (1 m large and 1 m
high, weigh 90 g m−2) fastened every 3 cm to the external frame by
steel wires (2 mm thick). About 9500 reproductive snails would be
necessary (laying around 100 eggs in each brood) at a density of
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about 90 breeders per m2 of available surface, with an assumed egg
viability of about 60%.

2.3. Inventory
2.3.1. Inventory of cultivation practices and inputs
As per Section 2.2, foreground inventory data collected at the experimental pilot plant were scaled up to 1 ha cultivation snail farming
under mixed system. This was achieved: (i) linearly (according to the
increased snail farmed area) for snail yield output, food supply (fodder
and feed), fodder seeds, operation of agricultural machineries and
linked diesel consumption, irrigation water, plastic crates and water
for cleaning out; (ii) on the basis of the speciﬁc simulated up-scaled
farm system design for plastic, wood and steel auxiliaries needed for
the setting up of breeding cage, fattening enclosures and related irrigation system; and (iii) setting for auxiliary inputs (i.e. seeds, feed and
HDPE net) a regional supply scenario within an average transport distance of 100 km by a 3.5 ton van (except for supplementary feed, for
which a 16 ton lorry was assumed). Table 1 summarizes the material,
energy, transport and other auxiliary inputs used in each production
phase as referred to a one year time frame (2014). Material inputs
characterized by a prolonged durability were properly divided by the
respective expected service life time, to compute the speciﬁc input
amounts on the one year timeframe window (Table 1).
Background processes, such as auxiliary production (agricultural
machineries, feed ingredients, seeds, etc.), from the extraction and
treatment of raw materials up to the ﬁnal disposal, were selected from

the EcoInvent v.2.0 database. For fodder seed and feed grain production,
EcoInvent records were properly modiﬁed to achieve a better representativeness of the real national and regional agricultural context.
Impacts related to the production of fodder seeds and feed grains
were computed according to: (i) agronomic inputs (site preparation,
seeding, application rate of mineral fertilizers, etc.) scheduled in regional technical speciﬁcations for cabbage, beet seed crops (Regione
Campania, 2011), maize and ﬁeld bean crops (Regione Campania,
2014); and (ii) averaged yields retrieved from scientiﬁc literature and
technical agronomic ﬁles for beet and cabbage seeds (Regione Marche,
2007; Desai, 2004; Moschini, 1996; http://www.francescoﬁume.
altervista.org/), maize and ﬁeld bean grains (Frascarelli, 2010;
Bartolini, 2011).
2.3.2. Inventory of GHG emissions from cultivation practices and inputs
GHG emissions from both foreground activities (i.e. as exhaust gas
emissions during agricultural machinery operation and tail pipe emissions along with the transport stages) and background processes (i.e.
from supply of feed, diesel, electricity and construction materials)
were retrieved from the EcoInvent database, according to the amounts
of inputs speciﬁed in Table 1.
In absence of N fertilizer input to on-farm fodder (beet and cabbage)
cultivation (Table 1) and to off-farm ﬁeld bean cultivation for feed mix
production (Regione Campania, 2011), Direct Field Emissions (DFE)
from fertilizer application were exclusively linked to the off-farm
cultivation of maize for supplementary feeding manufacture. These
were calculated according to the most recent EcoInvent guidelines
(Nemecek and Shnetzer, 2011) harking back to the IPCC methodology
(IPCC, 2006). CO2 (fossil, released from urea molecule processing in

Table 1
Primary inventory data related to each production stage needed for the 1 ha up-scaled snail farm along the selected 1 year timeframe (2014).
Production phases

Data

Indoor breedinga

Breeding cage
HDPE mesh — polyethylene, HDPEb
Steel postsc
Steel wirec
Water supply
Maize grain, ﬁeld bean, limestone mixd
Enclosure set-up
HDPE meshe
Wooden poles — sawn timberf
Beet and cabbage fodder cultivationg
Tillage harrowing
Sowing
Beta vulgaris, var. cicla — seedsh
Brassica oleracea, var. viridis — seedsh
Mechanical weeding by hoeing
Supplementary feeding
Maize grain, ﬁeld bean, limestone mixi
Spray nozzle irrigation
Water supply
HDPE water pipes — polyethylene, HDPEj
Water supply
Plastic crates — polyethylene, HDPEk
Tubular net — polyethylene, LDPE
Snailsl
Edible snailsm

Outdoor fattening

Cleaning out
Packaging
Output
a

Amount

Unit

1.0
1.5
33
0.6
17

kg ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
g ha−1 y−1
m3 ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1

0.4
0.1

ton ha−1 y−1
m3 ha−1 y−1

1
1
30
30
1

ha−1 y−1
ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
ha−1 y−1

9.9

ton ha−1 y−1

2085
13
45
67
13
26
6.2

m3 ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
m3 ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1
ton ha−1 y−1
ton ha−1 y−1

About 9500 breeding snails were taken into account in this study.
Computed from total necessary input amount (9.7 kg ha−1) divided by the assumed lifetime of HDPE mesh under indoor conditions (10 y).
c
Computed from total necessary input amount of steel posts and wire (114.2 kg ha−1 and 2.5 kg ha−1, respectively) divided by the assumed steel life time (75 y).
d
Along the reproduction phase the diet also relied on fresh fodder planted inside the outdoor pens (less than 1% of total consumption along the fattening phase).
e
Computed from total necessary input amount (1.1 ton ha-1) divided by the assumed life time of mesh netting for fattening enclosures once applied in the ﬁeld (3 y).
f
Computed from total necessary input amount (2.5 m3 ha−1) divided by the assumed life time of wooden poles (20 years).
g
Expected fodder consumption in this study: 21 ton y−1 and 16 ton y−1 per beet and cabbage respectively.
h
A speciﬁc record for seed preparation was implemented in SimaPro.
i
Speciﬁc records were implemented in SimaPro.
j
Computed from total necessary input amount (189 kg ha−1) divided by the assumed life time of HDPE pipes (15 years).
k
Computed from total necessary input amount (2 ton ha−1) divided by the assumed life time of plastic crates (30 y).
l
Taking into account the weight loss of 10% during the cleaning out phase.
m
Edible fraction is 24% according to INRAN, 2007.
b

