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• LCA is an effective tool for the environ-
mental assessment of fisheries.

• Vessel fuel use represents the main carrier
of detrimental environmental impacts.

• FUI reduction has the greatest potential to
lower CC and most impact indicators.

• Purse seiners perform worse than minor
art vessels.
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The perpetuation offishing activity from an environmentally, socially and economically sustainable approach is essen-
tial to guarantee not only the future of coastal populations, but also the supply of high-value seafood for society and the
safeguarding of cultural heritage.
This article aims to assess the environmental performance associated with fishing fleet operations in Cantabria (north-
ern Spain) under a life cycle thinking from a holistic approach. Thus, the Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) methodology
was applied under a ‘cradle-to-port’ approach, setting the functional unit as 1 kg of fresh fish landed. Inventory data
on the main inputs and outputs were collected from a sample of 57 vessels covering for the first time the main tech-
niques, purse seine and minor art fisheries.
The results identified that the vessel use stage was the responsible of most of the impacts. In line with the literature,
diesel consumption stood as the chief hotspot in six of the seven impact categories analysed. Purse seiners got a
value of 0.25 kg of fuel per kg of fish landed, while the performance of the minor art fleet showed significantly
lower consumption (0.07). Regarding impacts on climate change, this study found a quantity of 1.00 and 0.34 kg
CO2 eq. per FU, for purse seine and minor arts, respectively. These figures were consistent with the expected results
for pelagic fisheries. For the remaining indicators, purse seiners generally performed worse.
The LCA methodology provided outcomes that allow the proposal of potential improvements and measures to foster
the transition towards a more sustainable smart-fishing sector. Further research efforts should focus on the develop-
ment and implementation of renewable energy and low-carbon vessel propulsion technologies.
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1. Introduction

Within the wide range of human activities linked to oceans and seas,
fisheries stand out as a fundamental guarantor of food security worldwide
and play a key role in structuring coastal communities, where employment
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and economic activity are closely linked to their sustainability and prosper-
ity (MAPA, 2022a).

Over the past few years, the global fisheries sector has suffered the se-
vere consequences of the COVID-19 pandemic (FAO, 2020a; Ruiz-Salmón
et al., 2021a) and is being hit directly from the impact of the energy price
crisis due to the fact that the price of fuel is a critical element for the fishing
activity (Fernández-Ríos et al., 2022). In fact, the European fleet consumes
about 2 million l of fuel, which can represent up to 40 % of total costs in
some segments (STECF, 2020). In fact, some fleets such as the Spanish, an-
nounced in March 2022 their intention to stop their activity due to the
sharp increase in the price of diesel (MAPA, 2022b). Despite these difficul-
ties, the fishing sector is clear example of resilience, demonstrating its
commitment and responsibility to ensure the supply of this commodity
(CEPESCA, 2020). It represents a broad, fast-moving segment of the econ-
omy, which over the past decade has taken significant steps to modernise
and diversify (European Commission, 2021).

Fish and seafood play an essential role in healthy and balanced diets, as
they are an important source of protein (Laso et al., 2018a). This is espe-
cially true for the average person living in the EU, who consumes 24.4 kg
of fish or seafood per year, 4 kg more than in the rest of the world
(EUMOFA, 2021). According to the latest FAO estimates, fish accounted
for about 17%of total animal protein and 7%of all protein consumed glob-
ally in 2017 (FAO, 2020b). Furthermore, research suggests that the nutri-
tional benefit of fish goes beyond this, since it is a valuable source of fatty
acids, including the omega-3 polyunsaturated fatty acids (n-3 FAs),
micronutrients (P, I, Zn, Fe, and Se) and vitamins (D, A, and B) with varia-
tions among species (Qayoom et al., 2020).

The EU is the world's fifth largest producer, with about 3.3 % of total
fisheries and aquaculture production, with fisheries accounting for 80 %
of total fish production (FAO, 2020b). By country, Spain, Denmark, the
UK and France are the main producers in volume terms within the EU
(European Commission, 2020a).

Focusing in Spain, the fishing sector constitutes a notable element of the
national economy as well. Indeed, the Spanish fleet is considered by some
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bodies to be the largest in the European Union (MAPA, 2022a). By the
end of 2021, Spain had 8732 vessels in force, with 88%of the total in active
conditions. The Spanish fleet operating in the waters of the national fishing
grounds represents almost 96 %, and approximately 36 % of the tonnage
and 62 % of the total kW, with an average age and length of 35 years and
12 m respectively (Secretaría General de Pesca, 2021). The most important
national fishing ground in terms of number of vessels, tonnage and power is
the one located in the Cantabrian and Northwest (CNW) area, correspond-
ing with the FAO fishing zone 27, subarea VIII —Bay of Biscay (European
Commission, 2022a) (Fig. 1), with more than half of the Spanish vessels
(4584), a tonnage of 53,385 GT and a power of 203,405 kW. The majority
of the fleet is made up of minor art vessels (90.5 %) and around 88 % are
located in Galicia, with the remaining 12 % distributed between Asturias,
the Basque Country and Cantabria (FAO, 2020b).

Despite not being the autonomous community with the highest fishing
figures, the maritime sector in Cantabria (Fig. 1) has a total impact of 11 %
of GDP and accounts for 10 % of regional employment (ICANE, 2021). The
landed catches reached 25,000 t of auctioned fishing in 2019, valued at
47.6 million euros (ICANE, 2021). Likewise, the marine-related industry
continues to promote and grow in the field of R&D&I, digitalisation and
new technologies, representing 23 % and 8 % of industrial and total re-
gional R&D&I expenditure, respectively (Clúster MARCA, 2021). The 133
Cantabrian vessels, distributed among 7 ports, are mainly engaged in
minor arts (77) and purse seine fishing (33) (Dirección General de Pesca
y Alimentación, 2022). The rest of the vessels are divided between bottom
trawling, longlining, dredging and gillnetting. According to the records of
the different fishermen's associations in the region (OPECA), the main spe-
cies caught include European anchovy (Engraulis encrasicolus), tuna species
(mainly Thunnus alalunga), European pilchard (Sardina pilchardus), Atlantic
mackerel (Scomber scombrus) and Atlantic horse mackerel (Trachurus
trachurus).

The perpetuation of fishing activity from an environmentally, socially
and economically sustainable approach is essential to ensure not only
the future of these populations and their proper structuring but also the
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provision of seafood to society in a sustainable way and the safeguarding of
cultural heritage (Khakzad and Griffith, 2016). The protection of marine
biodiversity is an unavoidable duty in any society as set out in the United
Nations 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development (Red Española de
Pacto Mundial, 2022). The SDG14 claim to ‘Conserve and sustainably
use the oceans, seas and marine resources for sustainable development’,
as these water bodies produce half of the oxygen we breath and provide
16 % of the animal protein we eat (European Commission, 2022b). More
specifically, SDG14 focuses on the so-called ‘Blue Economy’, i.e. all activi-
ties related to the oceans, seas and coastal environments, including living
marine resources, non-living resource extraction, maritime transport, port
activities, shipbuilding and repair, and coastal tourism (Naciones Unidas,
2022).

Fishing activities cause cumulative impacts on the vast size marine
ecosystems, from visible pollution such as plastic litter, ‘ghost’ gears and
oil spills, to invisible pollution such as microplastics (MPs), underwater
noise, chemicals and nutrients (Gilman et al., 2022). The effects of green-
house gas (GHG) emissions are devastating for the oceans, coasts and peo-
ple living in these areas (Ruiz-Salmón et al., 2020). They range from
changes in water temperature to acidification, sea level rise and more fre-
quent and intense flooding and erosion events (Gaines et al., 2019). In ad-
dition, illegal fishing, over-exploitation of resources and depletion of fish
stocks also posemajor threats that harm livelihoods of coastal communities
and lead to important biodiversity losses. The value of catches considered
‘Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated (IUU)’ has recently been estimated
at around €10 billion each year, corresponding to almost 20 % of the
value of global catches (European Commission, 2020b). All of these men-
aces will challenge the resilience of the blue economy and society as a
whole, but particularly in developing countries (Mason et al., 2022).

These figures support that the blue economy is central to achieving
the objectives of the European Green Deal ‘Farm to fork’ strategy
(European Commission, 2022c) and Circular Economy Action Plan
(CEAP) (European Commission, 2022d): the transition to a circular
model, and the transformation and digitalisation to become a fairer, more
resilient, resource-efficient and competitive economy, phasing out net
GHG emissions and protecting the natural capital (Laso et al., 2022).

