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Highlights
The study deals with application of Life Cycle Assessment in the field of
biopolymers.

Three production scenarios of two different polyhydroxyalkanoates were
compared in this study.

Primary and secondary data were inventoried for the study development.

Polyhdroxybutyrate is more impacting than medium chain length
polyhydroxyalkanoate, due to raw material production and supply.

Biopolymers have environmental benefits, but still potentials for improvement.

a b c d d

e d

Share Cite

View PDF

Access through Cracow University of E...

Purchase PDF

https://s100.copyright.com/AppDispatchServlet?publisherName=ELS&contentID=S0048969720348087&orderBeanReset=true
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/00489697
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/00489697/749/supp/C
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141279
https://www.sciencedirect.com/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/user/institution/login?targetUrl=%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0048969720348087%3Fvia%253Dihub


Previous Next 

Abstract
The main purpose of the article was to compare different scenarios of biopolymer production
and their impacts on the environment using Life Cycle Assessment. Three alternative
polyhydroxyalkanoates (PHA: amorphous PHA and poly(3-hydroxybutyrate), P(3HB))
production scenarios were considered to assess its environmental impact: Scenario A -
Production of mcl-PHA/P(3HB) from crude vegetable oil; Scenario B - Production of P(3HB)
with biodiesel by-product; Scenario C - Production of mcl-PHA/P(3HB) from used vegetable
oil. Subject to the scenario considered, it was shown that the environmental efficiency of PHA
production is highly dependent on carbon sources used, and it is strongly supporting
production of mcl-PHA instead of P(3HB). As LCA study shows, due to low yield of P(3HB) in
comparison to mcl-PHA production in considered processes, all the P(3HB) production
scenarios have higher impacts than the production of mcl-PHA. Production processes based
on bacterial fermentation had its impacts related mostly to the raw materials used and to its
separation phase. Additionally, using secondary materials instead of raw ones, namely used oil
instead of virgin oil, gives significant improvement with regard to environmental impact. The
resource efficiency is also the identified as the key factor with sensitivity analysis that
indicates the possible increase of biopolymer yield as the most beneficial factor. Biobased
polymers have big environmental potential but still need significant improvement with regard
to their manufacturing processes in order to become more economically benign. Preferably
production of these microbial polymers should be integrated into biorefinery blocks, where
such waste stream arises (e.g. biodiesel production plant).
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