A. Forte et al. / Agricultural Systems 142 (2016) 99–111

soil) and indirect N2O emissions (from NH3 deposition and nitrate
leaching/run-off) were computed according to emission factors (EFs)
retrieved from the IPCC methodology (IPCC, 2006). Direct biogenic
N2O emissions (following fertilizer application) were calculated over
an average estimate of N2O emission factor (kg N − N2O evolved per
kg N input applied − EF) for spring Mediterranean crops (0.5%) (Forte
et al., 2015). This was done taking into account that EFs under Mediterranean conditions were highlighted to be markedly lower than the
default 1% IPCC value (Castaldi et al., 2015; Aguilera et al., 2013).
2.3.3. Carbon incorporation and potential long-term sequestration in the
shell of harvested snail
Potential long term carbon storage in the shells was computed according to the box diagram depicted in Fig. 2. Pertinent scientiﬁc literature was used in order to presume the amount and sources of carbon
incorporated in aragonitic and calcitic matrix. This represents about
95%–99% of shells (Marin and Luquet, 2004) and might potentially persist in the long term. The remaining 1%–5% (Marin and Luquet, 2004)
have been excluded given it has an organic matrix (proteins and other
organic components such as neutral polysaccharides and lipids) and is
therefore subjected to biological decomposition. Even if there is
evidence that a quote of shell matrix proteins can persist in fossils
(Sarashina et al., 2008), the external periostracum organic layer quickly
disappears after the death of the mollusc as recently highlighted for land
snails under ﬁeld condition in forest soils (Říhová et al., 2014; Pearce,
2008).
According to the current LCA methodology, temporary storage is not
accountable in terms of GHG beneﬁts. The potential long term sequestration of shells was therefore discussed as a function of: (i) the carbon
capture from atmospheric CO2 and biological sources (fodder and feed)
and (ii) the following carbon release along the possible disposal routes
(Fig. 2).
On a national and regional context, mollusc shell wastes are collected both as organic waste (for compost production) and municipal solid
waste (for landﬁll disposal) (Fig. 2). Speciﬁc collection platforms,
currently absent, have been recently proposed in pertinent national
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research projects. This follows the increasing awareness of the effective
shell valorisation as value-added source of CaCO3 for: constructions (as
partial cement replacement or as ﬁller material in eco-friendly buildings), industrial applications as adsorbent and ﬁltration media, and
agricultural and zootechnical application such as supplements for feed
mixtures (Yao et al., 2014).
A speciﬁc supply chain for further shell processors was hypothetically discussed (Fig. 2). This was based on the evidence that in foreign
countries, companies for shell waste collection, cleaning and powdering, already operate.
2.4. Sensitivity analysis
Foreground input data and methodological assumptions (updated
GWP, local N2O EF and exclusion of CO2 emission from LUC) were
subject to a sensitivity analysis (ISO 14040-44, 2006a,b), by using a
one-at-a-time approach (OAT), to check their inﬂuence on the ﬁnal
outcome of the CF analysis.
2.4.1. Foreground input data
Due to the lack of exhaustive primary data about variability of foreground ﬂows, input requirements were tuned within arbitrary ranges
(from ±10% to ±30%) with respect to the reference values applied in
this study (Table 2). To highlight key parameters for the snail farming
management, sensitivity results were further discussed in relation to
the inferable degree of uncertainty for the different input parameters
and to their actual variation when available.
2.4.2. Conversion factors
In this study, CO2, CH4, and N2O emissions were converted into global warming potentials (GWP) with units of kg CO2 equivalent (kg CO2
eq) on the basis of the latest IPCC characterization values (IPCC, 2013).
The conversion of nitrogen from fertilizer application into N2O emissions was based on an average estimate of EF for spring Mediterranean
crops (Forte et al., 2015). A sensitivity analysis was performed to determine how snail CF results would change by the use of the previous GWP

Fig. 2. Pathway of carbon incorporation inside snail shell calcium carbonates and entailed potential CO2 sequestration according to the possible disposal/reutilization routes.
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Table 2
Carbon incorporated inside shells of harvested snails and potential CO2 sequestration entailed.
Unit

Waste shells

Calcium carbonates in shells

C incorporated in shell calcium carbonates

Potential CO2 sequestration in shells

kg/kg harvested snail

3.3 × 10–1a

3.2 × 10–1b

3.8 × 10–2

0.1c

a

Primary data for this study.
Assuming 97% of shells are calcium carbonate polymorphs, as averaged value from Marin and Luquet (2004) and not taking into account the impurities such as trapped sediment and
water.
c
Considering only the computation of direct atmospheric CO2 and biological C sources (fodder and feed, as indirect CO2 sources), and assuming 16%, 72% and 12% as percentage C sources
from atmospheric CO2, plant-feed and limestone, respectively (averaged values from Zhang et al., 2014 and Xu et al., 2010).
b

retrieved from the IPCC Fourth Assessment Report (IPCC, 2006) and by
the IPCC default nitrogen to N2O conversion factors (IPCC, 2007)
(Table 4).

(ton CO2 eq ha− 1 y− 1) in the GHG inventory. Further details can be
found in footnotes of Table 4.
3. Results

2.4.3. CO2 emissions from direct LUC
Although GHG emissions from dLUC were assumed as a topic of
restrained concern, the authors carried out a preliminary check of
potential dLUC impacts along snail farming. This was done in light of a
further discussion of snail CF results in the context of other meat source
supply chains (for which LUC is known to be inﬂuential).
GHG emissions linked to potential direct Land Use Change (dLUC)
associated with land use for snail farming were estimated using the
“Direct Land Use Change Assessment Tool” (Blonk Consultants, Gouda,
Version 2014.1). The tool was reviewed by the World Resource Institute
and the World Business Council for Sustainable Development and
developed alongside the PAS 2050-1 (BSI, 2012), based on FAOStat
data (FAO, 2012) and IPCC calculation rules (IPCC, 2006, Tier 1), for
quantiﬁcation of rates of LUC and C loss/gain, respectively.
For the computation of GHG emissions from dLUC linked to off-farm
crop cultivations for concentrated feed (maize and ﬁeld bean) and seeds
(for beet and cabbage fodder), previous land use was set as unknown.
For LUC GHG emissions from on-farm cultivated land, computation
was performed based on the hypothetical reference scenario of land
still cultivated to produce annual crops (without satisfactory earnings).
A second reference scenario was also included to test the extreme case
of conversion of land already abandoned and shifted towards grassland/
grazing land. For both hypothetical baseline scenarios the weighted average approach was chosen to compute GHG emissions from LUC

3.1. Cradle-to-farm gate carbon footprint
As shown in Fig. 3, the total impact (mainly ascribable to CO2 emissions) was mainly entailed (about 60%) by the supplementary feeding
and followed by breeding enclosure set-up (about 29%). GHG emissions
linked to the beet and cabbage fodder cultivation and the cleaning-out
phase appeared restrained (nearly 4% and 5%, respectively), whilst the
share of reproduction system, irrigation and ﬁnal packaging was negligible (0.2%, 0.8 and 1%, respectively).
In the absence of supplementary electricity supply (no artiﬁcial
lighting and heating in rooms for snail reproduction and cleaning out,
spray nozzle irrigation by gravity and hand-packed dispatch bags), the
environmental load of indoor breeding, enclosure set-up, irrigation,
cleaning out and ﬁnal packaging were ascribable to the production
and successive processing of polyethylene granulate for the different
auxiliary plastics together with the low alloyed steel for the breeding
cage frame (Fig. 4). The impact appeared negligible for the breeding
cage, the irrigation system and the packaging. This was due to the
restrained amount of plastics and to the assumed extended life time of
both plastic and steel involved materials (Table 1).
On the other hand, the rising amount of HDPE characterizing the setup of enclosures and the ﬁnal cleaning out (Table 1) led to relevant CO2
emissions which were equally shared by HDPE granulate production
and further moulding for plastic mesh and crate manufacture (Fig. 5a,

Fig. 3. Carbon footprint (CF) of 1 kg of edible snail meat. The absolute value (kg CO2 eq) is at the top of the column, which highlights the contributions of the different cultivation stages to
the total burden. Not clearly visible, since close to 1%, the contribution from indoor breeding, irrigation and ﬁnal packaging. In the box on the right upper corner, there is a pie chart detailing
the shares of the different GHGs.
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Fig. 4. The characterization graph shows the different contributions from speciﬁc material and process inputs for each cultivation stage. Not clearly visible sub-processes (below 1%) were:
(i) sown timber production for wooden poles, (ii) crushed and washed limestone production for supplementary feed, and (iii) waste management of plastics and steel auxiliaries. Absolute
values for each stage are also reported inside the labels. MG: Maize grains; and FBG: Field bean grains.