In this context, the standardised Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) methodol-
ogy has proven to be the most established scientific tool to quantify the po-
tential environmental burdens of fisheries throughout the whole cycle
(Avadí and Fréon, 2013). The current literature offers several publications
addressing the comprehensive review of fisheries-related LCA studies
such as those by Avadí and Fréon (2013), Avadí et al. (2020), and the
most updated by Ruiz-Salmón et al. (2021a). Other LCA revisions carried
out by Vázquez-Rowe et al. (2012a) and Ziegler et al. (2016) also delved
primarily into the fisheries sector and associated supply chain. On the
other hand, there are also a wide number of studies focused on specific spe-
cies or fishing arts, for instance, analysis of the whole life cycle of European
anchovy (Laso et al., 2016; Laso et al., 2017a) and Peruvian anchoveta
(Avadí et al., 2014a, 2014b; Fréon et al., 2014a); and purse seine pelagic
fisheries in the North Atlantic for horse mackerel (Vázquez-Rowe et al.,
2010), sardine (Almeida et al., 2014) and Atlantic mackerel (Ramos et al.,
2011). Hence, this study aims to evaluate the environmental impacts of
the Cantabrian purse seine and minor art fisheries in order to identify hot
spots, by means of the LCA methodology. The novelty of this study is justi-
fied by the fact that, although fishing sector has been extensively studied
from an environmental point of view with specific case studies for certain
regions and species, to the best of our knowledge, the assessment of the
Cantabrian fleet from a holistic approach comparing its two mains fishing
arts is still not covered.

The outcomes of this work will be helpful for the wholesale and retail
fisheries sector to improve their eco-labelling references, thus ensuring
more valuable information to the final consumer on their environmental
commitment, as well as facilitating the traceability of products, as these re-
quirements are increasingly demanded infishing practices.Moreover, these
remarks can also be useful for decision-makers in the current context of sus-
tainable policies ever more relevant.
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2. Materials and methods

The LCA methodology was used following the recommendations pro-
vided by the ISO 14040 and 14044 standards (ISO, 2006a, 2006b). This ap-
proach enables the analysis of the environmental burdens associated with
each stage of the fishing life cycle, from the extraction of resources and
the processing of rawmaterials to vessels and nets construction to the land-
ing of fish at port. According to the standards, an LCA study must include
the goal and scope definition, the life cycle inventory (LCI) compilation,
the life cycle impact assessment (LCIA) and an iterative interpretation
of the results. In addition, the sampling of the fleet complied with the re-
quirements of PAS 2050-2 (BSI, 2012) specific to seafood and other
aquatic food products.

2.1. Goal and scope definition

This study aimed to bring forward a thorough quantification of the en-
vironmental impacts linked to the fishing activity by the Cantabrian purse
seine and minor art fleet. As previously remarked, these fishing practices
represent 83 % of the total, so the results of this study will provide a repre-
sentative picture of all vessels in the region.

Cantabrian purse seines have a total tonnage of 4326 GT and an aggre-
gate engine power of 9425 kW. They usually operate in the open ocean to
target dense schools of single-species pelagic (midwater) like tuna and
mackerel. A vertical net ‘curtain’ is used to surround the school of fish,
the bottom of which is then drawn together to enclose them (Fig. 2a).
This technique is generally considered an efficient form of fishing as it
has no contact with the seabed and can have low levels of bycatch (acciden-
tal catch of unwanted species). On the other hand, the modality of minor
arts (Fig. 2b), also known as artisanal fishing, is usually made up of small-
sized boats (total tonnage 754 GT) fishing with little nets close to the
coast, and therefore have small power engines (a total of 4149 kW). In gen-
eral, they combine several fishing modalities, all based on net arts, such
as longlines and gillnets. Longlinefisheries trail a long line, ormain line, be-
hind a boat and baited hooks are attached to the nets at intervals to attract
the target species. On the other side, gillnet fishing consists of a wall or cur-
tain of net hanging in the water. The dimension of fish caught can be deter-
mined by the mesh size, helping to avoid catching juvenile fish. Without
careful management, these two minor art fisheries can have unintended
interactions with non-target fish, seabirds, and other marine life.

2.2. Function and functional unit

The overall function of the system was the capture and landing of fresh
fish in the different ports of the Cantabrian region by the purse seine and
minor art fleets. The selection of a coherent function unit (FU) is a funda-
mental step in order to perform a robust and comparable LCA. Conse-
quently, the selected FU, i.e. the quantifiable reference to which material
and energy input/output flows are linked, was set as 1 kg of landed fresh
fish by Cantabrian fleet in year 2019. The selection of a mass-based FU
was consistent with previous LCA studies focused on the extraction stage,
as reported by Ruiz-Salmón et al. (2021a), and was selected so that results
scale to quantities that are familiar from everyday interactions, which helps
to interpret and understand the results since it reflected a physical variable.
Other common FU used in environmental assessments of foods are energy-
based and nutrient-based reference flows, but these seem to be more
appropriate for studies that extend into the processing and consumption
phase of the product (Mcauliffe et al., 2020).

2.3. System boundaries

The system under study encompasses the stages of the vessel's life cycle
that constitute the so-called ‘cradle-to-port’ approach, i.e. from capture to
landing fish: raw materials extraction, construction, use and maintenance.
This common focus includes the manufacturing processes of the hull, en-
gine and nets, as well as the consumption of lubricant, diesel fuel, ice,
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Fig. 2. Simplified graphical representation of the two fishing techniques studied in Cantabria: a) purse seine fishing b) longline (minor arts) fishing.
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paint and antifouling, and their related emissions, as shown in Fig. 3. Port
landing operations and vessel dismantling were excluded from the system
boundary (see Fig. 3), as well as a number of biological issues, such as sea-
floor use, as their consideration implies impact categories that are not fully
developed in the current LCA methodology (Vázquez-Rowe et al., 2012a).
Besides, electronic devices, refrigeration systems and crew impact (i.e.
emissions on board) were also left out of the analysis.

2.4. Allocation

The Cantabrian fleet under scope operates in a multi-species fishery.
Therefore, direct and indirect inputs and outputs from fishing operations,
in addition to the resulting environmental burdens, must be allocated
among the different target species (Ayer et al., 2007). Even though initially
the results of this research will be given by the defined FU, for the subse-
quent discussion and comparison with other references in the literature,
an allocation system will be used. Although different types of allocation
procedures could be evaluated in this particular study, e.g. mass, economic,
energy; given that the system boundaries were limited to the landing of fish
at port, mass allocation was selected as the most appropriate approach
(Laso et al., 2017b). The reason is that, following the PEFCR, mass alloca-
tion is considered to better reflect reality over longer periods and changing
economic conditions, such as those during the pandemic and crisis, apart
from not being highly affected by the volatile economic price of the
CONSTRUCTION USE

FISHING OPERATIONS 

BACKGROUND PROCESSES

Hull (steel, polyester*, wood*)
Engine (steel, cooper, alloy)
Net materials (nylon)
Longline materials* (nylon)
Hook materials* (steel)

Fuel
Lubricant oil
Antifouling
Ice

LANDING OF FRESH

Fig. 3. System boundaries for the Cantabrian fishing fleet composing the ‘cradle-to-port’
manufacturing and transport stages. * Note that longline and hook constructionmaterials
the case of some minor art vessels the hull was made of wood or polyester.
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product, which depends on the season, freshness and many other market
factors (Laso et al., 2022). In addition, this approach provides a clearer per-
spective for communicating results to stakeholders at this early stage of the
supply chain (Laso et al., 2018b) and facilitates to contrast outcomes with
other similarfisheries studies, inwhich the use of 1 kg offish as a functional
unit is the most established. Allocation percentages were calculated from
the data on the total catches of each species recorded by the questionnaires
during the collection of inventories in 2019. Tables 1 and 2 below show the
main species captured and the mass allocation percentages separating the
fleet into purse seiners and minor arts, respectively. Standard deviations
were calculated in order to quantify the dispersion of the catch data set,
obtaining high values for some species (tuna) fished using minor art tech-
niques. This may be due to variation in vessel size and the use of different
numbers of trammel nets and longlines with hooks, individually or in com-
bination. Contrariwise, purse seiners recorded more standardised sizes and
characteristics and therefore generally more homogeneous catches.

2.5. Data acquisition and life cycle inventory (LCI)

2.5.1. Primary data
Fishing activity data for the year 2019 were collected from a sample of

17 purse seine and 40 minor art vessels out of a total of 33 and 77 respec-
tively, belonging to the Cantabrian fleet. The sample represented
51–52 % of this fleet, meeting the representativeness requirements
MAINTENANCE

TO AIR

TO WATER

Antifouling emissions

Diesel emissions
Lubricant oil emissions

Antifouling
Boat paint
Net maintenance
Hull maintenance
Engine

 FISH AT PORT

EMISSIONS

approach. Background processes included rawmaterial extraction, basic processing,
were only applicable tominor art vessels using these techniques. In addition, only in



Table 1
Average catch value and mass allocation factors for species landed by the
Cantabrian purse seine fleet in 2019.

Species Landings Mass allocation
(%)

Mass (kg) SD

European anchovy (Engraulis encrasicolus) 3,993,414 ±69,912 37.2
European pilchard (Sardina pilchardus) 844,024 ±33,485 7.9
Atlantic mackerel (Scomber scombrus) 894,474 ±15,520 8.3
Atlantic horse mackerel (Trachurus trachurus) 1,694,151 ±82,505 15.8
Tuna species (mainly Thunnus alalunga) 1,692,443 ±93,361 15.8
Others 1,625,711 ±31,780 15.0
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recommended in the PAS 2050 guide (BSI, 2012). The selection of vessels
was based on the increased availability of data provided by effective con-
tact with the skippers as not all of them showed interest in participating
in the research work.

