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Introduction & objectives
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Figure 2: Climate change, non-renewable energy demand, and eutrophication impacts of scenarios of agricultural anaerobic digestion based on pig (SP) or dairy cattle manure (SD) and different
digestate post-treatments
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- UF choice influences greatly the results

- AD in livestock system is not only for producing renewable energy but also a new way to manage manure and mitigate carbon footprint of animal products
- 50 kw agricultural AD is less effective than 200 kw AD in regards of environmental impacts mitigation
- The impact mitigation highly depends on the system considered and its associated technology

- Agricultural AD still needs to be optimized at farm scale

Q Emission factors and losses evaluation need to be refined
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