c). The impact appeared markedly higher for plastic mesh for fattening
enclosures (Figs. 3, 5a, c) due to their restrained lifetime once they were
applied in the open ﬁeld (Table 1).
Cultivation of fodder without fertilization showed circumscribed
burdens (Fig. 3), mainly linked to seed input and harrowing (Fig. 4).
Beet and cabbage seed production and further transport to the farm
accounted for about 31% and 7% of impacts respectively. Out of these,
about 37% came from tillage, whilst the remaining was equally shared
by sowing and mechanical weeding (Fig. 5b). The prevailing GHG was
CO2 (about 80% of the total burden) (Fig. 5b), linked to up-stream emissions from agricultural machinery, fuel and seed production and, markedly (in the range of 50–60%), to down-stream exhaust gas emissions
from on-farm operation of agricultural machineries. The most marked
impact (about 44%) was entailed by soil harrowing which needed
higher fuel consumptions (Table 1). A relevant part of the total burden
was also shared by N2O emissions coming from beet and cabbage seed
production. At this stage, nitrous oxide ﬂuxes appeared as the main
GHG pollutant (about 54% of total impact) and mainly represented
(99%) by biogenic direct ﬁeld emission from cropped soil following N
fertilizer application.
As relating to the highly affecting supplementary feeding (Fig. 4),
most of the impacts (about 95%) were shared by the maize and ﬁeld
bean grain feed production. Out of these, more marked contribution
came from the feedstock cultivation stage (about 74%) which was
followed by grain transport to the feed mill (about 17%) and further processing (4%). The share from limestone crushing and washing (b 1%)
was negligible. The remaining 5% was the result of the transport of
manufactured feed components (maize–ﬁeld bean–limestone) to the
snail farm. Similar to the maize and ﬁeld bean cultivation, CO2 emissions

were prevailing (about 74% of total burden) and mainly linked to upstream emissions from fertilized production (Fig. 6). The remaining impact was shared by the different agronomic practices (soil treatments,
fertilizer broadcasting, etc.), according to (i) the level of mechanization
and fuel consumption involved in each stage (Table 1) and (ii) the following down-stream exhaust gas emissions from operating agricultural
machineries. The most affecting practice which appeared is the urea
supply along maize cultivation (Fig. 6). This was due to the up-stream
CO2 emissions (coming from fertilizer manufacture) and to the DFE
from soil of CO2 (fossil, from urea molecule) and N2O (biogenic, from
bacterial activities), the latter one amounting at about 22% of total impact for maize and ﬁeld bean cultivation.
3.2. Carbon incorporated in shells and potential long-term sequestration
This study showed that about 4 × 10–2 kg of carbon could be incorporated in the shells as calcium carbonate polymorphs per kg of
harvested snails (Table 2). According to recent estimates, the most
relevant carbon source for shell carbonate is represented by :
(i) plants and feed for diet (56–80%), (ii) atmospheric CO2 (10–24%)
and (iii) ingested limestone (0–27%) (Zhang et al., 2014; Xu et al.,
2010). Therefore, about 88% of carbon incorporated in snail shell
(Table 2) might represent a permanent stock both: (i) subtracted
from the short term recycling of biogenic carbon between the
interacting plant–soil–atmosphere compartments (indirect atmospheric CO2 sequestration, i.e. previously ﬁxed in plants for fodder
and feed) and (ii) sequestered from atmospheric CO2 pool (direct
atmospheric CO2 sequestration). Based on this assumption, the
resulting potential long term C sequestration in the shells would
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Fig. 6. Characterization graphs showing the speciﬁc GHG contributions from material and
process inputs related to the stages of supplementary feeding. Not visible sub-processes
(below 1%), were: (i) crushing and washing of limestone for supplementary feed mix,
(ii) auxiliary inputs (water, infrastructure, etc) and sewage management related to MG
(maize grains) and FBG (Field bean grains) processing at the feed mill.

3.3. Sensitivity analysis
3.3.1. Foreground input data
According to the sensitivity check on foreground inventory data,
vegetal ingredients of the feed mixture and the plastic mesh for the fattening enclosures were the only parameters able to signiﬁcantly affect
the results within the selected range of input variations (Table 3). Coupling this ﬁnding with the assumed degree of uncertainty and actual
variation (when available) of the different input ﬂows, inventory data
could be ranked into three different classes:

Fig. 5. The characterization graphs showing the speciﬁc GHG contributions from material
and process inputs related to the stages of a) enclosure set-up, b) fodder cultivation and
c) cleaning-out. Not visible sub-processes (below 1%), were: (i) sown timber production
for wooden poles, and (ii) waste management of plastics and steel auxiliaries.

amount at about 0.1 kg CO2 eq per kg of harvested snail (Table 2),
that means about 3 ton CO2 ha− 1 y− 1, entailing a reduction of snail
meat CF of about 18%.
Once computed the amount of carbon incorporated in the shells of
living snail, the effective storage can be assessed in the long term only
by taking into account the dynamics of CO2 leakage from shells after
snail meat consumption which is strictly linked to the different shell
disposal routes.

• Parameters: (i) whose changes of values signiﬁcantly affected the
snail CF score and (ii) characterized by a signiﬁcant degree of variability. This group included supplementary feed and HDPE mesh. The activity level of snails, which also affects their rate of feeding, is highly
dependent on ambient temperature and humidity. During the snail
growing season (in the spring–summer drought period), the analysed
farm management assured a moist suitable environment through regular watering of shelter forage and ground soil. Nonetheless, experimental observations on the site showed that changes in the average
atmospheric humidity and temperatures throughout the years (wet
years/dry ones) could affect feed consumption. This was particularly
true in the range of ± 10%, with peaks of increased supply (up by
40%) in the case of markedly moist summers encouraging snails to
be active. As relates to HDPE mesh, on the one hand the total amount
necessary for the setting up of fattening enclosures on the farmed area
can be considered as a ﬁxed value, strictly linked to the designed geometry of pens. On the other hand, the rate of mesh deterioration in
the ﬁeld may vary depending on weathering conditions, thus affecting
the resulting plastic input on a yearly basis. Moreover, at the pilot
area, intensiﬁed maintenance regimes (with recurring repair works)
showed increased average plastic mesh durability (3 y, applied in
this study) also by 50%, which would reduce the yearly plastic input
by about 33%. However, this might represent a time consuming and
labour expensive management for the scaled-up farming system.
• Parameters: (i) whose changes of values did not signiﬁcantly affect
snail CF score and (ii) characterized by a signiﬁcant degree of variability. This is the case of irrigation water, whose input amount is strictly
affected by humidity levels along the drought period. According to the
changing average spring and summer rainfall, irrigation water supply
might range from about −12% to about +3%. This resulted from the
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Table 3
Sensitivity analysis applied to foreground input ﬂows supplied yearly to the 1 ha up-scaled snail farm. The table shows the percentage variations from snail CF score (0.7 kg CO2 eq per kg
edible snail meat), in response to different percentage increases or decreases of each input data as referred to the reference amount value applied in the study.
Input

Reference value applied in the study
Amount

Feed mix:
MG and FBG in feed mixa
Limestone in feed mix
HDPE plastics for:
Fattening enclosures
Cleaning boxes
Irrigation
Breeding cage
Beet and cabbage seeds
Water (irrigation and cleaning out)
Steel auxiliaries
Wooden poles
a
b

Percent CF variation
Percent input variation

Unit measure

±10%

±20%

±30%

−1

ton ha y
ton ha−1 y−1
ton ha−1 y−1

±6%
±6%
b±0.1%

±11%
±11%
b±0.1%

±17%
±17%
b±0.1%

ton ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
m3 ha−1 y−1
kg ha−1 y−1
m3 ha−1 y−1

±3%
b±1%
b±1%
b±1%
b±1%
b±0.1%
b±0.1%
b±0.1%

±6%
b±1%
b±1%
b±1%
b±1%
b±0.1%
b±0.1%
b±0.1%

±9%
b±1%
b±1%
b±1%
b±1%
b±0.1%
b±0.1%
b±0.1%

−1

9.9
c.i.b
c.i.b
0.4
67
13
1
60
2086
1.6
0.1

MG and FBG for maize and ﬁeld bean grains, respectively.
Conﬁdential information (c.i.) for exact composition of the feed mixture.

analysis of precipitation data within a 10-year timeframe (2004–
2014) from a nearby weather station in Vitulazio (province of Caserta,
http://agricoltura.regione.campania.it/meteo/agrometeo.htm) and
assuming there would be no irrigation inputs on rainy days (and in
the ﬁrst day after, in the case of daily precipitation above 20 mm).
• Parameters (i) whose changes of values did not signiﬁcantly affect
snail CF score and (ii) characterized by a low degree of variability.
This class comprised fodder seeds, steel, wood and plastic auxiliary
input data (HDPE mesh for fattening pens excluded), which could
be assumed as ﬁxed amounts with low uncertainty levels.