Primary data were obtained from the Ministry of Rural Development,
Fisheries, Food and Environment of the Government of Cantabria
(Government of Cantabria, 2022), as well as from a cluster of fishermen
working in this community, thus ensuring the reliability of the data and fa-
cilitating the completion of a robust life-cycle inventory. Information was
collected by means of questionnaires (see Supplementary Materials) deliv-
ered to the skippers of ports located in Castro Urdiales (P1), Santoña (P2),
Suances (P3), Santander (P4), San Vicente de la Barquera (P5), Comillas
(P6) and Colindres (P7). These documents covered a comprehensive identi-
fication of the main operational aspects and capital assets of the ships. The
specific vessel data requested embraces the overall length, gross tonnage,
vessel width, number of engines and their propulsion power, hull material
and service life. For each vessel, the operational data demanded included
the type and quantity of fuel used, consumption of ice, lubricating oil, anti-
fouling and paint, as well as net use and dimensions. Apart from these, data
on the total catches of each species during 2019 were recorded for the mass
allocation procedures.

2.5.2. Secondary data
On the other hand, secondary data, i.e., background processes regarding

the production of diesel fuel, materials for vessel construction, nets, paint,
lubricant and antifouling agents, as well as electricity were added from
the Ecoinvent v3.5 (Wernet et al., 2016) and Agribalyse v3.0 (Asselin-
Balençon et al., 2020) database (see Table S1). In this regard, market
processes (unknown suppliers) were used as default. The choice of process
was based on the geographical location closest to Spain and their availabil-
ity in the database. Thus, the priority in the selection hierarchy was: Spain,
Europe, Europe without Switzerland and global.

2.5.3. Assumptions and limitations
Although most of data were obtained directly, it was necessary to adopt

a series of assumptions and limitations in order to model some processes.
In terms of ship construction and maintenance, a 30-year service life

was assumed, with the exception of the wooden vessels used in artisanal
fisheries, which are known to last 40 years (Estrella et al., 2005); with an-
nual maintenance operations, and 12 % of the hull being replaced every
two years (Fréon et al., 2014a). Only impacts related to steel used in hulls
and engines were quantified by estimating the total ship weight through
Table 2
Average catch value and mass allocation factors for species landed by the
Cantabrian minor art fleet in 2019.

Species Landings Mass allocation
(%)

Mass (kg) SD

Atlantic mackerel (Scomber scombrus) 1,827,805 ±133,777 21.8
Atlantic horse mackerel (Trachurus trachurus) 400,877 ±49,100 4.8
Tuna species (mainly Thunnus alalunga) 2,440,422 ±365,601 29.2
Others 3,696,613 ±26,824 44.2
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the light ship weight (LSW) correlation (Eq. (1)), as described by Fréon
et al. (2014a). This correlation was considered valid for the Spanish fleet
due to the similarity in terms of holding capacity. This way, it was assumed
that 80 % and 20 % of the LSW corresponded to the weight of the hull and
of the structural elements and other systems not considered in this work, re-
spectively; as was done by Laso et al. (2018b) in an LCA of the Cantabrian
purse seine fleet.

LSW tð Þ ¼ −263:81þ 0:57� holding capacityþ 43:77�width ð1Þ

To address the constructionmaterial for ship hulls, amixed steel compo-
sition including a part of virgin resource and a proportion of recycled steel
was considered. Thus, and following the recommendations of the Product
Environmental Footprint Category Rules (PEFCR) developed by the
European Commission's Joint Research Center (JRC), the steel hull manu-
facture process was modelled using the Circular Footprint Formula (CFF).
This model allows both virgin and secondary steel to be considered. This
formula set the guidelines for allocating the environmental burdens or ben-
efits of recycling, reuse or energy recovery between, for example, the sup-
plier and the user of recycled materials (European Commission, 2018). It
can be applied to both final products (in a ‘cradle-to-grave’ approach) and
to intermediate products (in a ‘cradle-to-gate’ approach). In the latter type
of studies, the parameters related to the end-of-life () of the product
(i.e. recyclability at EoL, energy recovery, disposal) are not accounted
for as the system boundaries only cover the impacts from the extraction
of raw materials to the time when the product leaves the industry.
Herefore, the EoL should be excluded setting the parameters R2, R3

and Ed (see equations in Box 1 of Annex A) equal to 0, for in-scope prod-
ucts. Equations for the modelling of ‘material + energy + disposal’ pro-
cesses and default values for some parameters specific to steel sheets (A,
R1, R2*, Qsin/Qp and Qsout/Qp) are collected in Annex A, Box 1 and
Table A1, respectively.

Regarding the engine, the weight of the main and auxiliary engines was
obtained from a leading world producer based on the power data provided
by skippers as done by Laso et al. (2018b). To simplify, modelled engines
were considered to have a virgin composition of 65 % cast iron, 34 %
chrome steel and 1 %white metal alloys (Fréon et al., 2014a), and were re-
placed once during the vessel lifetime. The CFF formula was not applied to
the engine materials as the PEF guidelines does not specify parameters for
the materials used. On the other hand, nylon nets had a lifespan of about
five years, although 25 % were usually renewed every year due to losses
at sea (Vázquez-Rowe et al., 2012a). The amount of paint used during the
construction of the vessel was considered to be one third of the amount of
antifouling, following the approximation of the ratio of values reported
by Vázquez-Rowe et al. (2011). In addition, for the annual maintenance,
the consumption of these products was at least equal to that used during
the initial preparation. These simplifying assumptions due to a lack of
data may introduce a minor amount of error.

With respect to the fishing activity, none of the fishermen
interviewed declared to produce their own ice or have an ice-making
machine to preserve the fish on board. Instead, ice was provided by
fishermen's guilds. Taking a Galician port authority as a reference, an
energy consumption of 630 MJ/t was used for the production of ice
from tap water in Spain.

Regarding the unmonitored emissions, the impacts resulting fromdiesel
combustion in engines were obtained on the basis of two references: emis-
sion factors (EF) for carbon dioxide (CO2),methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide
(N2O) were based on the IPCC database (IPPC, 2006), whereas EF for sul-
phur dioxide (SO2) and other emissions, including particulate matter
(PM), nitrogen oxides (NOx) and heavy metals, among others, were col-
lected from the EMEP-Corinair Emission Inventory Handbook of 2006
(EEA, 2019). Besides, EF for the use of the lubricant oil was obtained
from the IPCC. Direct emissions to the water derived from the use of anti-
fouling paint to the marine environment were quantified as a typical loss
of two-thirds of the coating that is degraded at the sea (Hospido and
Tyedmers, 2005).



Table 4
Life cycle inventory gathering emissions (diesel, lubricant oil and antifouling) to the
environment per FU: 1 kg of freshfish landed in Cantabrian ports by purse seine and
minor art vessels in 2019.

Fishing – emissions to the environment

Purse seiners Minor arts

Emission Unit Value Value

CO2 kg 7.96·10−1 8.53·10−3

CH4 kg 7.52·10−5 5.5·10−4

N2O kg 2.15·10−5 1.57·10−7

SO2 kg 7.54·10−3 5.53·10−5

NOX kg 1.97·10−2 1.45·10−4

CO kg 1.86·10−3 1.36·10−5

NMVOC kg 7.04·10−4 5.16·10−6

SOX kg 5.03·10−3 3.69·10−5

TSP kg 3.77·10−4 2.76·10−6

PM10 kg 3.77·10−4 3.27·10−5

PM2.5 kg 3.52·10−4 2.58·10−6

Pb kg 3.27·10−8 2.40·10−10

Cd kg 2.51·10−9 1.84·10−11

Hg kg 7.54·10−9 5.53·10−11

As kg 1.01·10−8 7.37·10−11

Cr kg 1.26·10−8 9.22·10−11

Cu kg 5.03·10−8 3.69·10−10

Ni kg 2.51·10−7 1.84·10−9

Se kg 2.51·10−9 1.84·10−11

Zn kg 3.02·10−7 2.21·10−9

PCB kg 9.55·10−12 7.00·10−14

PCDD/F μg I-TEQ 3.27·10−5 2.40·10−7

HCB kg 2.01·10−11 1.47·10−13
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2.5.4. Life cycle inventory (LCI)
LCI involves the compilation of inputs and outputs of the system

throughout its life cycle. The primary data revealed that the 17 purse
seine vessels landed a total of 10,744 t of fresh fish (considering all fished
species) while the 40 minor art vessels landed 8365 t. Tables 1 and 2
above showed the most popular species. The average inventory data per
FU are shown in Tables 3 and 4.

2.6. Life cycle impact assessment

The life cycle impact assessment (LCIA) phase is aimed at evaluating the
significance of potential environmental impacts using the LCI results by as-
sociating energy andmaterialflowswith specific environmental impact cat-
egories and category indicators. In this research, EF 3.0 method (adapted)
(EuropeanCommission, 2019) was selected to assess the environmental im-
pacts. A total of seven conventional impact midpoint categories were
analysed: Climate change (CC), Photochemical ozone formation (POF),
Acidification (AC), Eutrophication—freshwater (EUF), Eutrophication—
marine (EUM), Water use (WU), Resource use—fossils (RUF). This method
was chosen since it provides a higher degree of specificity and consistency
than other methods (Sanyé-Mengual et al., 2022), as well as being sug-
gested by the European Commission for comparison and improvement of
the environmental performance of products and companies. The indica-
tors included cover environmental loads to the different protection
areas allowing a global perspective of fishing activities, as recom-
mended in fisheries assessment reviews (Avadí and Fréon, 2013). The
software SimaPro9.3 (PRé Sustainability, 2021) was used for the com-
putational implementation of the inventories.

