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Figure 1 : Boundaries of the studied system.



Mean distance= 20 km

<50km Tractor+platform trailer —l

Storage on boiler
site

Mean distance= 12 km
Tractor+platform trailer
+loader
Farm storage
™1 Unloading/loading: Loader

Loadingon
field: Loader

Flax
production

550 km Mean distance= 35 km Collective
transportation by lorries (empty
return)

Mean distance= 12 km
Tractor+platform trailer
+loader Farmstorage
Unloading/loading: Loader

Loading on
field: Loader

Mean distance= 20 km
Tractor+platfrom trailer

50%
Crop
production Storage on boiler

site

50% Mean distance= 35 km

Mean distance= 15 km Collective transportation by
Loadingon Tracteur+ platform trailer Collective storage lorries(empty return)
Unloading/loading: Loader

field: Loader

Handling with farmer
material

:Intermediate storage

Figure 2 : Mobilization hypothesis of biomasses



800

700

300

200

100

-100

-200

Figure 3 : Biomass comparison in index base 100 with economic allocation
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Figure 4 : Contributions of dedicated energy crops to the category impacts
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Figure 5 : Contributions of crop by-products to the category impacts
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Figure 6 : Contribution analysis of the fertilization (fertilizer production + fertilizer field emissions).
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Figure 7 : Net energy yield of biomasses.
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Figure 8 : Scenario comparison in index base 100
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Figure 9 : Biomass comparison with mass allocation
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