Variables inside the ﬁrst group could be therefore identiﬁed as
“key parameters” affecting the ﬁnal CF score under real farming
circumstances.
3.3.2. Conversion factors
The CF was not signiﬁcantly affected by the substitution of both GWP
and N2O EF (Table 4). As per the 2013 up-dated GWP (reference values
in this study), the reduced index for N2O coupled to the increased index
for CH4 resulted in unchanged CF results as opposed to the outcome
based on a previous 100-year GWP (IPCC, 2007). This was also due to
the circumscribed share of N2O and CH4 emissions to the total snail CF
score (Fig. 3).
As per the EF for N2O emissions, the application of the 1% IPCC default value (as opposed to the local factor considered in this study)

Table 4
Sensitivity analysis applied to conversion factors for: (i) GWP of GHG and (ii) N2O emission from N fertilizer input (EF). The table shows the different GHG emissions (as CO2,
N2O and CH4) and the total CF resulting from the application of: (i) reference values of
GWP and EF in this study and (ii) current values generally applied in recent pertinent
literature.
GHG emissions
(kg CO2 eq. per
kg edible snail meat)
CO2
N2O
CH4
CF tot

Conversion factors
GWP and N2O EF values
applied in this studya

2007 up-dated
GWPb

IPCC
N2O EFc

0.55
0.07
0.05
0.7

0.55
0.08
0.04
0.7

0.55
0.11
0.05
0.7

a
Reference values applied in this study: (i) 2013 up-dated IPCC characterization values
for GWP (IPCC, 2013) and (ii) a 0.5% local EF for nitrogen to N2O conversion factors (Forte
et al., 2015).
b
2007 up-dated IPCC conversion factor to CO2 eq: 1 for CO2, 25 for CH4 and 298 for N2O
(IPCC, 2007).
c
1% default IPCC EF for nitrogen to N2O conversion factors (IPCC, 2007).

would entail additional 0.03 kg CO2 eq per kg edible snail meat. These
were biogenic nitrous oxide emissions following urea supply along the
maize cultivation (for supplementary feed manufacture). Due to the
restricted inﬂuence of total and biogenic N2O emissions (Figs. 3, 6),
the snail meat CF score would remain nearly unchanged again (about
+4%).
3.3.3. CO2 emissions from direct LUC
The inclusion of CO2 emissions associated with changes in land use
and soil carbon stock did not signiﬁcantly affect the results (Table 4).
This was true except for the extreme case use of agricultural land abandoned long time ago.
In detail, as highlighted in Table 5, GHG emissions from off-farm LUC
resulted exclusively from maize cultivation and appeared negligible
(below 2% of the ﬁnal partial CF). CO2 emissions from on-farm LUC
(linked to the conversion of marginal lands towards snail farming) appeared restrained in the case of revaluation of unproductive annual
croplands. However LUC emissions turned to substantial, in the case of
use of abandoned cropland put back to grass.
In the last case scenario, total GHG emissions from LUC might increase the CF of snail meat at the farm gate of about 57% (Table 5).
This calculation, however, overestimated the impact related to the use
of marginal croplands gradually shifting towards grassland. As a matter
of fact the calculation was based on a well established grassland reference scenario which could be not appropriate in the case of a recently
abandoned cropland. Nonetheless, this result highlighted the relevance
of the baseline scenario and the consequent need of further detailed
assessment of the on-farm dLUC topic in relation to the real regional
context of snail farming realization.
4. Discussion
4.1. Hotspots of snail meat production
The supply of the vegetal components of feed mixture appeared as
the prevailing carbon hotspot within snail farming. Feed production
has been extensively highlighted in literature as a key contributor to
the environmental impacts of ruminant and monogastric animal food
products (Dudley et al., 2014; MacLeod et al., 2013; Nijdam et al.,
2012; Pelletier et al., 2010; Roy et al., 2012, 2009). GHG emissions of
feed production, within the whole retail meat production chain,
summed up to 60%–73% for pigs (MacLeod et al., 2013; Nijdam et al.,
2012), 78% for chickens (MacLeod et al., 2013) and to 11%–37% for
beef meat (Dudley et al., 2014; Nijdam et al., 2012; Beauchemin et al.,
2010; Pelletier et al., 2010). The latter one has an additional predominant contribution coming from enteric fermentation during pasture
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Table 5
Potential GHG emissions from direct Land Use Change computed by means of the PAS 2050-1: Direct Land Use Change Assessment Tool (V2014.1, Blonk Consultants, Gouda).
Reference scenario of marginal
land for on-farm LUC

Land use
Off-farma
Maize crops

GHG emissions from LUC
(kg CO2 eq per kg edible snail meat)

Unproductive annual cropland
Abandoned unproductive
cropland put back to grass

0.01
0.01

On-farmb
Leguminous crops

Cabbages
Brassica seed crops

0
0

0
0

Tot

Cabbages
Brassica crops
0.03
0.4

0.04
0.4

a
Off-farm LUC CO2 emissions from Italian cultivations of feed ingredients (maize and ﬁeld bean) and seeds (for beet and cabbage fodder) were computed setting “previous land use” as
unknown.
b
On-farm LUC CO2 emissions were computed on two different hypothetical reference scenarios for marginal land: (i) still cultivated, even if without satisfactory earnings, set as “annual
crop”; and (ii) already abandoned and shifted towards grassland/grazing land, set as “Warm temperate dry grassland”. Other requested parameters for the current cultivation (i.e. snail
farming) were set as follows: HAC soil, reduced tillage management and low input cultivation.

and feedlots (Dudley et al., 2014; Nijdam et al., 2012; Beauchemin et al.,
2010; Pelletier et al., 2010). CF of snail meat was not affected by biogenic
methane emissions. It mainly derived from feed crop cultivation and
processing stages which amounted to about 68% of the total GHG
emissions at the farm gate (Fig. 2). Fossil CO2 was predominant and
was released as up-stream emissions from input manufacture and
as on-farm exhaust gas emissions (during the operations of agricultural machinery) and soil emissions (following urea spreading)
(Fig. 6). Direct ﬁeld N 2O emissions from maize grain production
(Fig. 4) also appeared as a signiﬁcant contributor (about 9% of the
total partial CF of snail meat). However, due to reliance on feed ingredients from leguminous crops, N2 O feed emissions for snail
meat appeared more restrained in comparison to the share reported
for monogastric conventional macro-livestock. This scored to about
17% and 32% of total pig and chicken meat emissions respectively
(MacLeod et al., 2013).
The environmental load of the supplementary feeding stage was also
ascribable to the involved transport phases: (i) delivery of agronomic
inputs for cultivation of feed crops, (ii) vegetal feedstock transport to
the processing mill and (iii) ﬁnal feed supply to the snail farm (Figs. 3,
6). They accounted for about 85% of the total share from transport
which amounted to about 15% of the total snail CF. This ﬁnding was in
line with the share highlighted in literature for transport phases in the
life cycle of conventional meat sources which scored up to about one
ﬁfth of the total impact (Nijdam et al., 2012). Yet, the contribution
from transportation of animal feed on the total snail CF (nearly 3%)
was consistently below the share highlighted for other meat sources.
For instance, the contribution of feed transport was about 10% for both
pork and poultry meat CF (Nijdam et al., 2012), commonly relying on
feed (i.e. soy) sourced from Latin America countries (Nijdam et al.,
2012).
The feeding mixture input ﬂows appeared also affected by a signiﬁcant variability, which might lead to relevant change in the ﬁnal CF
(Section 3.3). These ﬁndings suggest the need of further assessing the
viability of pasture production systems exclusively relying on roughage
of on-farm produced fodder, in order to constrain the C of snail meat
supply chain.
A second key parameter for snail CF was also represented by plastic materials used for breeding enclosures (Figs. 2, 3, 4; Section 3.3).
A mitigation of this impact could be achieved through further investigation and implementation of farming practices. Examples of
proﬁtable large cultivations without apical mesh are also present
on the national territory (http://www.lumache-elici.com). It might
be useful to do experimental tests in the ﬁeld to determine the actual
beneﬁts of top covering in terms of meat yield. Relevant beneﬁts
might also be achieved by using innovative plastic products such as
HDPE mesh stabilized by UV which are able to resist longer under
ﬁeld conditions. As a matter of fact, the total CF of snail farming
will be reduced by 21% in the case of an increase in the lifespan of
plastic enclosures to 10 years (as inferable for such hi-tech plastic
auxiliaries).