It is important to mention that more specific impact indicators were not
used for the main drivers of marine biodiversity loss (e.g. seafloor area im-
pact or specific discard indexes (Abdou et al., 2020), as although they are
currently used by some LCA practitioners (Vázquez-Rowe et al., 2012b),
their methodology is not yet fully developed and standardised, coupled
with the fact that there are different levels of uncertainty in terms of
hedging of cause-effect pathways and spatial coverage of damage
(Woods et al., 2016). This gap in research also encompasses the lack
of consideration of the consequences of leaked plastic waste on the en-
vironment (Woods et al., 2021).

Moreover, the inclusion of explicit indicatorsmeasuring seafloor degrada-
tion was not considered of interest since the fishing techniques assessed,
purse seine andminor arts, operate at a short distance from the surface, unlike
trawling (Buhl-Mortensen and Buhl-Mortensen, 2018). In this way, the
expected results would not be significant for the overall analysis of hotspots.
Table 3
Life cycle inventory gathering average inputs per FU: 1 kg of fresh fish landed in Cantab

Vessel construction and maintenance – inputs from technosphere

Material Unit Purse seiners

Construction

Steel (hull) kg 8.09·10−3

Wood (hull) kg –
Polyester (hull) kg –
Cast iron (engine) kg 1.98·10−4

Chrome plating steel (engine) kg 1.04·10−4

White metal alloy (engine) kg 3.05·10−6

Paint L 6.81·10−5

Antifouling L 3.44·10−4

Nets p 4.56·10−6

Nylon (longline) kg –
Hooks p –

Fishing – inputs from technosphere

Purse seiners

Diesel L 2.51·10−1

Lubricant oil L 1.60·10−3

Ice kg 3.44·10−1
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On the other hand, although the Abiotic depletion indicator (MJ),
which embrace the impacts derived from the use of fossil fuels, was not se-
lected, an exhaustive analysis of diesel consumption was carried out in the
results. Fuel efficiency or Fuel Use Intensity (FUI) constitute indicators for
environmental effects of fishing vessels according to European Commission
(STECF, 2020). FUI is usually measured in terms of L of fuel per tonne of
fish landed but, in this study, it was translated into kg of diesel per FU.

3. Results

3.1. Environmental performance of Cantabrian fisheries—global indicators

According to the results shown in Table 5, purse seinefishing had global
higher impacts than minor art techniques for all indicators, except for EUF,
rian ports by purse seine and minor art vessels in 2019.

Minor arts

Maintenance Construction Maintenance

4.85·10−4 3.00·10−4 1.80·10−5

– 1.80·10−4 1.08·10−5

– 7.19·10−4 4.32·10−5

1.65·10−4 9.00·10−5 6.38·10−5

8.61·10−5 4.71·10−5 3.34·10−4

2.53·10−6 1.38·10−6 9.82·10−7

1.74·10−4 1.92·10−4 1.92·10−4

3.44·10−4 9.44·10−4 9.44·10−4

2.51·10−7 7.46·10−5 1.86·10−5

– 1.38·10−4 3.46·10−5

– 6.11·10−3 –

Minor arts

7.37·10−2

4.09·10−4

1.27·10−1



Table 5
Environmental impact indicators of EF 3.0 method (adapted). Values represent the
average results per FU for the total fleet considered—Global activity.

Unit

Purse seine (PS) Minor arts (MA)

Value Value

Climate change (CC) kg CO2 eq. 1.00 0.34
Photochemical ozone formation (POF) kg NMVOC eq. 2.19·10−2 6.52·10−3

Acidification (AC) mol H+ eq. 2.32·10−2 7.10·10−3

Eutrophication—freshwater (EUF) kg P eq. 7.38·10−6 1.15·10−5

Eutrophication—marine (EUM) kg N eq. 7.93·10−3 2.38·10−3

Water use (WU) m3 depriv. 6.23·10−2 4.89·10−2

Resource use—fossils (RUF) MJ 14.25 5.07
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where artisanal fishing reached 1.15·10−5 kg P eq. versus the 7.38·10−6 of
purse seine. This could be due to the higher use of antifouling agents reported
in the minor arts. Regarding the individual results for each stage (Table 6),
the use stage stood as the main carrier of environmental burdens for CC
(9.50·10−1 and 2.80·10−1 kg CO2 eq.), POF (2.17·10−2 and 6.37·10−3 kg
NMVOC eq.), AC (2.29·10−2 and 6.73·10−3 mol H+ eq.), EUM (7.86·10−3

and 2.31·10−3 kg N eq.) and RUF (1.36·10+1 and 4.02 MJ). By contrast,
maintenance was the main contributor to EUF whereas construction
was determinant for WU indicator. These trends are common for both fish-
ing sorts. In terms of magnitude, minor art fishing had greater values than
purse seine for six out of seven indicators when analysing the construction
stage. However, when it comes to the maintenance stage, purse seine
achieved higher loads in five of the seven impact categories. Finally, during
the use phase purse seine activities performed the worst.

3.2. Environmental performance of Cantabrian fisheries—critical resources

As abovementioned, vessel usewas themain phase contributing tomost
impact categories. Thus, when examining the results deeply (Fig. 4a and b),
diesel usewas themain critical resource for all impact categories, except for
WU and EUF. For the rest indicators, its contribution was in all cases above
75 %, reaching even values higher than 98 %. It is worth mentioning that
these results were quite similar in purse seine and minor art fishing. Fur-
thermore, when diesel use is excluded from these indicators where it ac-
counts for almost the entire impact, it was observed that purse seine nets
accounted for 13–47 % of the total loads measured. The steel used for the
construction andmaintenance of the purse seine vessel hull was responsible
on average for between 15 and 30 % of the remaining impacts and ice con-
sumption showed also relevant percentages (25–30%). The other resources
not mentioned exhibited insignificant contributions (<5 %, in general). On
the other hand,when looking atminor artfleet results in detail (also exclud-
ing diesel consumption), the average number of hooks used in longline
practices were the main carrier with more than half of the total impacts
Table 6
Environmental impact indicators of EF 3.0 method (adapted). Values represent the aver

Unit

Construction

Purse seine Minor arts

CC kg CO2 eq. 4.11·10−2 5.60·10−2

POF kg NMVOC eq. 1.25·10−4 1.20·10−4

AC mol H+ eq. 1.94·10−4 2.50·10−4

EUF kg P eq. 2.68·10−6 3.06·10−6

EUM kg N eq. 4.83·10−5 5.62·10−5

WU m3 depriv. 2.83·10−2 3.57·10−2

RUF MJ 5.13·10−1 1.00
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in most categories. Ice and antifouling consumption also generated small
impacts (~10 % on average).

In relation to WU and EUF categories, impacts were commonly distrib-
uted between purse seine nets (32–42%) and hull steel (10%). Ice consump-
tion (41.5 %) was significant for WU in purse seine activities and antifouling
was responsible for 40 % of freshwater eutrophication. For the artisanal fish-
ing fleet, hooks accounted for 66.8 % and 24.7 % of the impacts measured in
WU and EUF, respectively. Ice consumption had some relevance in WU
(20.3 %) while antifouling was the main carrier of environmental loads
for EUF, similar in this case to the results obtained for purse seiners.

4. Discussion

4.1. Identification of environmental hotspots

Regarding the impacts on CC, this study found that purse seiners
showed a quantity of 1.00 kg CO2 eq. per kg of whole fish landed, whereas
the amount emitted by the minor art fleet was almost a third (0.34 kg CO2

eq. per kg of whole fish landed). These figures were consistent with the ex-
pected results for pelagic fisheries, which were found to have the lowest
carbon footprint (Hognes et al., 2011), typically around or below 1 kg
CO2 eq. per kg of whole fish landed. Some examples of studies addressing
these species were the one focusing on the Scottish pelagic trawl fleet,
with a CC value equal to 0.452 kg CO2 eq. (Sandison et al., 2021), the
one analysing the Indian bottom trawl fleet, with 0.99 kg CO2 eq. (Devi
et al., 2021); or the one managing the purse seine fishery in Portugal,
with 0.36 kg CO2 eq. (Almeida et al., 2014).

Going a step further and comparing the carbon footprint of pelagic fish-
eries with that of other species, and even with that of land-based animal
production, there is evidence that pelagic species stand out as one of the
most efficient and low-carbon types of animal protein available (Parker
et al., 2018). Examples illustrate that GHG emissions from pelagic fisheries,
especially those classified as ‘small pelagic’, were significantly lower than
those from aquaculture products, and also much lower than the impacts
of livestock farming, with beef production estimated to have >20 times
higher impacts (Hilborn et al., 2018).

