China Biogas 2017 35( 3)

79

123 123 4 123 5 123 123
(1. 730050; 2.
730050; 3. 730050; 4.
730000; 5. 730086)
9 N N
o 9
; 239.1 1724 CO, 4211 N
S216.4 . B : 1000 - 1166( 2017) 03 - 0079 - 06

Performance Analysis of Huazhuang Biogas Power Generation Project during Its Nine Years’ Operation / LI Jin—
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Abstract: In order to study the actual performance of northwest large biogas power generation project taking the Lanzhou
Holstein dairy cattle breeding center as a example technological feasibility winter running stability economic perform—
ance energy conservation and environmental protection of the system in the past nine years were analyzed existing prob—
lems were summarized. The results showed that the system was basically operated steadily during the nine years’ operation.
The project obtained total revenue of 2. 391 million yuan saved standard coal of 1724 tons and reduced CO, emissions of
4211 tons. But the late running period met the problem of not enough policy support poor quality of engineering equip—
ment and weak operation management causing the poor running effect and could not achieve maximum comprehensive
benefit.
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