4.2. Comparison with other meat sources
In Fig. 7, the CF of snail meat was compared to the current ﬁndings
on land and aquatic invertebrate meat (Oonincx and de Boer, 2012;
Nijdam et al., 2012; SARF, 2012; Iribarren et al., 2010) and to the
reviewed ranges of GWP for the most widespread consumed meats
(i.e. beef, pig and chicken) in an average diet in OECD countries
(FAOSTAT, 2009) as retrieved from Röös et al. (2013). The comparison
was carried out on the basis of similar system boundary (cradle-togate) and functional unit (1 kg fresh edible bone/shell-free meat).
Among meat sources from invertebrates (Fig. 7), the snail CF appeared to be in line with the GWP of mealworm mini-livestock, about
2.7 kg CO2 eq kg−1 edible meat (Oonincx and de Boer, 2012) and also
with mussels from conventional aquaculture: about 1 kg CO2 eq kg−1
edible meat and 0.7 kg CO2 eq kg−1 edible meat from aquaculture in
Spain (Nijdam et al., 2012; Iribarren et al., 2010) and Scotland (SARF,
2012) respectively. On the other hand, this appeared consistently
lower than the cradle-to-gate CF of oysters (about 10 kg CO2 eq kg−1 edible meat) which was characterized by lower edible portions and by
more energy intensive on-farm operations as compared to mussels
(Nijdam et al., 2012; SARF, 2012; INRAN, 2007) and which were

Fig. 7. Comparison of carbon footprints (CO2 eq kg−1 edible meat for retail) of meat
sources from snail (in this study), land and aquatic invertebrates and other conventional
meat livestock in OECD countries. Dark grey circles for results of a single study and light
grey bars for ranges of CF retrieved from literature.
Sources for CF scores: Oonincx and de Boer (2012) for Mealworms; Iribarren et al. (2010)
and SARF (2012) for molluscs from aquaculture, converting results for mussels and
oysters from SARF (2012) to kg edible shell free meat on the basis of speciﬁc edible
portions retrieved from the Italian INRAN database (INRAN, 2007) and Röös et al. (2013)
for CF ranges of chicken, pork and beef.
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therefore much more distant from the concept of sustainable invertebrate mini-livestock.
Snail CF appeared signiﬁcantly restrained when compared to conventional macro-livestock (Fig. 7). Livestock production chains have
been recognized to have a signiﬁcant impact on a wide range of environmental aspects, including climate change (Dudley et al., 2014; Roy
et al., 2012, 2009; Nijdam et al., 2012; Pelletier et al., 2010; Steinfeld
et al., 2006). A higher global warming potential was commonly reported
for beef as compared to other conventional meat sources such as pork
and chicken (Fig. 7). This is due to the higher energetic inputs, enteric
methane emissions and feed-to-meat ratio (Dudley et al., 2014; Roy
et al., 2012; De Vries and de Boer, 2010), coupled with a lower progeny
and a later sexual maturity (De Vries and de Boer, 2010). Beef meat
studies also showed a wider range of GWP (Fig. 7) as a consequence
of: (i) the heterogeneous production systems (intensive/extensive,
dairy cows/beef cattle) as compared to the worldwide standardized
production methods for pork and chicken livestock (Nijdam et al.,
2012; Pelletier et al., 2010); and (ii) the uncertainty in the assessment
of net emissions during pasture from soil and enteric fermentation
(Dudley et al., 2014; Nijdam et al., 2012).
The abovementioned key factors also affected the discrepancies between CF of snail meat and the other conventional livestock sources. Besides the restrained energetic and chemical inputs in foreground
farming practices (Table 1) and the lack of biogenic methane emissions,
snail studies show an efﬁcient feed conversion ratio. Snails are in fact
cold-blooded and can efﬁciently transform nutrients input into edible
biomass. Our study shows that the feed conversion ratio (kg/kg of
gained fresh weight) relative to the speciﬁc diet provided (roughage
coupled to supplementary feed grains) was about 1.8. This value appeared similar to the estimates reported for mealworms (Oonincx and
de Boer, 2012) and chicken meat (Blonk Agri-footprint BV, 2014a,b;
Wilkinson, 2011). On the other hand it was consistently lower than
the average estimates for other conventional livestock which consume
a huge fraction of ingested energetic and nutrient input for body heat
up and grazing (Steinfeld et al., 2006): 4 and up to 8.8 for pigs and
beef cattle respectively (Blonk Agri-footprint BV, 2014a,b; Wilkinson,
2011). Moreover snails have a high fecundity (laying 40–170 eggs 1–3
times each growing season) and grow very fast. In this study they laid
about 100 eggs each brood and reached their full size in 10–12 months
under the mixed diet. Thanks to these drivers the investigated snail
farming provided about 2.6 kg of living snails per m2 of total on-farm
land. As per the total land used, i.e. including off-farm land for feed ingredients and auxiliary input production (EcoInvent database v.2.0),
meat yield appeared markedly higher than the one used for conventional livestock production (De Vries and de Boer, 2010). For instance, if
compared to the needs for 1 kg of protein from beef, i.e. from about
150 m2 to about 250 m2 (De Vries and de Boer, 2010), the production
of 1 kg protein from snail meat, according to their edible portion and
protein content (INRAN, 2007), required on average only about 9% of
land. This estimate was in line with the value (about 10%) recently
highlighted for edible worms (Oonincx and de Boer, 2012).
Another factor which contributed to the lower CF of the snail meat,
was the use of feed ingredients from regional production. In Italy, like
Europe, besides feed ingredients from nationally produced maize, the
manufacture of feed mixtures largely relies on soy imported from
Brazil and Argentina (2013 updated statistics from ISMEA and
ASSALZOO). This leads to relevant additional impact for animal feed
transportation in the total CF of conventional livestock (Nijdam et al.,
2012).
The use of regionally produced feed ingredients, with negligible GHG
emissions from off-farm dLUC (Table 5), might also amplify the differences between snails and conventional livestock in the case that CO2
LUC emissions were included in the CF computation. Assessments of
LUC effect showed impacts increased by a 12% raise up to 25 fold for
beef meat (Blonk Agri-footprint BV, 2014a,b; Cederberg et al., 2011;
Nguyen et al., 2010) and by 42% and 129% raise for pig and chicken
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respectively (Blonk Agri-footprint BV, 2014a,b). This was mainly due
to the supply of feed compounds through importation from sensitive
areas in Latin America where expansion of land for feed ingredient cultivation is generally achieved by deforestation. On the other hand, as per
beef/cattle livestock, permanent grassland can store signiﬁcant amount
of C in soil as stable organic matter: (i) under ongoing moderate grazing
pressure management (i.e. in absence of LUC) and (ii) especially in the
case of native pasture under improved grazing strategies and newly
seeded grassland on previously cropped land (i.e. in presence of LUC)
(Beauchemin et al., 2011; Crosson et al., 2011). This C sequestration in
grassland soil might entail a “C-offset” ranging from about 40% to 70%
of total GHG emissions from grassland based systems (Pelletier et al.,
2010; Veysset et al., 2010). The C gain in soil organic matter might
also be so high that it might change the beef production system from
a net emitter to a net sink of C, in the case of recently planted pasture
on previously cropped land (Beauchemin et al., 2011).
However, despite the general increased attention on C sequestration
potential of grassland soils, difﬁculties still remain concerning its inclusion within GHG accounting procedures due to its spatial and temporal
variability (Beauchemin et al., 2011; Crosson et al., 2011).
The controversial topic of changes in soil C stocks might also be
relevant for snail farming, as suggested by the potential negative
on-farm LUC in the case of setting-up on croplands abandoned long
time ago (Table 5). On the one hand it is well established that conversion of cropland to grassland entails an increase of soil organic
carbon stocks mainly concentrated in the surface proﬁle (Deng
et al., 2013; Su et al., 2009). On the other one, the dynamics of soil
C re-accumulation after the abandonment of farmland appear not
linear and still not well understood, with a decrease of soil organic
carbon storage throughout the ﬁrst years, followed by a net gain
starting from 10 years onwards (Shaoxuan et al., 2015; Deng et al.,
2013). Results should therefore be revaluated on the basis of more
reliable estimates of C stock ﬂows in relation to the hypothetical
use of degraded land already reverted to grass.