For POF, AC and RUF, these indicators were found to follow the trends
discussed in the CC, leading to the conclusion that the major focus for im-
proving the overall environmental performance of fisheries should be put
on fuel efficiency. In terms of water degradation, EUM was due to the use
of diesel while EUF appeared to be strongly related to antifouling use, prob-
ably due to copper and zinc emissions, as suggested by existing literature.
Moreover, it should be noted that corrosion of ships is an unexplored
impact in LCA studies of seafood that may cause certain environmental im-
pacts, especially in terms of ecotoxicity (Laso et al., 2018b).

4.2. Fuel use intensity (FUI)

The results obtained for the Cantabrian purse seine and minor art fish-
ing fleet have allowed the use of diesel (production, transport and direct
age results per FU for the total fleet considered—individual stages.

Maintenance Use

Purse seine Minor arts Purse seine Minor arts

1.06·10−2 5.02·10−3 9.50·10−1 2.80·10−1

3.16·10−5 2.59·10−5 2.17·10−2 6.37·10−3

8.92·10−5 1.21·10−4 2.29·10−2 6.73·10−3

3.57·10−6 8.08·10−6 1.13·10−6 3.92·10−7

1.64·10−5 1.31·10−5 7.86·10−3 2.31·10−3

7.88·10−3 3.53·10−3 2.61·10−2 9.71·10−3

1.30·10−1 5.70·10−2 13.6 4.02
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Fig. 4. a and b Contribution of resources to total environmental impact indicators of EF 3.0 method (adapted). Values represent the average results per FU for the total fleet
considered.
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combustion, including emissions) to be identified as themain resource gen-
erating the greatest environmental impacts for the vastmajority of the indi-
cators used. This is not a new finding, as most studies on the fishing sector
have revealed that the direct use of fuel in the vessel represents the main
carrier of detrimental environmental impacts (Avadí and Fréon, 2013), ac-
counting for between 60 % and 90 % of the total life cycle GHG emissions
(Granado et al., 2021).

Some authors have tried to quantify the global FUI. Parker et al. (2018)
estimated a consumption of 0.44 kg fuel per kg catch, and Greer et al.
(2019) approximated to a value of 0.59. The average results of this research
revealed that purse seiners had a fuel usage of 0.25 kg of fuel per kg of fish
9

landed (considering pelagic landings as a whole), while the performance of
the minor art fleet showed a significant lower consumption of 0.07 kg of
fuel per kg of fish landed. These outcomes are in the range of values avail-
able in current literature (Bastardie et al., 2022). It is worthmentioning that
the comparison between studies is not straightforward as literature suggests
that FUI varies greatly between fisheries targeting different species,
employing different gears and vessels with distinct characteristics, as well
as fishing in disparate regions using diverse strategies (Chassot et al.,
2021). Small pelagic fisheries are broadly regarded to be one of the lowest
impact fisheries, with purse seining usually highlighted as the most fuel-
efficient fishing method (Sandison et al., 2021), especially when compared



Table 7
Diesel consumption per FU of other pelagic species fisheries reported in the literature.

Species Fishing art Value [kg diesel/FU] Reference

Pelagic species Purse seine 0.25 Current study
Pelagic species Minor arts 0.07 Current study
Tuna Purse seine 1.59 Current study
Tuna Minor arts 0.25 Current study
European anchovy Purse seine 0.67 Current study
Small pelagic species Trawl 0.35 Jafarzadeh et al. (2016)
Pelagic species Coastal seine 0.05 Jafarzadeh et al. (2016)
Pelagic species Trawl 0.04 Sandison et al. (2021)
Tuna Purse seine 0.32 Parker et al. (2015)
Tuna Longline 0.95 Parker et al. (2015)
Tuna Purse seine 0.28 McKuin et al. (2021)
Tuna Purse seine 0.77 Avadí and Fréon (2015)
European anchovy Purse seine 0.34 Laso et al. (2018b)
Peruvian anchoveta Purse seine 0.01 Fréon et al. (2014b)
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to higher trophic level species caught by trawl or longline (Parker and
Tyedmers, 2015), even though the improved efficiency of mid-water
trawling as compared to bottom trawling (Ruiz-Salmón et al., 2021b).
In fact, bottom trawling was found to be one of the most fuel-intensive
fishing methods (Hognes et al., 2011; Schau et al., 2009), up to five
times less efficient than purse seining in some cases. Table 7 shows
some references from literature. Jafarzadeh et al. (2016) reported a
value of 0.35 kg fuel/kg small pelagic landed using trawls, in addition
to a consumption of only 0.05 kg fuel/kg fish landed by coastal
seine methods, in opposite with the findings of (Sandison et al., 2021)
and (Furuya et al., 2011), who obtained a FUI of 0.04 and 0.08 using
trawls for the capture of pelagic species. In the Avadí and Fréon
(2013) review the kg fuel/kg of small pelagic fish with purse seine
was equal to 0.07.

Worldwide studies on FUI are mainly concerned with species-specific
fisheries. In this line there are different claims for tuna fisheries, with con-
sumptions ranging from 0.28 to 0.77 using purse seiners (Avadí and Fréon,
2015; McKuin et al., 2021), to values of 0.95 when longline is used (Parker
et al., 2015). In the case of other species, such as anchovy catches by purse
seine, the use of diesel per FU is 0.34 (Laso et al., 2018b), somewhat higher
than that recorded for Peruvian anchoveta (0.01) (Fréon et al., 2014a). To
obtain species-specific FUI values, a mass allocation following the percent-
ages of Tables 1 and 2 was applied, so that the diesel consumptions were
distributed based on the proportion of each species in the total catchweight
(see Table 7). Thus, figures of 0.25 and 1.59 kg of diesel per kg of tuna
landedwere estimated usingminor arts and purse seiners, respectively. Ad-
ditionally, European anchovy in purse seiners showed an uptake of 0.67 kg
diesel/FU. The first impression appeared to be that the purse seine con-
sumptions obtained for specific species were slightly higher than those
available in the literature. Notwithstanding, it should not be forgotten
that these numbers are the result of a mass allocation, so they should be
viewed with caution. From the different results obtained in this study for
the same species, and from the comparison with existing literature, it can
be generalised that energy efficiency in relation to fuel use is highly depen-
dent on the fishing gear used.

Ultimately, oil consumption is subjected to complex factors often unac-
counted for. These include the natural abundance of the resource, the stock
status, the spatio-temporal variability of catchability –level of aggregation,
depth and distance from shore– the skill level of the vessel's crew –the ‘skip-
per effect’ (Vázquez-Rowe and Tyedmers, 2013) – and the proportion of
by-catch or hull technology.

In this respect, decarbonisation must now be considered a top priority
for shipping organisations. Decarbonisation of marine fuels is key to meet-
ing the GHG reduction target set by the International Maritime Organiza-
tion (IMO), for which mandatory measures were adopted under IMO's
pollution prevention treaty (MARPOL), the mandatory Energy Efficiency
Design Index (EEDI) for new ships, as well as the Ship Energy Efficiency
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Management Plan (SEEMP), which aims to promote the use of more
energy-efficient engines (International Maritime Organization, 2020).
What is more, the European Commission developed in 2015 the MRV reg-
ulation on ‘monitoring, reporting and verification of CO2 emissions from
maritime transport’, whose target is to reduce the carbon footprint (CF) of
maritime transport (European Commission, 2015). All these benchmarks
focus on pollution from conventional propulsion systems, which use gaso-
line or diesel as fuel, and their related equipment. Nevertheless, a number
ofmeasures are currently being developed to implement promising alterna-
tives to conventional fuels, promoting the transition to green transport. In
this regard, the European Commission's Hydrogen Strategy for a
climate-neutral Europe (European Commission, 2020b) sets out a series
of strategies based on regulation, investment, research, and innovation
to promote decarbonisation in industry, transport, and power genera-
tion in Europe, using H2 as an energy carrier (Fernández-Ríos et al.,
2022). Cantabria's fleet of fishing ships should focus its efforts on fol-
lowing these decarbonisation lines in order to improve its environmen-
tal performance.

5. Conclusions

The purse seine and artisanal fleet operating in Cantabria represents an
emblematic and high added- value fishery that supports a large part of the
region. The objective of this study was to assess for the first time the overall
environmental performance using a sample of a total of 57 vessels, repre-
senting more than half of the Cantabrian fleet.

The LCA outcomes revealed that diesel use was the main carrier of
environmental burdens for most conventional impact categories whereas
the use of antifouling paints stood as a hotspot in freshwater eutrophication
due to emissions of metallic compounds included in its formulation. The
remaining activities showed lower relative contributions. Similar trends
were observed for purse seine and minor art vessels. Overall, small
pelagic fisheries are competitive in terms of carbon footprint and energy
use, both in comparison to other seafood products and to land-based animal
proteins.

The fact that fuel use usually varies so much between fishing activi-
ties, coupled with the significant environmental cost and volatility of
fuel prices, underlines the need for further examination to better under-
stand the factors driving those differences. There is great potential
to reduce even more GHG emissions by selecting the most efficient tech-
niques for each target species, as this can have a major impact on the
fishing industry and on contributing to climate-smart and sustainable
food production systems.

