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Status and Suggestion of Biogas Project in the Breeding Farm of Yanshan County

LIANG Gao-fei LU Yi ZENG Jin et al ( School of Energy and Environment Science Yunnan Normal University Kunming Yunnan
650500)

Abstract Yanshan County is an important breeding county in Yunnan Province. The livestock and poultry breeding industry is developed and
the problem of livestock and poultry manure is also becoming more and more serious. Biogas project is an important means to deal with live—
stock and poultry manure pollution. In order to understand the operation of the biogas project in the farms a survey was conducted in 21 biogas
projects of the breeding farms in Yanshan County. The investigation found that the biogas project of the breeding farms had problems such as in—
capable of fulldoad operation weak management and maintenance skills of the owner and poor economic benefits of the biogas. Therefore
the biogas post-construction service system the comprehensive utilization of biogas and the management and maintenance of the biogas were
proposed to promote the marketization of biogas fertilizers improve the profitability of biogas projects.It can provide reference for the progress
of biogas projects in the breeding farms of Yanshan County.

Key words Breeding farm; Biogas project; Suggestion; Yanshan County

2018 4
1
.2017 5 (
p) .
o 1

3 888 km’

° 49.5 56% 29%

o 15%. 2016 11.93
29.15%. 2016 90
74 22 21
3
° 60 m’ .
21
° o 21
4
. 61 61
5
' 21 5 35
6
2.1 21
(41561108) . 16

(1991—) : 1 3

*

°

o

2018-10-10; 2018-10-29



47 3

207

40% o

1

Tablel Run situation of biogas project in breeding farms

150 1/t

2

Table 2 Farmers’ understanding of biogas fertilizer
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