4.3. Carbon incorporated in shells and potential long-term sequestration
Potential carbon sequestration in snail shells was in line with the
ﬁndings inherent to mussels and oysters which sequestered up to
0.2 kg CO2 eq and 0.4 kg CO2 eq per kg of fresh meat respectively
(SARF, 2012), according to the different shell weight per kg of total mollusc mass (about 2 times and 3 times higher than land snail, for mussels
and oysters respectively). Moreover, the C gain appeared comparable, in
the lower range, to sequestration reported for afforestation/reforestation in temperate regions, with absorption rate between 5.5 and
16.5 ton CO2 ha−1 y−1 (IPCC, 2000).
However, there is a lack of a clear comprehension of decomposition
dynamic of gastropod shells under natural and managed conditions (i.e.
landﬁll). Consequently, only preliminary considerations could be done
about the effective long term carbon sequestration in shells, as reported
in the following sub-sections and summarized in Fig. 2.

4.3.1. Paths towards short term storage
This category included agricultural and zootechnical use of crushed/
milled snail shell as compost, fertilizer additives and poultry feeding
supplement. Indeed, crushed land snail shells showed a fast decomposition rate (from 6.4% to 10.2% per year) under forest ﬁeld conditions
(Pearce, 2008) whilst biogenic carbon ingested (both human food and
animal feed) cannot be considered as a stock, following current LCA procedures. Otherwise, calcium carbonate as feeding supplement to the
snails would generate a closed cycle entailing a net CO2 gain throughout
the snail cultivation timeframe. Among industrial applications, calcination is also featured in this class, since 1 mol of CO2 is released from
each mole of CaO produced.

110

A. Forte et al. / Agricultural Systems 142 (2016) 99–111

4.3.2. Paths towards both short and long term storage
Calcium carbonate is commonly used as stable drainage material in
municipal solid waste (MSW) landﬁlls (Daniel and Koerner, 2007).
However its complex dissolution dynamic derives from the interaction
with rain, surface and waste water sources and has not yet been characterized in detail (Bennett et al., 2000). Calcite solubility can be controlled by pH, with increasing rate at lowering pH (Lackner, 2002). In
an acidic environment, as that one characterizing the early life of the
landﬁll (Abbas et al., 2009; Qasim and Chiang, 1994), shell carbonate
solubilisation might be promoted. This would lead to the short-term release of gaseous CO2 previously stored in the mineralized carbon. On the
other hand, carbonated minerals appeared to dissolve signiﬁcantly only
at strong acid pH b 2 (Teir et al., 2006) and showed (both aragonite and
calcite) constrained dissolution rate in organic acid solutions (Ryu et al.,
2010). Based on these ﬁndings, shell carbonated minerals disposed in
landﬁll might be assumed to be stable and entail a net CO2 storage in
the long-term.
As relating to granular activated carbon for industrial absorption applications, the resulting storage would be a function of: (i) the effective
potential for repeated recycling through reactivation/regeneration
stages (Samonin et al., 2013) and (ii) the degradation dynamics after
the disposal of the spent carbon in landﬁll.
Similarly, the time horizon of sequestration in shells for decorative
mulches and ornamental uses would depend by the lifespan of objects
(basically short in the current consumerist society) and decomposition/dissolution pattern following landﬁll conﬁnement.
4.3.3. Paths towards long term storage
Ordinary concrete buildings have a minimum life expectancy
≥ 50 years (D.M, 2008). The durability of highly specialized concrete
structures appears markedly higher: (i) more than a century for bridges
and tunnel (D.M, 2008; Dunaszegi, 1998; Holley et al., 1999; Langley
et al., 1998) and (ii) up to 1000 years for high performance formulations
used in foundations (Mehta and Langley, 2000). Therefore, shell
recycling in construction materials could be reasonably assumed to entail long term storage. However, a multidisciplinary approach would be
fundamental in order to check the expected timeframe of speciﬁc construction materials. This could be achieved through the use of lifetime
performance assessment methods for concrete structures (Aït-Mokhtar
et al., 2013; Tian et al., 2012; Petryna et al., 2002).
5. Conclusion
The supplementary feeding stage and the set-up of plastic fattening
enclosures appeared to be the key farming practices to be considered
and properly designed to constrain the carbon footprint of snail rearing
under semi-intensive management.
Compared to the most widespread consumed meats (beef, pig and
chicken), the snail supply chain entailed pronounced GHG beneﬁts.
This is the ﬁrst direct evidence that snail meat could be a promising
environmental friendly alternative source for human nutrition.
Snail farmers might also add C sequestration in shells among sustainability beneﬁts of snail rearing. However, further assessments are
needed to provide quantitative estimates of the effective long term C
gain along the possible shell waste management/reutilisation routes.
References
Abbas, A., Jingsong, A., Ping, L.Z., Ya, P.W., Al-Rekabi, W.S., 2009. Review on landﬁll leachate treatments. J. Appl. Sci. Res. 5 (5), 534–545.
Aguilera, E., Lassaletta, L., Sanz-Cobena, A., Garniere, J., Vallejo, A., 2013. The potential of
organic fertilizers and water management to reduce N2O emissions in Mediterranean
climate cropping systems. A review. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 164, 32–52.
Aït-Mokhtar, A., Belarbi, R., Benboudjema, F., et al., 2013. Experimental investigation of
the variability of concrete durability properties. Cem. Concr. Res. 45, 21–36.
ASSALZOO — National Association of Manufacturers of Zootechnical Food. http://www.
assalzoo.it/