These LCA results are a key tool for effectively communicating
the relative environmental costs and benefits of product choices to
consumers.

Finally, it could be concluded that this type of work would be facilitated
by improving data availability through the introduction of traceability sys-
tems in the seafood supply chain and energy recording systems on fishing
vessels.

To sum up, it is scientifically proven that the use of fossil fuels repre-
sents the greatest environmental impacts in fishing activities, so future
efforts should focus on investigating the potential replacement of tradi-
tional combustion engine-powered vessels with new low-emission ones
powered by green and renewable technologies, such as electric or
hybrid engines. Sustainable mobility is already well established in the
road vehicle fleet, so now it is time for its implementation to reach the
ocean.
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Annex A

Box 1
Circular Footprint Formula (CFF).

The CFF is a combination of ‘material + energy + disposal’:
Material

1 � R1ð ÞEv þ R1 � AErecycled þ 1 � Að ÞEv � Qsin
Qp

� �
þ 1 � Að ÞR2 �

ErecyclingEoL � E∗
v � QSout

Qp

� �

Energy
(1 − B)R3 × (EER − LHV × XER, heat × ESE, heat − LHV × EER, elec × ESE, elec)
Disposal
(1 − R2 − R3) × ED
Parameters of the CFF:
A: allocation factor of burdens and credits between supplier and user of recycled
materials.
B: allocation factor of energy recovery processes. It applies both to burdens and credits.
Qsin: quality of the ingoing secondary material, i.e., the quality of the recycled material at
the point of substitution.
Qsout: quality of the outgoing secondary material, i.e., the quality of the recyclable
material at the point of substitution
Qp: quality of the primary material, i.e., quality of the virgin material.
R1: it is the proportion of material in the input to the production that has been
recycled from a previous system.
R2: it is the proportion of the material in the product that will be recycled (or reused) in a
subsequent system. R2 shall therefore consider the inefficiencies in the collection and
recycling (or reuse) processes. R2 shall be measured at the output of the recycling plant.
R3: it is the proportion of the material in the product that is used for energy recovery at EoL.
Erecycled (Erec): specific emissions and resources consumed (per functional unit)
arising from the recycling process of the recycled (reused) material, including
collection, sorting, and transportation process.
ErecyclingEoL (ErecEoL): specific emissions and resources consumed (per functional unit)
arising from the recycling process at EoL, including collection, sorting, and
transportation process.
Ev: specific emissions and resources consumed (per functional unit) arising from the
acquisition and pre-processing of virgin material.
E*v: specific emissions and resources consumed (per functional unit) arising from the
acquisition and pre-processing of virgin material assumed to be substituted by recyclable
materials.
EER: specific emissions and resources consumed (per functional unit) arising from the
energy recovery process (e.g., incineration with energy recovery, landfill with energy
recovery, etc.).
ESE,heat and ESE,elec: specific emissions and resources consumed (per functional unit) that
would have arisen from the specific substituted energy source, heat and electricity
respectively.
ED: specific emissions and resources consumed (per functional unit) arising from disposal of
waste material at the EoL of the analysed product, without energy recovery.
XER,heat and XER,elec: the efficiency of the energy recovery process for both heat and
electricity.
LHV: lower heating value of the material in the product that is used for energy recovery.

Table A1
Circular Footprint Formula default values (A, R1, R2, Qsin/Qp and Qsout/Qp).
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Category
 Material
 Application
 Parameters
etals
 Steel
 Building-sheet
 A
 R1
 R2*
 Qsin/Qp
 Qsout/Qp
0.2
 0.18
 0.95
 1
 1
References

Abdou, K., le Loc'h, F., Gascuel, D., Romdhane, M.S., Aubin, J., ben Rais Lasram, F., 2020.
Combining ecosystem indicators and life cycle assessment for environmental assessment
of demersal trawling in Tunisia. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 25, 105–119. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s11367-019-01651-5.

Almeida, C., Vaz, S., Cabral, H., Ziegler, F., 2014. Environmental assessment of sardine
(Sardina pilchardus) purse seine fishery in Portugal with LCA methodology including bi-
ological impact categories. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 19, 297–306. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s11367-013-0646-5.

Asselin-Balençon, A., Broekema, R., Gastaldi, G., Houssier, J., Moutia, A., Rousseau, V.,
Wermeille, A., Colomb, V., 2020. AGRIBALYSE v3.0: the French agricultural and food
LCI database. Methodology for the Food Products.

Avadí, A., Fréon, P., 2013. Life cycle assessment of fisheries: a review for fisheries scientists
and managers. Fish. Res. 143, 21–38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2013.01.006.

Avadí, A., Fréon, P., 2015. A set of sustainability performance indicators for seafood: direct
human consumption products from Peruvian anchoveta fisheries and freshwater aquacul-
ture. Ecol. Indic. 48, 518–532. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2014.09.006.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-019-01651-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-019-01651-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-013-0646-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-013-0646-5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170803510243
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170803510243
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2013.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2014.09.006


S. Ceballos-Santos et al. Science of the Total Environment 855 (2023) 158884
Avadí, Á., Fréon, P., Quispe, I., 2014a. Environmental assessment of Peruvian anchoveta food
products: is less refined better? Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 19, 1276–1293. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s11367-014-0737-y.

Avadí, Á., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Fréon, P., 2014b. Eco-efficiency assessment of the Peruvian an-
choveta steel and wooden fleets using the LCA+DEA framework. J. Clean. Prod. 70,
118–131. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.01.047.

Avadí, A., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Symeonidis, A., Moreno-Ruiz, E., 2020. First series of seafood
datasets in ecoinvent: setting the pace for future development. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess.
25, 1333–1342. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-019-01659-x.

Ayer, N.W., Tyedmers, P.H., Pelletier, N.L., Sonesson, U., Scholz, A., 2007. Co-product
allocation in life cycle assessments of seafood production systems: review of prob-
lems and strategies. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 12, 480–487. https://doi.org/10.
1065/lca2006.11.284.

Bastardie, F., Hornborg, S., Ziegler, F., Gislason, H., Eigaard, O.R., 2022. Reducing the fuel use
intensity of fisheries: through efficient fishing techniques and recovered fish stocks.
Front. Mar. Sci. 9. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.817335.

BSI, 2012. PAS 2050-2:2012. Assessment of Life Cycle Greenhouse Gas Emissions.
Buhl-Mortensen, P., Buhl-Mortensen, L., 2018. Impacts of bottom trawling and litter on the sea-

bed in Norwegian waters. Front. Mar. Sci. 4. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2018.00042.
CEPESCA, 2020. Plan de recuperación 2021-2023.
Chassot, E., Antoine, S., Guillotreau, P., Lucas, J., Assan, C., Marguerite, M., Bodin, N., 2021.

Fuel consumption and air emissions in one of the world's largest commercial fisheries. En-
viron. Pollut. 273. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.116454.

Clúster MARCA, 2021. Memoria Anual de Actividades.
Devi, M.S., Xavier, K.A.M., Singh, A.S., Edwin, L., Singh, V.V., Shenoy, L., 2021. Environmen-

tal pressure of active fishing method: a study on carbon emission by trawlers from north-
west Indian coast. Mar. Policy 127. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2021.104453.

Dirección General de Pesca y Alimentación, 2022. Flota pesquera. [WWW Document].
Consejería de Desarrollo Rural, Ganadería, Pesca, Alimentación y Medio Ambiente.

EEA, 2019. EMEP/EEA Air Pollutant Emission Inventory Guidebook 2019.
Estrella, C., Fernández, J., Castillo, G., 2005. Second Structural Survey of the Peruvian Arti-

sanal Fisheries – Regions Moquegua And Tacna Callao.
EUMOFA, 2021. The EU Fish Market. https://doi.org/10.2771/31308.
European Commission, 2015. Regulation (EU) 2015/757 of the European Parliament And of

the Council on the Monitoring, Reporting And Verification of Carbon Dioxide Emissions
From Maritime Transport and Amending Directive 2009/16/EC.

European Commission, 2018. Product Environmental Footprint Category Rules Guidance.
European Commission, 2019. European platform on life cycle assessment. [WWWDocument].

Environmental Footprint.
European Commission, 2020a. Facts And Figures on the Common Fisheries Policy— Basic Sta-

tistical Data. https://doi.org/10.2771/553870.
European Commission, 2020b. A hydrogen strategy for a climate-neutral Europe. Communi-

cation From the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Eco-
nomic And Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions.

European Commission, 2021. A New Approach for a Sustainable Blue Economy in the EU:
Transforming the EU's Blue Economy for a Sustainable Future.

European Commission, 2022a. Zonas pesqueras [WWW Document]. Principales zonas
pesqueras de la FAO.

European Commission, 2022b. The EU Blue Economy Report 2022. https://doi.org/10.
2771/923170.

European Commission, 2022c. Farm to Fork strategy for a fair, healthy and environmentally-
friendly food system. Food Safety. https://food.ec.europa.eu/horizontal-topics/farm-
fork-strategy_en.

