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Environmental Impact Assessment of Biogas Engineering in Large and Medium - sized Pig Farms

—A Case Study fromWuwenVillage of Hubei Province

ZHANG Cong
(China Agricultural University, Beijing 100094, P. R. China)

Abstract: Impact from dejection and sewage of large and medium - sized pig farms to environment is very serious. Biogas engi-

neering is an availability way of control pollutionand product the regenerate energies. This paper carried out a case study and En-

vironmental impact assessment for example of Wuwen pig farm in Wuxue City of Hubei Province , showed this project has favorable

economic and environmental benefit.
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Figure 1 Flow diagram of draft A
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Figure 2 Flow diagram of draft B
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Table 1 Comparison of the plan A and plan B
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Table 2 Balance of the water quantity and quality
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Table 3 Costing and benefit of biogas users in Wuwen collage
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Table 4 Costing and benefit of the biogas remains
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