Bartolini, R., 2011. Pisello proteico, una risorsa per valorizzare la collina. Terra e Vita,
Tecnica e tecnologia. 39, pp. 54–56.
Beauchemin, K.A., Janzen, H.H., Little, S.M., McAllister, T.A., McGinn, S.M., 2010. Life cycle
assessment of greenhouse gas emissions from beef production in western Canada: a
case study. Agric. Syst. 103 (6), 371–379.
Beauchemin, K.A., Janzen, H.H., Little, S.M., McAllister, T.A., McGinn, S.M., 2011. Mitigation
of greenhouse gas emissions from beef production in western Canada — evaluation
using farm-based life cycle assessment. Anim. Feed Sci. Technol. 166-167, 663–677.
Bennett, P.C., Hiebert, F.K., Rogers, J.R., 2000. Microbial control of mineral–groundwater
equilibria: macroscale to microscale. Hydrol. J. 8, 47–62.
Blonk Consultants, 2014. The Direct Land Use Change Assessment Tool. Gouda Retrieved
from http://blonkconsultants.nl/en/tools/land-use-change-tool.html.
Blonk Agri-footprint BV, 2014a. Agri-Footprint – part 1 – methodology and basic principles — version 1.0. Gouda, the Neth-erlands, p. 41.
Blonk Agri-footprint BV, 2014b. Agri-Footprint – part 2 – description of data — version
1.0. Gouda, the Neth-erlands, p. 131.
BSI, 2008. PAS 2050 Speciﬁcation for the Assessment of the Life Cycle Greenhouse Gas
Emissions of Goods and Services. BSI British Standards, London, U.K.
BSI, 2012. Assessment of life cycle greenhouse gas emissions from horticultural products.
BSI.
Castaldi, S., Alberti, G., Bertolini, T., Forte, A., Miglietta, F., Valentini, R., Fierro, A., 2015. N2O
Emission Factors for Italian Crops. In book: The Greenhouse Gas Balance of Italy Edition: 2015 In: Valentini, R., Miglietta, F. (Eds.), Chapter: 9, Publisher: Environmental
Science and Engineering. Springer, pp. 135–144 http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3642-32424-6_9.
Cederberg, C., Persson, U.M., Neovius, K., Molander, S., Clift, R., 2011. Including carbon
emissions from deforestation in the carbon footprint of Brazilian beef. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 45, 1773–1779.
Crosson, P., Shalloo, L., O'Brien, D., Lanigan, G.J., Foley, P.A., Kenny, D.A., 2011. A review of
whole farm systems models of greenhouse gas emissions from beef and dairy cattle
production systems. Anim. Feed Sci. Technol. 166-67, 29–45.
Daniel DE and Koerner RM, 2007. Waste Containment Facilities: Guidance for Construction Quality Assurance & Construction Quality Control of Liner & Cover Systems. Published by American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE). (ISBN: 13:978–0-7844-0859-9;
ISBN 10: 0–7844-0859-9).
De Vries, M., de Boer, I.J.M., 2010. Comparing environmental impacts for livestock products: a review of life cycle assessments. Livest. Sci. 128, 1–11.
Deng, L., Shangguan, Z.P., Sweeney, S., 2013. Changes in soil carbon and nitrogen following land abandonment of farmland on the Loess Plateau, China. PLoS One 8 (8) (2013,
e71923).
Desai, B.B., 2004. Seeds Handbook: Processing And Storage. CRC Press (2004, 800 pp.).
D.M, 2008. Decreto ministeriale 14 gennaio 2008. Approvazione delle nuove norme
tecniche per le costruzioni. G.U. n. 29 del 4 febbraio 2008.
Dudley, Q.M., Liska, A.J., Watson, A.K., Erickson, G.E., 2014. Uncertainties in life cycle
greenhouse gas emissions from U.S. beef cattle. J. Clean. Prod. 75, 31–39.
Dunaszegi, L., 1998. High-performance concrete in the confederation bridges. ACI Concr.
Int. 20 (4), 43–48.
FAO, 2012. Faostat production statistics. Retrieved from http://faostat.fao.org/default.aspx.
FAOSTAT, 2009. Electronic Database of the Food and Agriculture Organization. http://
faostat.fao.org.
Forte, A., Zucaro, A., Fagnano, M., Bastianoni, S., Basosi, R., Fierro, A., 2015. LCA of Arundo
donax L. lignocellulosic feedstock production under Mediterranean conditions. Biomass Bioenergy http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.
Frascarelli, A., 2010. Prospettive positive per il mais nel medio periodo. Speciale attesa la
ripresa del mercato entro due anni. L'Informatore Agrario. 5, pp. 1–5.
Gerber, P.J., Steinfeld, H., Henderson, B., Mottet, A., Opio, C., Dijkman, J., Falcucci, A.,
Tempio, G., 2013. Tackling climate change through livestock — a global assessment
of emissions and mitigation opportunities. Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations (FAO), Rome.
Holley, J.J., Thomas, M.D.A., Hopkins, D.S., Cail, K.M., Lanctot, M.–.C., 1999. Custom HPC
mixtures for challenging bridge design. ACI Concr. Int. 21 (9), 43–48.
INRAN, 2007. Istituto Nazionale di Ricerca per gli Alimenti e la Nutrizione Available at:
http://www.inran.it/servizi_cittadino/per_saperne_di_piu/tabelle_composizione_
alimenti.
IPCC, 2000. Land Use, Land-use Change and Forestry. In: Watson, R.T., Noble, I.R., Bolin, B.,
Ravindranath, N.H., Verardo, D.J., Dokken, D.J. (Eds.), Chapter 3: Afforestation, Reforestation, and Deforestation (ARD) Activities. Cambridge University Press, UK, p. 375.
IPCC, 2006. Intergovernamental Panel of Climate Change Guidelines for National Greenhouse Gas inventories, 2006. Volume 4: Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use.
Chapter 11: N2O Emissions From Managed Soils, and CO2 Emissions From Lime and
Urea Application, Prepared by the National Greenhouse Gas Inventories Programme,
Eggleston H.S., Buendia L., Miwa K., Ngara T. and Tanabe K. (eds). Published: IGES,
Japan.
IPCC, 2007: Climate Change 2007: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II
and III to the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change [, Pachauri, R.K and Reisinger, A. (eds.)]. IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland, (Core
Writing Team, 104 pp)
IPCC, 2013. Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working
Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change [Stocker, T.F., D. Qin, G.-K. Plattner, M. Tignor, S.K. Allen, J. Boschung, A.
Nauels, Y. Xia, V. Bex and P.M. Midgley (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, (1535 pp.), doi:http://dx.doi.org/
10.1017/CBO9781107415324.
Iribarren, D., Hospido, A., Moreira, M.T., Feijoo, G., 2010. Carbon footprint of canned mussels from a business-to-consumer approach: a starting point for mussel processors
and policy makers. Environ. Sci. Pol. 13, 509–521.

A. Forte et al. / Agricultural Systems 142 (2016) 99–111
ISMEA- Institute of Services for the agricultural and food market. http://www.ismea.it
ISO 14040, International Standard, 2006a. Environmental Management Life Cycle Assessment Principles and Framework. International Organization for Standardization, Geneva, Switzerland (www.iso.org).
ISO 14044, International Standard, 2006b. Environmental Management Life Cycle Assessment Requirements and Guidelines. International Organization for Standardization,
Geneva, Switzerland (www.iso.org).
Lackner, K.S., 2002. Carbonate chemistry for sequestering fossil carbon. Annu. Rev. Energy
Environ. 27, 193–232.
Langley, W.S., Forbes, G., Tromposch, E., 1998. Some durability considerations in the design of the confederation bridge. In: Malhotra, V.M. (Ed.), Proceedings, Fourth
CANMET/ACI/JCI International Symposium on Advances in Concrete Technology,
Tokushima, Japan, June 7–11, 1998. ACI Special Publication, pp. 1–22 (SP-179).
MacLeod, M., Gerber, P., Mottet, A., Tempio, G., Falcucci, A., Opio, C., Vellinga, T.,
Henderson, B., Steinfeld, H., 2013. Greenhouse gas emissions from pig and chicken
supply chains — a global life cycle assessment. Food and Agriculture Organization
of the United Nations (FAO), Rome.
Marin, F., Luquet, G., 2004. Molluscan shell proteins. C.R. Palevol 3, 469–492.
Mehta, P.K., Langley, W.S., 2000. Monolith foundation: built to last 1000 years. ACI Concr.
Int. 22 (7), 27–32.
Moschini, E., 1996. Produzione e controllo del cavolo e del cavolﬁore. Ente nazionale
sementi elette, Milano, p. 22.
Nemecek, T., Huguenin-Elie, O., Dubois, D., Gaillard, G., Schaller, B., Chervet, A., 2011. Life
cycle assessment of Swiss farming systems: II. Extensive and intensive production.
Agric. Syst. 104 (3), 233–245.
Nemecek, T., Shnetzer, J., 2011. Direct ﬁeld emissions and elementary ﬂows in LCIs of agricultural production systems. Updating of agricultural LCIs for EcoInvent data v3.0.
Agroscope Reckenholz-Tänikon Research Station ART 34 p.
Nguyen, T.L.T., Hermansen, J.E., Mogensen, L., 2010. Environmental consequences of different beef production systems in the EU. J. Clean. Prod. 18, 756–766.
Nguyen, T.T.H., van der Werf, H.M.G., Eugène, M., Veysset, P., Devun, J., Chesneau, G.,
Doreau, M., 2012. Effects of type of ration and allocation methods on the environmental impacts of beef-production systems. Livest. Sci. 145, 239–251.
Nijdam, D., Rood, T., Westhoek, H., 2012. The price of protein: review of land use and carbon footprints from life cycle assessments of animal food products and their substitutes. Food Policy 37, 760–770.
Oonincx, D.G.A.B., de Boer, I.J.M., 2012. Environmental impact of the production of mealworms as a protein source for humans — a life cycle assessment. PLoS One 7 (12), 1–5.
Pearce, T.A., 2008. When a snail dies in the forest, how long will the shell persist? Effect of
dissolution and micro-bioerosion. Am. Malacol. Bull. 26 (1–2), 111–117. http://dx.
doi.org/10.4003/006.026.0211.
Pelletier, N., Tyedmers, P., 2010. Forecasting potential global environmental costs of livestock production 2000–2050. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the
United States of America. 107, pp. 18371–18374.
Pelletier, N., Pirog, R., Rasmussen, R., 2010. Comparative life cycle environmental impacts
of three beef production strategies in the Upper Midwestern United States. Agric.
Syst. 103, 380–389.
Petryna, Y.S., Pfanner, D., Stangenberg, F., Kärtzig, W.G., 2002. Reliability of reinforced
concrete structures under fatigue. Reliab. Eng. Syst. Saf. 77, 253–261.
Picchi G, 2003. Risorse naturali dell'Appennino: la lumaca. Coordinamento editoriale:
Riccardo Arduini, Montefeltro Leader. Stampa Grapho 5, Fano.
Qasim, S.R., Chiang, W., 1994. Sanitary Landﬁll Leachate: Generation, Control and Treatment. 1 edition. CRC Press (August 12, 1994,. ISBN-13: 978–1566761291; ISBN-10:
1566761298).
Regione Campania, 2011. Disciplinari di produzione integrata (DGR n. 348 del 19/07/
2011) http://www.agricoltura.regione.campania.it.
Regione Campania, 2014. Disciplinari di produzione integrate (DGR n. 50 del 28/02/2014)
http://www.agricoltura.regione.campania.it.
Regione Marche, 2007. Programma di Sviluppo Rurale della Regione Marche 2007-2010.
10, Allegato. 4, pp. 142–148.
Říhová, D., Yanovskí, Z., Koukol, O., 2014. Fungal communities colonising empty Cepaea
hortensis shells differ according to litter type. Fungal Ecol. 8, 66–71.
Romano, D., Arcarese, C., Bernetti, A., et al., 2014. Italian Greenhouse Gas Inventory1990–
2012—National Inventory Report 2014. ISPRA — Istituto Superiore per la Protezione e
la Ricerca Ambientale (Institute for Environmental Protection and Research).