European Commission, 2022d. Circular Economy Action Plan.
FAO, 2020a. Cómo está afectando la COVID-19 a los sistemas alimentarios relacionados con la

pesca y la acuicultura.
FAO, 2020b. The State of World Fisheries And Aquaculture, INFORM. American Oil Chemists

Society. https://doi.org/10.4060/ca9229en.
Fernández-Ríos, A., Santos, G., Pinedo, J., Santos, E., Ruiz-Salmón, I., Laso, J., Lyne, A., Ortiz,

A., Ortiz, I., Irabien, Á., Aldaco, R., Margallo, M., 2022. Environmental sustainability of
alternative marine propulsion technologies powered by hydrogen - a life cycle assessment
approach. Sci. Total Environ. 820. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.153189.

Fréon, P., Avadí, A., Vinatea Chavez, R.A., Iriarte Ahón, F., 2014a. Life cycle assessment of the
Peruvian industrial anchoveta fleet: boundary setting in life cycle inventory analyses of
complex and plural means of production. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 19, 1068–1086.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-014-0716-3.

Fréon, P., Sueiro, J.C., Iriarte, F., Miro Evar, O.F., Landa, Y., Mittaine, J.F., Bouchon, M.,
2014b. Harvesting for food versus feed: a review of Peruvian fisheries in a global context.
Rev. Fish Biol. Fish. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-013-9336-4.

Furuya, A., Fukami, M., Ellingsen, H., Kagaya, S., 2011. A survey on energy consumption in
fisheries, and measures to reduce CO 2 emissions. 51st Congress of the European Re-
gional Science Association: “New Challenges for European Regions and Urban Areas in
a Globalised World.”.

Gaines, S., Cabral, R., Free, C.M., Golbuu, Y., Arnason, R., Battista, W., Bradley, D., Cheung,
W., Fabricius, K., Hoegh-Guldberg, O., Juinio-Meñez, M.A., Molinos, J.G., Ojea, E.,
O’reilly, E., Turley, C., 2019. The Expected Impacts of Climate Change on the Ocean
Economy L. www.oceanpanel.org/expected-impacts-climate-change-ocean-economy.

Gilman, E., Humberstone, J., Wilson, J.R., Chassot, E., Jackson, A., Suuronen, P., 2022.
Matching fishery-specific drivers of abandoned, lost and discarded fishing gear to relevant
interventions. Mar. Policy 141, 105097. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2022.105097.

Government of Cantabria, 2022. Ministry of Rural Development, Fisheries, Food and Environ-
ment [WWW Document].

Granado, I., Hernando, L., Galparsoro, I., Gabiña, G., Groba, C., Prellezo, R., Fernandes, J.A.,
2021. Towards a framework for fishing route optimization decision support systems: review
of the state-of-the-art and challenges. J. Clean. Prod. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.
2021.128661.
12
Greer, K., Zeller, D., Woroniak, J., Coulter, A., Winchester, M., Palomares, M.L.D., Pauly, D.,
2019. Global trends in carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions from fuel combustion in marine fish-
eries from 1950 to 2016. Mar. Policy 107. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.12.001.

Hilborn, R., Banobi, J., Hall, S.J., Pucylowski, T., Walsworth, T.E., 2018. The environmental
cost of animal source foods. Front. Ecol. Environ. https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.1822.

Hognes, E.S., Winther, U., Ellingsen, H., Ziegler, F., Emanuelsson, A., Sund, V., 2011. Carbon
footprint and energy use of Norwegian fisheries and seafood products. Sustainable Mari-
time Transportation And Exploitation of Sea Resources. CRC Press. https://doi.org/10.
1201/b11810-152.

Hospido, A., Tyedmers, P., 2005. Life cycle environmental impacts of Spanish tuna fisheries.
Fish. Res. 76, 174–186. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2005.05.016.

ICANE, 2021. Cantabria en cifras 2021.
International Maritime Organization, 2020. Fourth IMO Greenhouse Gas Study.
IPPC, 2006. Chapter 3: mobile combustion. Guidelines for National Greenhouse Gas Inventories.
ISO, 2006. Principles and framework, environmental management. Life Cycle Assessment.
ISO, 2006b. Requirements and guidelines., ISO 14044:2006. Environmental Management.

Life Cycle Assessment.
Jafarzadeh, S., Ellingsen, H., Aanondsen, S.A., 2016. Energy efficiency of Norwegian fisheries

from 2003 to 2012. J. Clean. Prod. 112, 3616–3630. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.
2015.06.114.

Khakzad, S., Griffith, D., 2016. The role of fishing material culture in communities' sense of place
as an added-value in management of coastal areas. J. Mar. Island Cult. 5, 95–117. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.imic.2016.09.002.

Laso, J., Margallo, M., Celaya, J., Fullana, P., Bala, A., Gazulla, C., Irabien, A., Aldaco, R.,
2016. Waste management under a life cycle approach as a tool for a circular economy
in the canned anchovy industry. Waste Manag. Res. 34, 724–733. https://doi.org/10.
1177/0734242X16652957.

Laso, J., Margallo, M., Fullana, P., Bala, A., Gazulla, C., Irabien, A., Aldaco, R., 2017. Introducing
life cycle thinking to define best available techniques for products: application to the an-
chovy canning industry. J. Clean. Prod. 155, 139–150. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.
2016.08.040.

Laso, Jara, Margallo, M., Fullana, P., Bala, A., Gazulla, C., Irabien, Á., Aldaco, R., 2017.
When product diversification influences life cycle impact assessment: a case study
of canned anchovy. Sci. Total Environ. 581–582, 629–639. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2016.12.173.

Laso, J., Margallo, M., Serrano, M., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Avadí, A., Fullana, P., Bala, A., Gazulla,
C., Irabien, Á., Aldaco, R., 2018a. Introducing the Green Protein Footprint method as an
understandable measure of the environmental cost of anchovy consumption. Sci. Total
Environ. 621, 40–53. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.11.148.

Laso, J., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Margallo, M., Crujeiras, R.M., Irabien, Á., Aldaco, R., 2018b. Life
cycle assessment of European anchovy (Engraulis encrasicolus) landed by purse seine ves-
sels in northern Spain. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 23, 1107–1125. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11367-017-1318-7.

Laso, J., Ruiz-Salmón, I., Margallo, M., Villanueva-Rey, P., Poceiro, L., Quinteiro, P., Dias,
A.C., Almeida, C., Marques, A., Entrena-Barbero, E., Moreira, M.T., Feijoo, G., Loubet,
P., Sonnemann, G., Cooney, R., Clifford, E., Regueiro, L., de Sousa, D.A.B., Jacob, C.,
Noirot, C., Martin, J.C., Raffray, M., Rowan, N., Mellett, S., Aldaco, R., 2022. Achieving
sustainability of the seafood sector in the European Atlantic area by addressing eco-
social challenges: the NEPTUNUS project. Sustainability 14. https://doi.org/10.3390/
su14053054 (Switzerland).

MAPA, 2022a. Anteproyecto de ley de pesca sostenible e investigación pesquera.
MAPA, 2022b. El Gobierno aprueba un paquete de ayudas de 430 millones de euros en

medidas específicas para el sector agrario y pesquero. [WWW Document].
Mason, J.G., Eurich, J.G., Lau, J.D., Battista, W., Free, C.M., Mills, K.E., Tokunaga, K., Zhao,

L.Z., Dickey-Collas, M., Valle, M., Pecl, G.T., Cinner, J.E., McClanahan, T.R., Allison,
E.H., Friedman, W.R., Silva, C., Yáñez, E., Barbieri, M., Kleisner, K.M., 2022. Attributes
of climate resilience in fisheries: from theory to practice. Fish Fish. 23, 522–544.
https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12630.

Mcauliffe, G.A., Takahashi, T., Lee, M.R.F., 2020. Applications of nutritional functional units
in commodity-level life cycle assessment (LCA) of agri-food systems. Int. J. Life Cycle As-
sess. 25, 208–2011. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-019-01679-7/Published.

McKuin, B., Watson, J.T., Stohs, S., Campbell, J.E., 2021. Rethinking sustainability in seafood:
synergies and trade-offs between fisheries and climate change. Elementa 9. https://doi.
org/10.1525/elementa.2019.00081.

Naciones Unidas, 2022. 14 Conservar y utilizar sosteniblemente los océanos, los mares y los
recursos marinos para el desarrollo sostenible. [WWW Document]. Objetivo de
Desarrollo Sostenible 14.

Parker, R.W.R., Tyedmers, P.H., 2015. Fuel consumption of global fishing fleets: current under-
standing and knowledge gaps. Fish Fish. 16, 684–696. https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12087.

Parker, R.W.R., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Tyedmers, P.H., 2015. Fuel performance and carbon foot-
print of the global purse seine tuna fleet. J. Clean. Prod. 103, 517–524. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.05.017.

Parker, R.W.R., Blanchard, J.L., Gardner, C., Green, B.S., Hartmann, K., Tyedmers, P.H.,
Watson, R.A., 2018. Fuel use and greenhouse gas emissions of world fisheries. Nat.
Clim. Chang. 8, 333–337. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-018-0117-x.

PRé Sustainability, 2021. SimaPro Database Manual Library. Methods Library.
Qayoom, U., Mushtaq, Zahoor, Mir, Shakir Ahmad, Gul, Shahid, 2020. Health Benefits of Eat-

ing Fish. SMART AGRIPOST - FISHERIES.
Ramos, S., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Artetxe, I., Moreira, M.T., Feijoo, G., Zufía, J., 2011. Environ-

mental assessment of the Atlantic mackerel (Scomber scombrus) season in the Basque
Country. Increasing the timeline delimitation in fishery LCA studies. Int. J. Life Cycle As-
sess. 16, 599–610. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-011-0304-8.

Red Española de Pacto Mundial, 2022. Una gestión basada en Principios para asegurar la
sostenibilidad del océano. [WWW Document]. Principios para un Océano Sostenible.

Ruiz-Salmón, I., Margallo, M., Laso, J., Villanueva-Rey, P., Mariño, D., Quinteiro, P., Dias,
A.C., Nunes, M.L., Marques, A., Feijoo, G., Moreira, M.T., Loubet, P., Sonnemann, G.,

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-014-0737-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-014-0737-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.01.047
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-019-01659-x
https://doi.org/10.1065/lca2006.11.284
https://doi.org/10.1065/lca2006.11.284
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.817335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170804066816
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2018.00042
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170813466076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.116454
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170804305564
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2021.104453
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170814152845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170814152845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170804519957
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170805213977
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170805213977
https://doi.org/10.2771/31308
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170821346938
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170821346938
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170821346938
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170821175995
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170821056641
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170821056641
https://doi.org/10.2771/553870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170820289451
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170820289451
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170820289451
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170816181386
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170816181386
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170805394443
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170805394443
https://doi.org/10.2771/923170
https://doi.org/10.2771/923170
https://food.ec.europa.eu/horizontal-topics/farm-fork-strategy_en
https://food.ec.europa.eu/horizontal-topics/farm-fork-strategy_en
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170815578739
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170821553030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170821553030
https://doi.org/10.4060/ca9229en
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.153189
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-014-0716-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-013-9336-4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170810222082
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170810222082
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170810222082
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170810222082
http://www.oceanpanel.org/expected-impacts-climate-change-ocean-economy
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2022.105097
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170822085514
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170822085514
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.128661
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.128661
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.1822
https://doi.org/10.1201/b11810-152
https://doi.org/10.1201/b11810-152
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2005.05.016
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170822145374
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170822227366
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170822438954
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170823132680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170823369534
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170823369534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.06.114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.06.114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.imic.2016.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.imic.2016.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734242X16652957
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734242X16652957
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.08.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.08.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.12.173
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.12.173
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.11.148
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-017-1318-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-017-1318-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14053054
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14053054
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170811254728
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170811517420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170811517420
https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12630
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-019-01679-7/Published
https://doi.org/10.1525/elementa.2019.00081
https://doi.org/10.1525/elementa.2019.00081
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170823520482
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170823520482
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170823520482
https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12087
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.05.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.05.017
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-018-0117-x
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170824187658
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170824468177
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170824468177
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-011-0304-8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170825056899
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170825056899


S. Ceballos-Santos et al. Science of the Total Environment 855 (2023) 158884
Morse, A., Cooney, R., Clifford, E., Rowan, N., Méndez-Paz, D., Iglesias-Parga, X.,
Anglada, C., Martin, J.C., Irabien, Á., Aldaco, R., 2020. Addressing challenges and oppor-
tunities of the European seafood sector under a circular economy framework. Curr. Opin.
Environ. Sci. Health 13, 101–106. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2020.01.004.

Ruiz-Salmón, I., Fernández-Ríos, A., Campos, C., Laso, J., Margallo, M., Aldaco, R., 2021a. The
fishing and seafood sector in the time of COVID-19: considerations for local and global
opportunities and responses. Curr. Opin. Environ Sci. Health https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
coesh.2021.100286.

Ruiz-Salmón, I., Laso, J., Margallo, M., Villanueva-Rey, P., Rodríguez, E., Quinteiro, P., Dias,
A.C., Almeida, C., Nunes, M.L., Marques, A., Cortés, A., Moreira, M.T., Feijoo, G., Loubet,
P., Sonnemann, G., Morse, A.P., Cooney, R., Clifford, E., Regueiro, L., Méndez, D.,
Anglada, C., Noirot, C., Rowan, N., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Aldaco, R., 2021b. Life cycle assess-
ment of fish and seafood processed products – a review of methodologies and new chal-
lenges. Sci. Total Environ. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.144094.

Sandison, F., Hillier, J., Hastings, A., Macdonald, P., Mouat, B., Marshall, C.T., 2021. The en-
vironmental impacts of pelagic fish caught by Scottish vessels. Fish. Res. 236. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishres.2020.105850.

Sanyé-Mengual, E., Valente, A., Biganzoli, F., Dorber, M., Verones, F., Marques, A., Ortigosa
Rodriguez, J., de Laurentiis, V., Fazio, S., Sala, S., 2022. Linking inventories and impact
assessment models for addressing biodiversity impacts: mapping rules and challenges.
Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-022-02049-6.

Schau, E.M., Ellingsen, H., Endal, A., Aanondsen, S.A., 2009. Energy consumption in the Norwe-
gian fisheries. J. Clean. Prod. 17, 325–334. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2008.08.015.

Secretaría General de Pesca, 2021. LA FLOTA ESPAÑOLA. Situación a 31 de diciembre de 2021.
STECF, 2020. The 2020 Annual Economic Report on the EU Fishing Fleet (STECF 20-06).
Vázquez-Rowe, I., Tyedmers, P., 2013. Identifying the importance of the “skipper effect”

within sources of measured inefficiency in fisheries through data envelopment analysis
(DEA). Mar. Policy 38, 387–396. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2012.06.018.
13
Vázquez-Rowe, I., Moreira, M.T., Feijoo, G., 2010. Life cycle assessment of horse mackerel
fisheries in Galicia (NW Spain): comparative analysis of two major fishing methods.
Fish. Res. 106, 517–527. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2010.09.027.

Vázquez-Rowe, I., Moreira, M.T., Feijoo, G., 2011. Life Cycle Assessment of fresh hake fillets
captured by the Galician fleet in the Northern Stock. Fish. Res. 110, 128–135. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishres.2011.03.022.

Vázquez-Rowe, I., Hospido, A., Moreira, M.T., Feijoo, G., 2012a. Best practices in life cycle as-
sessment implementation in fisheries. Improving and broadening environmental assess-
ment for seafood production systems. Trends Food Sci. Technol. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.tifs.2012.07.003.

Vázquez-Rowe, I., Moreira, M.T., Feijoo, G., 2012b. Inclusion of discard assessment indicators in
fisheries life cycle assessment studies. Expanding the use of fishery-specific impact catego-
ries. Int. J. Life Cycle Assess. 17, 535–549. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-012-0395-x.

Wernet, G., Bauer, C., Steubing, B., Reinhard, J., Moreno-Ruiz, E., Weidema, B., 2016. The
ecoinvent database version 3 (part I): overview and methodology. Int. J. Life Cycle As-
sess. 21, 1218–1230. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-016-1087-8.

Woods, J.S., Veltman, K., Huijbregts, M.A.J., Verones, F., Hertwich, E.G., 2016. Towards a
meaningful assessment of marine ecological impacts in life cycle assessment (LCA). Envi-
ron. Int. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2015.12.033.

Woods, J.S., Verones, F., Jolliet, O., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Boulay, A.M., 2021. A framework for
the assessment of marine litter impacts in life cycle impact assessment. Ecol. Indic. 129.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2021.107918.

Ziegler, F., Hornborg, S., Green, B.S., Eigaard, O.R., Farmery, A.K., Hammar, L., Hartmann, K.,
Molander, S., Parker, R.W.R., Skontorp Hognes, E., Vázquez-Rowe, I., Smith, A.D.M.,
2016. Expanding the concept of sustainable seafood using Life Cycle Assessment. Fish
Fish. 17, 1073–1093. https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12159.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2020.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2021.100286
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coesh.2021.100286
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.144094
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2020.105850
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2020.105850
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-022-02049-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2008.08.015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170825214879
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)05983-6/rf202209170812158299
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2012.06.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2010.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2011.03.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2011.03.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2012.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2012.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-012-0395-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11367-016-1087-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2015.12.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2021.107918
https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12159

	Environmental performance of Cantabrian (Northern Spain) pelagic fisheries: Assessment of purse seine and minor art fleets ...
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Goal and scope definition
	2.2. Function and functional unit
	2.3. System boundaries
	2.4. Allocation
	2.5. Data acquisition and life cycle inventory (LCI)
	2.5.1. Primary data
	2.5.2. Secondary data
	2.5.3. Assumptions and limitations
	2.5.4. Life cycle inventory (LCI)

	2.6. Life cycle impact assessment

	3. Results
	3.1. Environmental performance of Cantabrian fisheries—global indicators
	3.2. Environmental performance of Cantabrian fisheries—critical resources

	4. Discussion
	4.1. Identification of environmental hotspots
	4.2. Fuel use intensity (FUI)

	5. Conclusions
	Abbreviations and acronyms
	Funding
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Annex A
	References