111

Röös, E., Sundberga, C., Tidåkerb, P., Strid, I., Hanssona, P.A., 2013. Can carbon footprint
serve as an indicator of the environmental impact of meat production? Ecol. Indic.
24, 573–581.
Roy, P., Nei, D., Orikasa, T., Xu, Q., Okadome, H., Nakamura, N., Shiina, T., 2009. A review of
life cycle assessment (LCA) on some food products. J. Food Eng. 90, 1–10.
Roy, P., Nei, D., Orikasa, T., Okadome, H., Nakamura, N., Xu, Q., Shiina, T., 2012. Life cycle of
meats: an opportunity to abate the greenhouse gas emission from meat industry in
Japan. J. Environ. Manag. 93, 218–224.
Ryu, M., Kim, H., Lim, M., You, K., Ahn, J., 2010. Comparison of dissolution and surface reactions between calcite and aragonite in L-glutamic and L-aspartic acid solutions.
Molecules 15, 258–269. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules15010258.
Samonin, V.V., Podvyaznikov, M.L., Solov'ev, V.N., Kiseleva, L.V., Khrylova, E.D.,
Spiridonova, E.A., 2013. Study of the possibility of regeneration of activated carbon
spent in water treatment processes using the chemical regeneration and thermal reactivation. Russ. J. Appl. Chem. 86 (8), 1220–1224.
Sarashina, I., Kunitomo, Y., Iijima, M., Chiba, S., Endo, K., 2008. Preservation of the shell
matrix protein dermatopontin in 1500 year old land snail fossils from the Bonin
islands. Org. Geochem. 39, 1742–1746.
SARF, 2012. Carbon Footprint of Scottish Suspended Mussels and Intertidal Oysters. Published by the: Scottish Aquaculture Research Forum (SARF); ISBN: 978–1-90726644-7. Available at: http://www.sarf.org.uk
Schneider, U.A., Havlík, P., Schmid, E., Valin, H., Mosnier, A., Obersteiner, M.H., Böttcher, H.,
Skalský, R., Balkovič, J., Sauer, T., Fritz, S., 2011. Impacts of population growth, economic development, and technical change on global food production and consumption. Agric. Syst. 104 (2), 204–215.
Shaoxuan, H., Zongsuoa, L., Ruilianb, H., Yongb, W., Guobinb, L., 2015. Soil Carbon Dynamics During Grass Restoration on Abandoned Sloping Cropland in the Hilly Area of the
Loess Plateau, China. Catena (Available online 18 February 2015).
Steinfeld, H., 2012. Sustainability Issues in Livestock Production. Exploratory Workshop
Sustainable Protein Supply (Amsterdam,. 26 pp).
Steinfeld, H., Gerber, P., Wassenaar, T., Castel, V., Rosales, M., de Haan, C., 2006. Livestock's
Long Shadow. Environmental Issues and Options. FAO, Rome, Italy.
Su, Y.Z., Liu, W.J., Yang, R., Chang, X.X., 2009. Changes in soil aggregate, carbon, and nitrogen storages following the conversion of cropland to alfalfa forage land in the marginal oasis of northwest China. Environ. Manag. 43 (6), 1061–1070.
Teir, S., Eloneva, S., Fogelholm, C.J., Zevenhoven, R., 2006. Stability of calcium carbonate
and magnesium carbonate in rainwater and nitric acid solutions. Energy Convers.
Manag. 47, 3059–3068.
Tian, H., Li, G., Chen, A., 2012. Degradation process assessment of prestressed concrete
continuous bridges in life-cycle. J. Cent. South Univ. 19 (5), 1411–1418.
van Huis, A., Van Itterbeeck, J., Klunder, H., Mertens, E., Halloran, A., Muir, G., Vantomme,
P., 2013. Edible Insects: Future Prospects for Food and Feed Security, FAO Forestry
Paper 171. FAO, Rome (183 pp.).
Veysset, P., Lherm, M., Bébin, D., 2010. Energy consumption, greenhouse gas emissions
and economic performance assessments in French Charolais suckler cattle farms:
model-based analysis and forecasts. Agric. Syst. 103 (1), 41–50.
Wilkinson, J.M., 2011. Re-deﬁning efﬁciency of feed use by livestock. Animal 5,
1014–1022.
Wirsenius, S., Azar, C., Berndes, G., 2010. How much land is needed for global food production under scenarios of dietary changes and livestock productivity increases in
2030? Agric. Syst. 103 (9), 621–638.
Xu, B., Gu, Z., Han, J., Liu, Z., Pei, Y., Lu, Y., Wu, N., Chen, Y., 2010. Radiocarbon and stable
carbon isotope analyses of land snails from the Chinese Loess Plateau: environmental
and chronological implication. Radiocarbon 52 (1), 149–156.
Yao, Z., Meisheng, X., Li, H., Chen, T.Y., Zheng, H., 2014. Bivalve shell: not an abundant useless waste but a functional and versatile biomaterial. Crit. Rev. Environ. Sci. Technol.
44, 2502–2530.
Zhang, N., Yamada, K., Suzuki, N., Yoshida, N., 2014. Factors controlling shell carbon isotopic composition of land snail Acusta despecta sieboldiana estimated from lab culturing
experiment. Biogeosci. Discuss. 11, 6555–6590. http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/bgd-116555-2.

